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Budget Cuts for Prison Funding to Reduce Overcrowding.
Introduction.
Criminal incarceration in the context of the United States of America has been on the rise. Increased criminal incarceration has brought about a large number of prisoners in the prison dorms, hence leading to overcrowding. In this setting, budget cuts for prison funding are believed to serve as an effort to reform the U.S.A criminal justice system as well as state funds in the long run. Budgetary cuts are expected to reduce overcrowding at jails in addition to prisons, while improving treatment opportunities in entire criminal justice systems (Clear et al., 2018). From another point of view, budget cuts will possibly challenge justice reforms as per the opinions of many. Budget cuts are subject to different political processes and changes of public policy. These changes should be instituted at Federal, State, and Municipal levels (Clear et al., 2018).
Political, economic, social, cultural, and technological influences that caused the change in the budget.
There are many factors that breed change in criminal justice budget allocation and all are geared towards achieving better reforms. To begin with, a change in the budget is highly influenced by political factors. Legislators have been found to lobby and support significant budgetary reforms whose end objective is to alleviate crowding in the state and municipal prisons (Clear et al., 2018). Legislators have been determined to achieve this dream by recommending for the increased use of community correction facilities, making changes in sentencing terms, as well as hiring for additional probation and parole offices. However, legislators view overcrowding as a growing problem in the criminal justice system, and hence budgetary constrictions will help to reduce the number of prisoners. Political leaders have also been fighting for their political power by making an effort to win mass public support (Orrick & Vieraitis, 2015). Politicians argue that increased incarcerations limit Americans from enjoying their politically oriented services such as voting. Thus, budget cuts will serve as an alternative option for reducing this victimization.
Economics is another influential factor affecting the budget reforms. Budget cuts are a form of reducing these expenditures. Economists have valued that criminal justice systems have the power to sustain themselves financially. This is through embedding penalties to criminals. Fines and fees can, in turn, be shifted to support processes and other correction options judicially.  “The growing number of imprisonment is intense in poor neighborhoods that are featured with housing shortages, poor schools, high crime and high rates of unemployment” (Travis, 2015). As argued, states should direct some specialized departments to minimize expenditures from penalties. 
Proponents assert that there should be commissions which are mandated to receive such revenue to support criminal justice system programs such as training of law enforcers in prison settings. This initiative is believed to add value in reducing the expenditures required and hence supporting budget cuts while reducing overcrowding. From another point of view, budget cuts to reduce overcrowding will possibly relieve Federal and State governments from the growing cost of operating prisons. As evident, prisoners require high minded security, mental healthcare programs, and educations training and all this tend to be a high cost to the government (Orrick & Vieraitis, 2015). However, budget cuts will imply the incarceration systems will only accommodate a reduced number of offenders and hence cutting the cost of operations. Economists have also valued that increased number of prisoners is the leading cause of elevated general cost of living through increased tax.
From a social point of view, overcrowding of individual inmates brings about increased demand for limited social resources, and this has got the prison budgets to be readily stretched with little allocations for addressing the rising populations. According to Wootton, (2016), “budget cuts to county-level mental health in addition to drug abuse management services infuriated the spinning overcrowding effect, more so for those with addiction and mental illness.” Budget cuts in this setting imply that the criminal justice system stands a chance to manage its operation through fines and fees charged to offenders. Studies have also affirmed that justice has lost its way by having inmates incarcerated for minor offenses other than using alternative community corrections measure to let them change their behaviors (Wootton, 2016). In addition to this, an increased number of offenders have perpetuated the overcrowding problem which has more cost to the taxpayers. Constructively, the government is mandated to reduce the number of situations that facilitate increased crime by letting the judicial system to fine minor offenders other than incarcerating them.
Offenders have taken prisons to be their preferred home where things seem to be better than it is the case in ideal homes. Good prison status has influenced offenders to repeat their offenses soon after they have been released (Orrick & Vieraitis, 2015). Recurrent crime offenses share the implication that increased budgeting will lead to the growth of criminal culture in modern America. Budget cuts served as the best alternative option where the incarcerated criminal will see no need for committing a crime again after their release and hence reducing overcrowding in prisons (Clear et al., 2018).
Technology is another core aspect that has influenced budget cuts for the prison to reduce overcrowding. It has been argued that the greatest portions of the criminal justice system allocations should be oriented towards adopting technical devices which will often help in addressing the issues with prisons. Technologies such as biometric imaging in addition to inmate tracking mechanisms will possibly let the low-risk offenders to remain in the community and hence addressing overcrowding. 
Federal, state, and municipal interactions in regard to the Budget cuts for prison funding to reduce overcrowding.
Federal, state, and municipal governments are essential pillars in making prison reforms. As evident, they interact with each other in outlining areas that need budgetary changes as well as developing current policies which need to be implemented in the criminal justice system for smooth operation.  Both federal and municipal governments serve the central government with timely reports on what they feel is the ideal cause of overcrowding in prisons. They also give their views on whether budget cuts will possibly pose room for reducing prison overcrowding. The three levels complement each other in setting investigative committees on the importance of technology in the criminal justice system in the effort to reduce overcrowding. They also set standards on the role of all levels of governments in alleviating crowding in prison.
Agency budget office limits and how they may try to compensate for those limits.
Budget cut initiatives for prisons to reduce overcrowding are subject to limitations at the agency budget office level. Arguably, the budget office may be challenged by the growing number of major offenders who cannot be left to remain free in the community. Such a situation implies that the Department of Justice needs to be supported with an additional fund to cater for the inmate’s social needs such as rehabilitation and education. The agent budget office is also challenged by policy shifts in the criminal justice system (Clear et al., 2018). Change in law enforcement strategies implies that the entire budget must be altered to meet the associated costs. The agency can also be challenged by the increased cost of inmate programs. Another challenge is that the agency budget office is in the need to provide more than just financial support. They are also required to take time to prepare for few clients. In many cases, local and state budget cuts limit that capacity of the service providers as well as the supervision officers to prepare and hire qualified staff to support the operations. Agencies also lack adequate capital to support their incentive programs. However, these challenges can be addressed by indulging fines and fees to offenders.  Fines and fees would possibly complement that budget cuts and hence sourcing sufficient capital to support the firm projects (Orrick & Vieraitis, 2015). The criminal justice organizations can also advocate for budget increment instead. This is by emphasizing on the assertion that the budget cut will leave many crimes unattended and this will facilitate the growth of criminal culture in the wider American society.  
Advocacy will help the federal government to be more responsive of the many programs that take place within a prison in the effort to help the inmates to change their behavior. These include rehabilitation, education and mental healthcare programs which are quite essential in imparting a change to the incarcerated individuals.  In addition, agencies can also call for external support from donors and well-wishers. More on this, the criminal justice agencies should focus on addressing the major crimes while neglecting lesser offenders in the community. 
Strategies for use by agencies and politicians to justify decreasing the budget for prison funding. 
Agencies and politicians might use advocacy as the best tool to justify that budget cut for prison would reduce overcrowding.  Politicians can assert that budget cuts will save American taxpayers millions of money. Another strategy is that budget cuts imply sending fewer people to prison for lesser offenses such as drug crimes. This strategy will possibly save the federal government about $1.2 billion in a year (Orrick & Vieraitis, 2015). Another strategy is by allowing minor offenders to serve shorter sentences. According to reports, this budget cut reforms would have monumental effects in prison, saving the federal government over $2 billion within eight years while alleviating overcrowding in prisons (Orrick & Vieraitis, 2015). Agencies and politicians can also support that budget cuts should be complemented by granting judges greater freedom of choice over sentencing. With reduced budgets, politicians can advocate for prisoners to be allowed to reduce their sentences via credit for good behavior. From another point of view, increasing budget cuts imply that justice agencies should define means to support themselves for increased performance. In this way, agencies will be required to demand fines and fees from offenders for them to be released for having committed minor offenses. Robinson, (2018), asserts that “overcrowding in the majority of the prisons has increased because the criminal justice system tends to punish minor offenders and sending them to prison without considering the capacity of their prisons.” These strategies among others will serve as the most appropriate tools for addressing the issues with a budget cut for prisons to reduce overcrowding. 
Present and project future costs.
As mentioned earlier, criminal incarceration in the United States is on the rise, and hence much attention is required to address the issue. Currently, the Federal government spends about $80 billion on a yearly basis on incarceration. This transcribes to be a big cost in per capita basis which is nearly $260 per every American resident (Orrick & Vieraitis, 2015). Budget cuts will possibly reduce the future cost of funding prison to reduce overcrowding. It will possibly save about $19 billion in three years’ time for correctional expenditures. Arguably, budget cut will motivate agencies to make an effort on how to be self-reliant by looking for alternative sources. This will allow judges to do away with petty offenders through fines and fees. Such a practice will be a significant transition to the American taxpayers. 
Various cost control applications.
Incarceration of criminals is not cheap. There is a need to alleviate this though inmate control programs such as rehabilitation and education to help offenders to change their behavior and get released as they depict a positive change in behavior.  The most appropriate cost control initiative is by giving judges the authority to fine offenders to get money in return (Orrick & Vieraitis, 2015).   Another approach is by privatizing prisons which will also save the government huge amount of money on a yearly basis. The Department of Justice should be allowed to reduce the prison populations without sacrificing public safety.  Criminal agencies should be required to report annually on the correction expenditures accompanied by the thorough audit trail. This will call for accurate financial controls in support with standards and regulations.  Ensuring good governance will help criminal justice agencies to correct cost issue as they arise. 
Conclusion.
 In summation, increases budget cuts is a good strategy that will lead to the reawakening of the Department of Justice by giving emphasis on the major crimes while letting free minor offenders (Orrick & Vieraitis, 2015).  Budget cuts will help criminal agencies to focus on important practices such as adopting technical devices which will help in addressing crime issues in the society. It will help states to be more considerate of the short-term as well as long-term fiscal impacts of control policies on local and state incarcerating agencies. Budget cut will facilitate acute supervision of inmate rehabilitation and education programs for increased and improved correction spending.
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