2





Future Of Crime and Punishment


Name
Affiliation
Date













Future Of Crime and Punishment
	I do not think there should be a guaranteed basic income for the poor. First, the income for the poor would promote laziness. Although guaranteed basic income for the poor would address some of society's crucial issues, such as ending poverty, it would have severe effects. Such income will lead to a decline in labor force participation. Think about it. The assurance of an income would cause poor people to withdraw their participation in work since they would be getting some dollars out of doing nothing. It is merely impossible to imagine the overall picture of the economy if such a strategy undergoes implementation. Guaranteed income for the poor would also lead to high costs. Excessive government spending by the state would severely weaken the economy in the long run.
The poor would lack concrete reasons to find work. Instead of the implementation of such a costly strategy, the government can offer assistance in securing employment. It can also offer education services and free hands-on training for the poor. Some poor people fail to take advantage of the available resources in their areas but rather commit crimes to meet their basic needs. The same case applies to low-income families with children since resources such as free child care are available. Using such a free service can enable the parents to embark on their education and secure a job. I believe guaranteed basic income should be for the elderly and the mentally and physically disabled. Young and healthy individuals are taking advantage of NIC assistance and housing assistance. It is unfair that elderly individuals are placed on the waiting list for housing while young individuals enjoy government help.
In my view, drug courts are not infrequently utilized due to a lack of resources. I also believe this vice will not change anytime soon. The changes cannot happen as there is a lack of resources to assist such individuals effectively. The majority of people look at drug offenders as criminals but not as addicts.
My proposal for a new type of problem-solving court is a non-violent low-income offenders’ court. Since the beginning of my course, I have always wanted to open a group home for youths undertaking rehabilitation programs to change their lives. I believe reformation is still possible even for violent offenders. I feel low-income offenders and mentally ill offenders are neglected.
In my view, criminal law should recognize the impact of mental and cognitive disabilities. As mentioned earlier, I also believe that it is fair to offer offenders with disabilities lenient treatment. This reasoning does not imply that they should not be punished. However, special consideration should be taken concerning their physical and mental disability. incarceration is inappropriate for the effective treatment of the mentally ill offenders
I have found chapter 4 intriguing and interesting. The chapter handled different topics; however, the more interesting one is diversion programs. Such programs are crucial to the criminal justice system when involving offenders with mental challenges. I have also learned how limited diversion programs are, and most of the states lack the necessary resources for such programs. As a result, many offers are jailed without receiving quality health treatment. My question to the class is, can guaranteed basic income reduce the crime rate?
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