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Reflection on Sources and Dimensions of Misinformation
           I agree with the book “Addicted to Incarceration” that Travis wrote to explain the incarceration scope, like the politics around the criminal justice policy. He shows vividly the misinformation role on how the United States has ended up with its current state of incarceration through the legitimized policies on the discussion in section two. The legitimized policies come from false information about the crime problem, opinions of American people on crime and punishment, and the incarceration efficacy as means of social control. 
          I concur with the evidence-based approach on analyzing the critical things of misinformation that the United States citizens face. Based on chapters’ three to five, there are examples of misinformation that leads to incarceration, as highlighted in detail. The misinformation about the crime problem, public opinions, prisons, and crime control is a way for people to understand the meaning of being addicted to incarceration. This book has opened my mind about how policymakers intimidate people by giving them false information to threaten them as a way of gain. Also, the policy makers insists of the use of old laws but do not that they have negative impacts hence look for alternatives.
          Crime in the United States has been used by political figureheads to randomly victimize the people as a way for politicians to get away free from the offense. The policymakers use victimization as a misconception to increase fear of crime to the citizens to justify the growth of incarceration (Travis, 2009). But this, I believe, is not the right way of solving crime.  There is also an assumption that low-level offenders such as drug transporters and property offenders will later graduate to violent offenders if there is no strict criminal sanction. 
Therefore, the policymakers advocate for the harsh punishment to the petty offenders, but in a real sense, this is a way of spreading fault information to the citizens. For instance, I believe that the incarceration should be different and not to be the same between the minor offenders and those who have committed significant crimes. The imprisonment ought to be done depending on the weight of the crime that a person has committed. The persistence in offending can make the process be a life course. 
            The policymakers suggest that all offenders' sanctions should be done according to the record of prior offenses done. The state adopted to giving the offender the most weighted incarceration depending on the prior recordings as the severity of the offense. This is not the right way to solve the problem, but the sanction should rely on the instant crime done. According to the policymakers, there will be enough mass incarceration when people accept any of such mistruths (Travis, 2009). In addition, the advocates of mass incarceration would enable them to salivate in anticipation. However, this is a way for them to get away with their significant offenses, and that is why they cause critics of the current imprisonment state to consider them not criminals.
              Research done by Pratt shows that most Americans' views are complex on crime and are punishment more than how the policy makers could admit. What surprises me is that most Americans support for alternative punishment philosophies of correctional rehabilitation, and early intervention strategies with juveniles. But is because they are not exposed with the truth about the concept.  The global attitude about the punishment considers that people have nothing to do with what they find. While the specific attitude towards punishment considers that the host of the specific and potential attribute on the punishment of the citizens' perspective never get questioned.
              I recommend omission is an essential thing since the sentencing preferences of the citizens differ when they are given the information on the offense circumstances. The respondents are given the alternatives sentencing to incarceration to choose. For example, treatment programs and community supervision are some of the alternatives. Currently, some political leaders find it fashionable to treat crime and immigration as the same offense. However, the research shows that immigrants committing a crime such as violence is treated as a tremendous crime in the United States. The offense forces so many immigrants to be deported, and restrictions are made to migrate.
               However, statistically shows that there are fewer immigrants who commit crimes compared to the American-born native. Therefore, there is no need to accuse the immigrants and deport most of them since only a few commit crimes. Those who commit a crime should face their actions, but it should not affect the innocent rest. Immigrants, in one way or another, bring economic growth to the country, and if they are restricted from staying in the country, then there will be economic depreciative. Hence, I could state that, let the innocent immigrants not be affected by those who commit the crime.
            Three strike law emerged in the 1990s, and mass media shaped it by spreading its information to many people. But today, the law is irrational and not based on evidence as a policy.  Based on the advocate of the three-strike law, its implementation has been less effective in reducing crime rates and has decreased safety (Travis, 2009). The three-strike law ought to be abandoned due to various reasons. The first is that they are incredibly costly in incarcerating offenders. The law also has a net widening effect, and individuals get sentenced under regulations. It leads to increased violence, and the law also has a disproportionate impact on minority offenders.  In addition, the law can impose life imprisonment on some offenders whose crime is not worth such a harsh punishment. Thus, an alternative approach such as the Second Chance Act is necessary since various issues accompany the law.  I would recommend that research be done before implementing the alternative, and since it is better than the three-strike law, it should be embraced and implemented. 
             The policymakers built the most extensive prison system to curb the lawbreakers in the 1970s and 1980s was not worth it. Because this did not work out following the next decade, the crime rate decreased due to various factors. The country experienced a crime drop due to economic improvement, which eliminated the social strains associated with the deprivation of the economy. There was legitimate employment, decreased gang violence, and demographic changes that led to less crime-prone. 
           It is good evidence that good leadership could lead to low crime in the country. Hence it is false for policymakers to think that expansion of the prison population led to a decline in crime, but it is not the expansion of the prisons instead; it is because of the health of the government economy and other factors. The effects of prison on crime are not as significant as people believe because it is not empirical evidence. Still, it is based on policymakers making it an aggressive approach to enhance public safety. 
            Misinformation about prisons and crime control using incarceration has a more negligible effect depending on the number of resources devoted to it. The high incarceration rate may automatically increase crime rates indirectly because of the family disruption and impact of economic deprivation (Senjo, 2010). Hence, now I understand why Pratt, in his book 'Addicted to Incarceration,' says that section two of sources and dimensions of misinformation is the 'meat' part of the book. Addicted Incarceration is a book that I would recommend many students and readers read in between the lines to get the scope of information that Pratt wanted to spread to the people. 
             In addition, some of the old laws on imprisonment should now be changed since there are various and best alternatives. For instance, incapacitation assumes that it protects the public from future wrongs, but it effectively affects an individual for crimes not committed. 
Though incapacitation sometimes prevents some crimes such as robbery, it causes the prison population to increase. Hence, even though it seems to be best, it has terrible effects on individuals. Those who commit less crime should have alternatives such as; house arrest, probation, community-based service, restitution, and fines. However, those that have committed the worse crime should be sentenced according to their present crime, not from the records of crimes one had committed earlier.
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