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Rehabilitation theory of punishment

When it comes to criminal sanctions, what people think is appropriate depends to a large extent on the theory of the punishment to which they join. This means that people tend to agree with the theory of punishment, which is most likely to generate the result they believe is correct. This system of belief in the objectives of penalties often
spills over into the political arena. Corrective policies and policies are closely linked. Many of the changes observed in correction policy in the United States at the time were a reflection of the political climate of the day. In the more liberal times of the 1960s, The role of legislators during this period was to design sentencing laws with
rehabilitation as the main objective. In the politically conservative times of the 1980s and 1990s, the Much of the political rhetoric of that time was about getting tough on crime. The corrective goals of retaliation, incapacitation and deterrence have become dominant, and rehabilitation has been shifted to a distant position. Deterrence It has
been a popular concept over the centuries that fear of punishment can reduce or eliminate unwanted behavior. The concept has always been popular with criminal justice thinkers. These ideas have been formalised in several different ways. The utilitarian philosopher Jeremy Bentham is credited with articulation of three elements that
must be present if deterrence is to work: Punishment must be administered with celerity, certainty and appropriate severity. These elements are used as part of the rational type selection theory. Rational choice theory is the simple idea that people think about committing a crime before they do it. If the rewards for the crime exceed the
penalty, then they do a prohibited action. If the penalty is seen as exceeding the rewards, then they do not. Sometimes criminologists borrow the phrase cost-benefit analysis from economists to describe this kind of decision-making process. When assessing whether a deterrent works or not, it is important to distinguish between general
deterrence and specific deterrence. A general deterrent is the idea that any person punished by law serves as an example to others considering the same unlawful act. A particular deterrent is the belief that those punished by law will not commit their crimes again because they will draw conclusions. Critics of the deterrence theory point to
high recidivide rates as evidence that the theory does not work. Recidivism means a relapse into crime. In other words, those who are punished by the criminal justice system tend to recidivide at a very high rate. Some critics also argue that the theory of rational choice does not Work. They argue that things like passion crimes and crimes
committed by people under the influence of drugs and alcohol are not the result of a rational cost-benefit analysis. As unpopular as theories of rational choice can be in individual schools of modern academic criminology, they are extremely important for understanding how the criminal justice system works. This is because almost the
entire criminal justice system is based on a rational theory of choice. The idea that people commit crimes because they decide to do so is the basis of criminal law in the United States. In fact, the element of intent must be proven beyond reasonable doubt in almost every crime known to American criminal law before a conviction can be
secured. Without a culpable mental state, there is no crime (with a few exceptions). Incapacitation incapacitation is a very pragmatic objective of criminal justice. The point is that if criminals are locked up in a safe environment, they cannot get around victimising ordinary citizens. The weakness of incapacitation lies in the fact that it only
works as long as the offender is locked up. There is no real doubt that incapacitation reduces crime to some extent. The biggest problem with incapacitation is cost. There are high social and moral costs when the criminal justice system takes people away from their homes, away from their families, as well as from the workforce, and
blocks them for longer periods. Moreover, there are very high financial costs for this model. Very long prison sentences result in a very large prison population, which requires a very large industrial complex in prisons. This expenditure has created crippling financial burdens for many countries. Rehabilitation Rehabilitation is a noble goal of
punishment by the state, which seeks to help the offender become a productive, unpunished member of society. Throughout history, there have been several different notchings on how this help should be administered. When our modern correction system was created, it was the dominant model. We see through the same name
corrections that the idea was to help the offender become a non-offender. Educational programs, faith-based programs, addiction treatment programs, anger management programs, and more are designed to help offenders better. Overall, rehabilitation efforts had poor results when measured when looking at recidivide rates. Those to
whom the criminal justice system has tried to help tend to recidivide at the same rate as those who serve in prison without any treatment. Proponents of rehabilitation stress that efforts so far have failed because underfunded, misunderstood or poorly executed. Today's drug courts are an example of how we can move back towards a more
rehabilitation model, especially with the first and inappropriate offenders. Retaliation on penalties means the punishment they deserve. Most supporters of this idea believe that punishment should fit the crime. This idea is known as the doctrine of proportionality. Such a doctrine was supported by the early Italian criminologist Cesare
Beccaria, who considered the harsh punishments of his time to be disproportionate to many crimes committed. The term simply desert is often used to describe a well-deserved punishment that is proportional to the crime committed. In fact, the doctrine of proportionality is difficult to achieve. There is no way that different legislators can
objectively measure criminal guilt. This process is one of the legislative consensuss and, at best, imprecise. Racist system? The United States can today be described as multiracial and multiethnic. This has led to racism. Racism is the belief that members of one race are worse than members of another race. Because white Americans of
European heritage make up the majority, racism in America tends to take on the character of whites against racial and ethnic minorities. Historically, these ethnic minorities have not had equal opportunities in such important aspects of life as employment, housing, education, healthcare and criminal justice. When this unequal treatment is
intentional, it can be called racial discrimination. The law prohibits racial discrimination in the criminal justice system, as is the case in the workplace. Disproportionate contact with minorities refers to a disproportionate number of minorities who are in contact with the criminal justice system. Disproportionate contact with minorities is a
problem in both adult and juvenile systems at all levels of these systems. As guardians of the criminal justice system, the police are often accused of discriminatory practices. Courts are not immune to cries of racism from individuals and politically active groups. The American Civil Liberties Union (2014), for example, states African
Americans are imprisoned for drug offenses at a rate that is 10 times greater than whites. Literature on the disproportionate conviction of minorities distinguishes between legal and non-legal factors. Legal factors are things that we accept as lawful, legal, mitigating or tightening criminal penalties. Things such as the seriousness of the
offence and the defendant's previous criminal record fall into this category. Extra-legal factors include things like class, race, and gender. They are considered unlawful factors in determining criminal convictions. They have nothing to do with the criminal conduct of the accused, and all this has to do with the status of the accused as a
member of a particular group. One way to measure racial disparities is to compare the percentage of people who are members of the group (their percentage in the general population) from group at a specific stage of the criminal justice system. In 2013, the Bureau of the Census (2014) estimated that African Americans made up 13.2%
of the United States population. According to the FBI, 28.4% of all those arrested were African American. According to this information, the percentage of African-Americans arrested was just over twice as high as would be expected. The disparity is more apparent when it comes to drug crime. According to the NAACP (2014), African
Americans make up 12% of the total population of drug users, but 38% of those arrested for drug offenses and 59% of those in state prison for drug offenses. There are three basic explanations for these differences in the criminal justice system. The first is individual racism. Individual racism refers to a person's beliefs, assumptions and
behaviors. This type of racism manifests itself when an individual police officer, defense attorney, prosecutor, judge, parole board member or parole officer is bigoted. Another explanation for racial disparities in the criminal justice system is institutional racism. Institutional racism manifests itself when departmental policies (both formal and
informal), regulations and regulations lead to unfair treatment of a particular group. The third (and controversial) explanation is the diverse share of crime. The basic idea is that African Americans and Latinos are engaged in more criminal activity. This is often linked to social problems such as poor education, poverty and unemployment.
While fanaticism does not seem to be present in every aspect of criminal and juvenile justice systems, there seems to be pockets of prejudice in both systems. It is hard to deny the data: discrimination takes place in areas such as the use of force by the police and the imposition of the death penalty. Historically, nowhere has there been a
divergence more discussed and discussed than in federal drug policy. While much has changed recently with the pass of the Fair Sentencing Act of 2010, federal drug law has been a perfect example of institutional racism at work. Under the old law, crimes involving cocaine were punished much, much more severely than cocaine powder.
The law had some severe penalties that were induced by weight, and a provision that required a hundred times more powder than cracking. Many considered the law racist because most of the arrests for crack cocaine were African-Americans, and most of the arrests for cocaine powder were white. African-American defendants appealed
against the sentences based on the Fourteenth Amendment of Equal Protection of Claims. Celerity Key Terms, Certainty, Beccaria, Cost-Benefit Analysis, Culpable Mental State, Deterrence, Disproportionate Minority Contact, Drug Court, Fair Sentencing Act 2010, General Deterrence, Incapacitation, Incapacitation, Racism, Institutional
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