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Discussion 2: Historical Considerations
Question 1: Did banishment help to accomplish the goal of retribution as a criminal sentence? What purpose did banishment serve? What is an obstacle to using banishment as a sentencing option today?
Banishment is the removal of an individual from a community or a country as a mode of punishment. Banishment did not help to meet the goals of retribution as a criminal sentence since banishment only allowed for the removal of an individual in a community rather than punishing them for their crimes. If the individuals were removed, they had a chance to go to another region and commit the same crime. In retribution, the aim is to ensure punishments are proportionate to the seriousness of the crime, and banishment did not help achieve these punishments since biasness was evident in banishment processes (Bloomberg, 2010).
Banishments had different purposes in society. Banishments helped in eliminating offenders from the community completely and allowing only good behaviors to thrive. It was believed that when banishment was implemented, the community members will have fear in conducting crimes since they understand that when they are guilty, they will be banished. The fear of losing one’s property and family because an individual is a crime offender brought about fear, which was the ultimate objective of banishments.
Today, banishment cannot be used as a sentencing option (Luyt, 2021). The first reason is that the criminal justice system has changed in favor of rehabilitation programs rather than punishment programs. Therefore, if banishment is used today, individuals will not get a chance to correct their behaviors and act morally upright. Banishment makes crime offenders be hardcore criminals hence the reason why it is not a viable option for punishment in the present society. The second obstacle hindering the application of banishment in present society as a sentencing policy is that banishment is not standardized. Hence, it can be misused, especially if one has ill intentions overran individuals from the community.
Question 2: How do the Pennsylvania System and Auburn System compare and contrast?
Both Pennsylvania and Auburn Systems have comparisons and contrast. In the comparison of the two systems, it emerges that both use the non-communication punishment measures in correcting the prisoners. Authorities believe that Pennsylvania and Auburn prisoners should not have communication with the outside world since they violated their freedom by committing crimes. Both systems are seen as the best corrective measures since they provide the prisoners with ample time to be alone and reflect on the mistakes that they made, which ended in curtailing their freedom. The second similarity is the goals of the system. Both systems have a common goal, which is to prevent the offenders from interacting with the community members and allowing for control of crime in the society. Isolation is the method that is applied in the two systems to help achieve the prison objectives.
However, there are differences that are evident between the two systems. In Pennsylvania systems, there was total isolation and inmates were subjected to religious penitence ((Reitz & Rhine, 2020). It is different from the Auburn system whereby the inmates would be locked at night, and during the day, they would be allowed to mingle with other inmates and workmates (Bloomberg, 2010). Therefore, the Auburn system has better isolation strategies than the Pennsylvania system since the inmates in Auburn would learn income-generating skills to the point that they would have reformed fully when they are allowed back to the community. If the inmates in the Pennsylvania system were allowed to work, then they would work on different timeframes. The reason for separating them even when they work is to prevent the mingling of inmates who would bring about the influence of bad behaviors.
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