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The Utility of Parole Within the State Corrections System
[bookmark: _GoBack]Parole is a scheme within several national justice systems globally, instituted to accord early release to prisoners. The term highlights the conditional release of convicted offenders temporarily or permanently into society before they complete their full duration. The parole structure serves as an integrative program so that the sentenced offenders can adjust back into the community from prison life (Clear & Reisig, 2018). The prisoners benefit from the structured, supportive, and supervised transition and are instructed to maintain a set of pr-approved conditions in the community. Each state in the United States has a Parole Board charged with hearing the parole cases, deciding on which prisoners get it, and under what customized stipulations. The principal consideration for each of the boards is community safety since adjustment without conditions and supervision could prove difficult, leading to recidivism (Pettus-Davis, 2016). The design of conditional freedom tries to mitigate the prisoner's risk of reoffending, support the prisoners, and protect the community. The utility of parole is paramount within the state correctional system.
The State Parole Board has significant functions to serve. Among them is ascertaining the validity of prisoners whose conduct earns them the right to parole. The parole structure in the state correctional asserts the justice system's capability to offer treatment and training to the offender in preparation for rejoining the community. The significance of the board, therefore, aligns with the objective of the correctional system.  There are multiple points to consider, which ranks the offenders according to points (Carter, 2011). Therefore, there needs to be existing evidence from the prisoner's conduct that proves they can meet and maintain the board's conditions for every parolee. The most critical requirement is rehabilitation with a lees likelihood of harming others. Only a percentage of the entire prison population has the skills and habits necessary for consideration, and only part of them are accorded the privilege. The utility of parole is a critical incentive for prisoners for the target population. Parole also proved significant in reducing the prison population during the time of the COVID-19 pandemic to reduce transmission (Justice Policy Institute, 2020). 
The utility of parole also offers an alternative strategy for dealing with senior people in prison. The current criminal justice system has no increased aptitude with incarcerating the elderly, or long sentences that increase the elderly population in corrections. The growth rate for the elderly population in prisons aged above 65 between 2007 and 2010 was 94 times the growth rate of the overall prison population. Paroling the elderly into the community is a positive strategy since they are the safest group to release. Consequentially, such an approach also influences a decline in the current overpopulation problem in prisons. The parole utility structure has significant has the objective of illustrating that it is possible to redeem convicted offenders, and the risk of reoffending for the group is insignificant (Lichtenberg, 2019). The United States has 15 states with provisions for prisoners' geriatric release, and so does the District of Columbia. The Urban Institute also recommends such a clause for prisoners with severe medical conditions, particularly the elderly.
The utility of parole also impacts the availability of labor in the workforce, particularly from the youth. Additionally, parole also improves on the target group's professional and educational achievements. The current economic burden of incarcerating the youth highlights the most expensive confinement for the child is $214,000 annually (Justice Policy Institute, 2020). The States of New York, Vermont, New Hampshire, Alaska, and eight others incur cost implications worth over $500,000 each year to incarcerate a young person (Justice Policy Institute, 2020). The youth's secure confinement impedes their future health outcomes, lifetime wages, educational attainment, and recidivism likelihood. The utility of parole can incorporate evidence-based practices to influence a reduction in the rate of recidivism (Carter, 2011). Such techniques also include community-based programs structured to address the needs of each youth. The same has cost implications worth $75 daily (Justice Policy Institute, 2020), which also reduces the burden of cost to the state. Additionally, the community-based practices also provide a holistic approach to rehabilitation by engaging family members and providing a connection to the population to supportive neighborhood resources. 
There are several merits for the utility of parole within the state corrections system. As an incentive for rehabilitative behavior to convicted offenders, parole also accounts for the variety of factors contributing to the prisoners' offense. Additionally, various prisoners qualify for parole. Still, since it is not an automatic process, the target population's eligibility is subject to a statutory parole board assessment. Parole's utility also accords the state government of the authority to address the geriatric population and the youth, acknowledging that people are not permanently incorrigible. The utility of parole proves significant in returning prisoners to useful citizenship.
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