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Imposition of the Long-term Civil Penalties Associated with a Conviction
Taking into consideration that most basic and notable civil rights are affected by the imposition of the long-term civil penalties associated with a conviction, I think it should be done away with for good and adopt other forms of punishments that have less severe long-term effects to the convicted individual. Some of the reasons that makes me oppose imposition of long-term civil penalties associated with a conviction include ending up making the sentenced person worse, and prompting them to commit more serious crimes, suffering to the loved ones, hindering development in the society, electing people who have no leadership qualities to office and increase in the number of suicidal cases.
The reason why I feel that imposition of long-term civil penalties associated with a conviction should be done away with is that it is highly likely to make the convicted individual worse instead of becoming better people in the society which prompts them to commit more serious crimes. According to Tonry (2011), a high possibility of the incarcerated individual to change for the better comes from imposition that takes place the moment one is convicted. For example, being barred from getting employment in public offices irrespective of the level of education and qualifications one holds may prompt one to adopt dubious ways to earn income which are against the law. For that reason, this means that the imposition of the long-term penalties associated with conviction did not work for the better but instead made the situation worse. 
Another aspect that makes me entirely oppose the imposition of long-term civil penalties associated with convictions comes from suffering they bring to the people around the incarcerated person more so the loved ones. As a result, this goes against the primary intention of the punishment according to the law. Taking, for instance, the convicted person was a parent who had a college degree in public works, and they do not qualify for any employment opportunity in public sector irrespective of the qualifications they have in that particular sector. Failure to be eligible for any employment opportunity in the public sector ends up affecting the children of that specific family who have not committed any crime and thus they do not deserve to suffer from the consequences such as lack of basic needs (Markoff, 2012). For that reason, the law and the mode of punishment modified in a way such that they only affect the convicted person’s life but not other people close to them.
The other reason making me oppose the imposition of long-term civil penalties is the effect that they bring forth to the community at large and hence hindering development. By the sanctions, it becomes hard for the person to hold an office in the federal government. According to Kreit (2010), despite the person having committed a crime in the past does not mean that they are no more beneficial to the community. In the past, we have encountered so many people who have exemplary leadership qualities but fail to hold public office merely because imposed long-term penalties restrict them. This at the end makes the community to suffer from severe leadership only because the persons vying for a public position qualifies for the same not because they have what it takes but because they have never being indulged in the crime before.
Being denied to register as a voter or having voting rights makes the community end up being led by wrong people putting in mind that one vote of the convicted individual counts. It is not once or twice that winners in general elections in different countries have been declared having won by only one vote. Hence this brings in the sense that one vote counts and thus the imposition of long-term penalties associated with convictions should be done away with for good. Also, thinking from a sound point of view can help not only the United States from barring convicted individuals from voting since their votes can mark a start for a better life for the generations to come but also to the world at large. It is true that the individuals may have committed the worse of the crimes, but this does not mean that they still cannot vote wisely to bring change in the community where they come from which will benefit not only their family but also the country at large (Tonry, 2011).
Another effect of imposed long-term penalties associated with convictions that makes me oppose the same adequately is due to the number of suicidal cases that have been reported immediately convicted persons come out of prison. According to Markoff, (2012), the reason as to why the convicted persons commit suicide is because of seeing no need to live due to the suffering they undergo through as they cannot even enjoy the most fundamental rights. For instance, an individual cannot also vote for their leaders or get employed despite the level of education they had attained before committing the crime. The restrictions mentioned above merely isolate the convicted individuals from the rest of the society and put them in a community of their own. Separating the sentenced individuals from the nation brings in need of those lawmakers of goodwill to look at the matter and try to modify the punishment such that the same incarcerated individuals can be able to easily integrate back into the society and enjoy the fundamental rights leave alone other rights. 
In conclusion, keeping in mind of the adverse effects as a result of the imposition of the long-term penalties associated with a conviction, it is necessary to look for other ways to punish the convicted persons. Some of the negative issues that arise from the imposition of long-term penalties associated with a conviction such as making the sentenced person worse and prompting them to commit more severe crimes and suffering to the loved ones makes every person of sound mind draw a conclusion that the long-term penalties do not lead the country to the desired situation. Furthermore, other negative effects as a result of imposition of the long-term penalties associated with a conviction, which include hindering development in the society, electing people who have no leadership qualities to office and an increase in number of the suicidal cases, raises the alarm to the federal government to initiate changes in the law by considering not only the convicted person's life after the period of incarceration, but also that of the country at large.
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