Running Head: DISCRIMINATORY SENTENCING	 1

DISCRIMINATORY SENTENCING		 8







Discriminatory Sentencing
Student’s Name
Institution Affiliation














Discriminatory Sentencing
Discriminatory sentencing is often regarded as one of the most controversial topics in criminal justice. The question of whether a sentence should be more lenient or more severe based on factors such as race, ethnicity, religion or gender has been extensively debated within society and by legislatures for years (Duxbury, 2021). Some people believe that harsher sentences should be given to members of certain groups due to their higher recidivism rates. Other people feel that any discrimination in sentencing should be prohibited. Most Americans are apprehensive about the sentencing practices of the criminal justice system. They believe that justice must continue to be served equally, no matter what the offense or what group a criminal is a member of.
Police systems and practices, and essay papers discuss this topic from two perspectives; one is based on statistics, and the other focuses on anecdotal evidence (Siegel, 2017.) The first perspective is that sentences should not be discriminatory because people from certain racial or ethnic groups tend to have higher recidivism rates than other groups. The second perspective is that, even if members of certain groups have higher recidivism rates, that does not prevent them from being rehabilitated and continuing as productive members of society.
The opposing viewpoint is that sentencing practices should be discriminatory because members of certain groups are more likely to re-offend and need harsher punishments in order to deter them from committing more crimes. Courts are more likely to impose harsher sentences on people from certain racial and ethnic groups for a number of reasons. These reasons include the attitudes of prosecutors, judges, and jurors toward people from particular racial or ethnic groups as well as the higher recidivism rates for people from certain racial or ethnic groups (Moore, 2020).

Prosecutors feel that people from certain racial or ethnic groups are more likely to return to a life of crime, thus they must be treated more harshly than other individuals. Juries who hear a case involving a certain racial or ethnic group tend to give convictions for these individuals higher sentences than those given to individuals from other groups. Judges sentence these people at a harsher rate because, even though they are members of the same society, they are sentenced and held in detention facilities in ways very different from members of other groups.

The above discussion is based solely on statistics and anecdotal evidence (Siegel, 2017). There are many people who believe that sentencing practices should be more severe for people from certain racial or ethnic groups because the higher recidivism rates for these individuals indicate that they will re-offend. Statistics can be interpreted in many ways. For example, file-for-files statistics may indicate that a person will re-offend at a higher rate than other people will. The fact that a person has been sentenced for a crime does not necessarily indicate whether the person will re-offend.
Studies have shown that minority communities have higher rates of crime than white communities. In response to this issue, many states have recently passed laws that discriminate against sentencing practices by race or ethnicity. These laws are designed to ensure equality in sentencing practices and provide justice to all citizens of the state. According to Siegel, (2017). Using statistics, however, can be misleading because certain racial or ethnic groups are more likely to be convicted than other groups.

Studies have shown that there is no real difference in the rates of recidivism among people who are sentenced for drug-related crimes (Mustafa, 2021). However, there are people who claim that if you look at the rate of recidivism for drug users convicted in a particular state, you will find that people from certain racial or ethnic groups have a higher rate of recidivism than other races. The fact that highly educated whites are more likely to commit crimes than other races is often overlooked. Currently, 50% of all arrests in the United States are drug-related which generally involves whites but not African Americans. The fact that African Americans make up about 12% of the population has no correlation to their rate of recidivism. People from Hispanic and black communities are also arrested at a higher rate than white people. Overall, statistics fail to conclude whether how a particular group is being treated in the criminal justice system is producing results or not.
Anecdotal evidence is based on personal experience and can be used to demonstrate the truthfulness of an argument. Most defendants claim that members of certain racial or ethnic groups are more likely to receive harsher sentences because they act with hostility, anger, or revenge when facing a jury trial. When people feel that they have been discriminated against, they often react in violent ways such as stealing, threatening their victims, and fighting with police officers.
The above statement is based on anecdotes, personal experience, and feelings. Scientific evidence shows that people who have received harsher sentences from a particular judge for a drug-related crime had been involved in more crimes than those who did not receive the harsher sentences. However, this does not prove that members of certain racial or ethnic groups are treated more harshly by the criminal justice system than other groups.

When looking at any criminal justice system, there is a need for accurate information regarding sentencing practices so that they are properly executed. It is very important to seek the correct information so that people can be informed and make well-informed decisions regarding their lives as well as the lives of others (Berryessa,, 2018). It is essential to know whether any discriminatory or racist practices are taking place in the criminal justice system so that justice can be achieved throughout society.
Even though the criminal justice system is discriminatory, it has the power to protect people from other forms of discrimination. The jury trial system is designed to provide justice at a reasonable price in order to ensure that everyone has a fair chance at receiving a fair trial for any crime that they are charged with. Ultimately, however, it may take more than one type of system to provide all people with good representation in the criminal justice system.
Possible changes to the criminal justice system could be to institute quotas for the number of defendants who receive harsher sentences each year. The standards that judges use to determine how much time a defendant will spend in jail should be reviewed in order to assure that all racial and ethnic groups are treated fairly (Duxbury,2021). It is also essential for the criminal justice systems to provide more accurate information regarding sentencing practices so that members of all races and ethnic groups appreciate that everyone is being treated fairly. Each group should receive appropriate representation so that they are able to make the most informed decisions regarding their lives and the lives of others. 
There are many ways in which the criminal justice system can be improved upon in order to provide more accurate information to members of all races and ethnic groups. The criminal justice system is a way for members of different races and ethnic groups to work together in order to create positive change within society. It is important for members of society to feel that they have a voice and that their opinions count. Change can only happen within the criminal justice system when everyone is aware of what is going on.
The major goal of the criminal justice system should be to determine the appropriate sentencing practices so that each defendant who goes to trial will receive a fair hearing. Reasonable standards should be put into place so that all races and ethnic groups feel confident that they are receiving fair representation from the criminal justice system. The criminal justice system should take the time to review sentencing practices so that all members of society can feel as though they are being treated fairly.
Jails and prisons are a clear example of how prison systems have been used as a form of social control on African Americans, Latinos and other racial minorities in the U.S. These institutions disproportionately incarcerate these racial groups at high rates and also punish them for the same offenses at higher rates, ranging from 50% to over 400%. The basis of incarceration for these groups is that they are “criminals”. The idea of rehabilitation and reform is lost upon all three groups, as their first response to any question or situation is to consider themselves a criminal. Not only are the prison systems flawed on a conceptual level, but they also fail to meet the needs of these groups. Prisons are filled with a large number of racial minorities, yet the courts are filled with white defendants (King, & Light,2019). The prison system itself is inherently racist and does little to rehabilitate or reform those it houses. This issue must be addressed in order for these groups to be given equal consideration and treatment within the criminal justice system.
The prison system consists of two major components: the physical environment and the social environment. The physical environment contains the facility itself (e.g. cell, shelter, gym) and the clothing provided by the prison system (e.g. uniforms). The social environment consists of all interactions that one has with other prisoners within a facility as well as interactions with all officials, such as administrators, guards and medical staff.
The current prison systems in the U.S. have been formed around two main ideologies: punishment and rehabilitation. The earliest U.S. prisons did not provide anything to the incarcerated prisoner but have had much more recently started to form a rehabilitative system that tries to reform criminals and encourage them to rejoin society as law-abiding citizens. The other system is still around, which tries to break the prisoner down and make them weaker upon their release. It is also possible that the pain and the shock of their imprisonment broke them, and that their minds were twisted by tortures and bad conditions.
In conclusion, the current prison system is made for punishment, not for rehabilitation. The environment itself is very cruel and does not properly reflect the majority of American people’s values. This argument says that all people should be treated equally regardless of their ethnicity or race. This means that the government should not have any difference in sentencing between any two defendants convicted of the same crime.









References
Berryessa, C. M. (2018). The effects of psychiatric and “biological” labels on lay sentencing and punishment decisions. Journal of Experimental Criminology, 14(2), 241-256.
Duxbury, S. W. (2021). Who controls criminal law? Racial threat and the adoption of state sentencing law, 1975 to 2012. American Sociological Review, 86(1), 123-153.
King, R. D., & Light, M. T. (2019). Have racial and ethnic disparities in sentencing declined?. Crime and Justice, 48(1), 365-437.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Moore, N. (2020). Capacity to change: the role of race & ethnicity in alternative sentencing decisions.
Mustafa, C. (2021). Key Finding: Result of a Qualitative Study of Judicial Perspectives on the Sentencing of Minor Drug Offenders in Indonesia: Structural Inequality. Qualitative Report.
Siegel, R. B. (2017). Blind Justice: Why the Court Refused to Accept Statistical Evidence of Discriminatory Purpose in McCleskey v. Kemp-And Some Pathways for Charge. Nw. UL Rev., 112, 1269.

