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 Introduction 
The book “On Crimes and Punishments” are the penal frugality standards acquired from clear social contract interpretations (Beccaria, 1764). Punishments should serve no more than preventative functions to the smallest possible level being no more than essential evil empty of any inherent virtues. Strictly, applications of penalties are bound by the legality principle. Therefore, the criminal philosophies of Beccaria attempt to drastically minimize the penal institution powers. This paper seeks to suggest a contemporary interpretation of the book from its historical contexts viewpoint after recounting its significant elements. The Italian Enlightenment scholar instigated a resistance against patriciate political dominance instead of expressing indignations against the Milanese penal system barbarism. The juridical functions validated patriciate political dominance and power. Beccaria wanted to battle the political jurists in this respect (Clear, Cole, &Reisig, 2016). He concluded his treatises by removing judicial thoughts and therefore concluding the intellectual foundation of the criminal law practice.  
Review 
Criminal justice reforms are on the social and political grounds in ways which have not been seen for many decades. One of the biggest incarcerating countries in the world has been the United States. A movement to re-assess regulations that have resulted in such state of affairs is occurring (Cole, Smith, &DeJong, 2018). A very fundamental and significant question which should be asked to comprehend the transformation of the criminal justice should be: what are the bases of understanding of crimes and punishments?
Responding to this question needs explorations of the philosophical and modern criminal jurisprudence developments (Freudenberg et al. 2010). Cesare Beccaria's classic and influential treatise “On Crimes and Punishments” should be the first stop to answer this question. Complete with copious annotations and insightful introduction, readers are fortunate to have the best translation. Cesare Beccaria was a politician as well as a philosopher who lived between 1738 and1794. Cesare Beccaria is famous as one of the creators of contemporary penology and criminology. During the Enlightenment, Beccaria lived, worked, and wrote the book "On Crimes and Punishments."  Enlightenment was a time of significant transformations in western behaviors and thoughts. The themes that he explored in On Crimes and Punishments were on the cutting edge of progressive thinking at the time (Beccaria, 1764). Indeed, the authors argue that there is substantial evidence that Beccaria's work directly influenced the philosophy of the founding fathers, as well as the language of the Declaration of Independence.
Beccaria's highly influential work is organized around three central ideas relating to crime and punishment: the social contracts, the value of sciences, as well as strong beliefs in advances (Clear, Cole, &Reisig, 2016). Beccaria argues that the utilitarian ideal of the greatest happiness for the most considerable number should apply to crime and punishment and that even in the morally complex realm of criminality; great satisfaction for a significant amount can be achieved through proper policy. Such policy, however, is only capable of controlling the behavior of man when subject to a binding social contract. A man gives up some amount of liberty to the state to stave off violence, anarchy, and chaos (Cole, Smith, &DeJong, 2018). Justice arises, but as Beccaria notes, "human justice or more accurately, political justice represents the fleeting relationships between the actions of men and a constantly changing society."
This is why, according to Beccaria, justice must be grounded in sound principles of science (Cook et al. 2015). He goes to great lengths here, categorizing crimes and attempting to determine the proper measure of a crime by the harm it does to society. If this is possible, through science, the exactly appropriate form of justice can be meted out. Where Beccaria's work stands out and most informs, the modern reader is in his unwavering belief in the power of progressive thought to continually improve criminal justice policies. Beccaria was opposed to the death penalty at a time when it was quite common. He also believed strongly in the progressive at the time idea that "it is better to prevent crimes than to punish them."Anyone interested in appreciating the extent to which the American criminal justice system is an abject and grotesque failure should read Beccaria's On Crimes and Punishments(Neubauer&Fradella, 2018). It can be a frustrating read, not because of its broad philosophical underpinnings, but because of the convenient and sensible ideas put forward to improve the value and efficacy of a criminal justice system that remains to be implemented in our "modern" order. 
Case in point:
Beccaria argued strongly for the education of errants, suggesting what we know to be true today: education reduces recidivism (Serin, Lloyd, &Hanby, 2010). It has been more than two centuries since Beccaria's writings were published, and efforts to ensure that the convicted and imprisoned are educated remain woefully inadequate. The recidivism rate of released criminals is the central prison system's concern. It is a vital measure used by the prison system to reintegrate criminals securely into the public (Cook et al. 2015). Several programs are formulated to help prisoners to cope up with their day-to-day activities in the jail as well as assist them in adapting in public immediately they are unconfined. In the criminal system of justice, the extreme rate of recidivism is the distressing matter regardless of the nongovernment and government firm's effort to eradicate it. This has raised the need for further analysis mainly on the programs of rehabilitation and the return efficiency, comprising mental health as well as physical exploitation therapy programs useful in minimizing recidivism (Freudenberg et al. 2010). The highest need of criminogenic concerning the offenders' identification is entrenched into further modernized therapy programs which create room for resource addition that encourages active return as well as helping in the proper training of mental health experts, communal leaders and officers of probation who will play a role in assisting former prisoners to become good citizens.  
According to Beccaria, the number of prisoners has decreased, while the recidivism problem is still a challenge in the prison system even after the release of the inmates over the previous years (McNeill, 2012). Thus the high rate of recidivism remains the most significant barrier in the criminal regime of justice, in spite of the efforts made by the government in preparing inmates for rehabilitation into the community as well as becoming good residents. Various aspects, for instance, services for mental health, education, physical abuse treatment, and employment to a more significant extent, may influence recidivism between former prisoners. In most cases, the perception of the society about former prisoners is to ensure the unconfined criminals maintain their lives directions (Beccaria, 1764). Characteristically, life limitations, as well as employment, influence the life navigation of released criminals.
In recent years, even though criminal justice organizations have implemented increasingly “get-tough” approaches, reactions to crimes that depend on the punishments alone have failed to our societies securer(Clear, Cole, &Reisig, 2016). Preferably, they have generated increasing prison systems. These have the possibility of more damage than good and put significant strains on the budgets of the government.  Beccaria argued that increasing jail verdicts does little in deterring criminal behaviors. Longer sentences are related to higher re-offending rates. The problems increase when the convicts go back to their communities (Neubauer&Fradella, 2018). In any justice system, most of the settings for punishments to be successful shall not exist. It implies that programs, strategies, and policies that concentrate on the rehabilitation of the offenders shall have a superior probability of success in improving the safety of the community and preventing crimes. The strategies take advantage of substantial beneficial prospects that originate by carefully checking at daily interactions and social functioning of inmates (Cole, Smith, &DeJong, 2018). The challenges depend on making sure that correct strategies are conveyed to the proper individuals at the appropriate time.
According to Beccaria, police organizations are human set-ups established to supervise those individuals found guilty of law violation, preserve the peace, and prosecute trials of the accused. They can and are influenced by variables like day to day challenges which face us all as well as differing agendas and values as human organizations (Freudenberg et al. 2010). Both formal and informal, every organization has defined missions, goals, and objectives. The police organizations and criminal justice system need to establish their purposes because mission statements provide the direction in the formulation of goals and objectives and help the organizations to distinguish themselves from others.   
Political economy for Beccaria was not just a tool with which to administer the state more efficiently; it was a Copernican revolution that explained the place of man in society, and the importance of reconceiving politics to serve the interests of any particular community (Beccaria, 1764). Political economy was intended to be the science of happiness and aimed to replace religion as the guiding light of human behavior. Beccaria was aware that significant progress had been achieved in public matters through political, economic reforms: trade replaced wars, print spread new ideas, and the relation between sovereign and subjects had been reconceived. But he also noted that little had been said and done about the cruelty and arbitrariness of criminal laws, the most immediate and visible display of brute force that had not yet been subject to rational analysis (Cole, Smith, &DeJong, 2018). He knew that it was not uncommon in those years to see people condemned to death and brutally ravaged in the public square with the intent of educating the citizenry.
On Crimes and Punishments was the first attempt to apply principles of political economy to the practice of punishment to humanize and rationalize the use of coercion by the state (Cook et al. 2015). After all, arbitrary and cruel punishment was the most immediate instrument that the state had to terrorize the people into submission, to avoid rebellion against the hierarchical structure of the society. The problem that Beccaria faced, then, was the simple fact that the elite had complete control of the law, which was a family business and a highly esoteric language that only the initiated could master (Neubauer&Fradella, 2018). The path leading to the rational reform of penal law required a fundamental philosophical rethinking of the role and place of law in society.
Beccaria’s work was entirely censorial; he was the first legal philosopher to maintain a very firm distinction between evaluation and description of the law (Prendergast, 2009). Philosophy was the critical tool that Beccaria used to revolutionize how European societies thought about the law. He was not interested in what the law said: the rule of law was, at the time of his writing, a chimera, since the law obeyed the rule of lawyers and catered for the interests of the few. Beccaria’s censorial approach focused on the law as a social institution that had always been taken for granted as a benevolent instrument of social order. Beccaria’s contribution to the philosophical methodology was monumental, but we should not forget that this philosophical turn had an underlying ambition of substantial social, political, and institutional reform. 
Whether or not Beccaria was a socialist in a way we would recognize today is debatable (Skeem, Manchak, & Peterson, 2011). He certainly was, however, a secular political thinker whose main aim was to promote a free and equal society, and his primary focus was on political justice as opposed to divine justice. Political justice, he believed, exists only because of the creation of a political society, which is a free association of men through the social contract (Cole, Smith, &DeJong, 2018). Thus, crime is defined as a breach of the social contract and not as a sin.
His originality lies in the way he arrives at a compromise between freedom and utility in the name of justice (Beccaria, 1764). Under the social contract, people agree to pool together a minimum portion of their liberty to guarantee its protection under the unified power of authority: they swap their natural freedom in the state of nature of political freedom in the civil order of the country (Clear, Cole, &Reisig, 2016). The social contract is not a moment of celebration. People grudgingly agree to sign a pact with each other, and they are frequently tempted to break that pact to pursue their advantage. What moves them to stick to the agreement is the feeling of uncertainty, which makes it impossible to enjoy their natural freedom to act according to their immediate passions. The uncertainty as to how to exercise natural freedom leads everyone to accept a basic necessity: something has to be given away for everyone to enjoy genuine political freedom. Everyone's minimum portion of natural freedom constitutes the public deposit of sovereignty which is the basis for the right to punish those actions that are injurious to the human society (Cole, Smith, &DeJong, 2018). The right to punish is a necessary evil that is exercised by the sovereign to respond to the radical uncertainty created by the unfettered exercise of natural freedom.
The most effective punishment and the least effective discipline
The most effective penalty is rehabilitation (Cook et al. 2015). Rehabilitation focuses on assisting the prisoners, as well as criminals, overcome the barriers which made them involve in the acts or activities of crime. According to the rehabilitation help the criminals and prisoners to develop occupational skills, as well as to resolve the subjective matters like aggression and drug addiction. The ultimate rehabilitation purpose is to restore and transition of the offenders back into the community. The reports of American Psychological Association (APA), shows that complemented with community-based methods, individualized methods to crime can prove useful in the reduction of recidivism of the offenders (Clear, Cole, &Reisig, 2016). The goal of rehabilitation is for the offenders to make direct amendments to both the society as well as the victim in which the crimes were committed. The least effective punishment is incapacitation. Incapacitations seek to avoid or stop future crimes by physically moving the criminals away from the community. The death penalty, house arrests, and incarceration are all incapacitation forms in modern times. This type of punishment is too harsh since it deprives the criminals some of their fundamental human rights, such as the right to life. The Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS) findings have brought the effective of incapacitation as a method of punishments into question (Neubauer&Fradella, 2018). Incapacitation is still a common punishment form in the U.S despite the results by the Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS) indicating that it is ineffective.
The primary target of rehabilitation agendas, as well as prisoner re-entry, is to provide criminals with the direction and support they require. Some of the particular factors of rehabilitation agendas or prisoner re-entry that are active and proficient in meeting recidivism needs are being identified by most of the researchers, for example, treatment of mental health house assistance, work placement and training as well as severe drug treatment, despite the rising rate of recidivism (Cook et al. 2015). Consequently, carrying out this study will enable you to explore two groups of people including non-recidivist and former recidivist criminals; this will as well assist you in determining if therapy care can perhaps help the expected re-entry prisoners and evade recidivism. 
This theorem set in motion a Cultural Revolution. Beccaria’s little tract is the symbol of a philosophical movement that was bent on replacing entrenched forms of knowledge that were used by elites to preserve their privileges (Beccaria, 1764). The traditional understanding of the law was arcane and inaccessible. Beccaria wanted to replace it with a demystified conception of the law as the product of social fact, whose sole source would be legislation. He also knew that religion was still a potent form of social control; for that reason, he enthusiastically embraced the turn to political economy as a source of knowledge that government could use to ground its policies on reason. It is important to stress, however, that his philosophical method was the driving force of his ideas (Clear, Cole, &Reisig, 2016). He used philosophy to undermine the grounds of ancient law and to carve out an intrinsic domain of politics, free from traditionalist and moralist understandings of justice.
To justify punishment using reason meant to reduce even to minimize the quantity and quality of violence within the society (Cole, Smith, &DeJong, 2018). Not only the violence attached to crimes but also the violence entailed by the reaction to crimes by private parties and by public authorities. Beccaria’s goal was to regulate the right to punish and eradicate from its practice all forms of vengeance and religious beliefs. This idea of rational punishment has its advocates and its detractors, of course. Advocates understand that cruel and arbitrary punishment does not build a robust sense of trust in the public authority; they also believe that sentence might be a necessary deterrent against the use of private and public violence, so they accept punishment as expressing society's commitment against violence.
On the other hand, detractors believe that rationalizing punishment amounts to giving the state a more efficient instrument with which to control and discipline us. Both views are extraordinary, but for Beccaria, the project of rationalizing punishment had a deep reformist meaning (Cook et al. 2015). It meant moving from a society that wielded punishment as a weapon of mass control to a community in which punishment would only be the last resort, and proportional to the crime.
Minimum Criminal Law is an apt formula to describe Beccaria’s critique of the practice of punishment (Freudenberg et al. 2010). It refers to the specific nature of Beccaria’s social contract, which stipulates only a minimum transfer of natural freedom. In return, the contract will justify only a minimum restriction on natural freedom and suffering. The principle of minimum evil is deduced from the sacrificial nature of the deal: the minimum transfer of natural sovereignty for the maximum gain of political freedom. Because the intervention of criminal law is limited by necessity, the state can use criminal law only as a final resort. If there are other means to prevent crimes, they should be used. This part of Beccaria’s thought is often ignored by those who consider him the forefather of utilitarianism in England or the ancestor of law and economics in the United States. This is so because Beccaria asks for the least penal intervention and the maximum provision of social services as part of the same package. It is criminal law that must be kept to a minimum, not the state (Neubauer&Fradella, 2018). Beccaria requires a robust intervention of the country to redress inequality and to prevent crimes by educating and assisting people, not by repressing them.
Conclusion 
Quietly ignored for a century or more, Beccaria’s little book is being rediscovered today. I suspect that his radical, reformist spirit hits a deep chord with many people. Inequality is again on the rise. In most countries, criminalization is also on the rise: criminal law attempts to micromanage the behavior of the many while giving a blank cheque to wealthy billionaires whose tax-dodging and exploitative behavior go unpunished. Beccaria denounced the inequality between the ruling class and the masses: he insisted that disproportionate inequality is bound to increase the crime rate because of poverty and injustice. In turn, that predicament is likely to bring only more social conflict and less certainty about security in society. Penal practices are likely to worsen as a result of this, and criminal law might well become once more a force serving the strong against the most vulnerable. In our societies, which are profoundly polarised and unequal, Beccaria’s thought still rings true: we need more social justice and less criminal punishment. To have seen this already in the 18th century was remarkable.
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