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Sentencing Models

Changing times has called for judicial systems to consider different sentencing models to cope with maintaining prisoners' rising costs. Therefore, it is essential to analyze whether different models meet corrections' core goals: retribution, rehabilitation, deterrence, and incapacitation (Tonry, 2013). A variety of sentencing models include the indeterminate, determinate, voluntary, mandatory minimum sentence, among others. The indeterminate sentencing model is a judicial based model that does not specify a set amount of jail time but instead assigns a range of sentence time (Paratore & Bowman, 2014). The indeterminate model rests on the belief that offenders might consider transforming if such transformation calls for a reduced jail time. Therefore, the jail time allocated gives the offenders an opportunity for self-improvement by exposing them to a wide range of rehabilitation programs. A parole board periodically reviews the offender through hearings to determine when they are eligible for parole. 
Based on correctional effects, indeterminate sentencing is a great contributor to rehabilitation and incapacitation due to the careful process followed before the offender's release. The decision to release an offender involves reports by officials directly linked to the offender and thorough public safety considerations by the judge involved. On the individual improvement, indeterminate sentencing believes individuals are redeemable and therefore gives them a chance to live a crime-free life and pursue their dreams (Paratore & Bowman, 2014). Notably, the victims are informed before the offender's release to foot in their opinions on the matter. Despite the positive impacts, indeterminate sentencing has been criticized as a model that allows for corruption where the parole board may release offenders to the public without proper processes hence risking the public’s safety.
Another frequently used sentencing model is mandatory sentencing which allocates offenders a predetermined minimum term depending on the crime. A jail sentence is usually a specific number of years, but if an offender proves to deserve pardoning before the end of a sentence, they can be released from prison. Contrary to the indeterminate model, minimum sentencing does not rely on judges' authority but instead follows predefined statues to arrive at decisions (Gray, 2017). The model has been extensively adopted in the current American justice system to curb serious offences such as drug trafficking and sex crimes. 
The impact of mandatory sentencing has been reflected in retribution as it aims at highly punishing the offenders for the serious crimes committed. The retribution theory in mandatory sentencing is that criminals can only receive their best retribution by getting long sentences (Gray, 2017). Notably, mandatory minimum sentences have been known to send severe warnings to criminals, therefore deterring and incapacitating offenders. High-level crimes are usually broadcasted through media, and the conveyed sentences can warn offenders against committing crimes. However, research has indicated no clear contribution of mandatory sentencing in controlling deterrence as the long sentences may affect an offender's future life leading to crime (Gray, 2017). For instance, an offender who has been in prison for long may find it challenging to secure employment, resulting in stealing or selling drugs. However, the long sentences can ensure society's safety for as long as the offender is jailed, and when the punishment acts as a lesson, it may mean a secure future. In cases where the offender has been pardoned, it calls for a proper assessment to ensure such individuals are fit to be in public again. In short, sentencing models vary in the application and the benefits each of them brings along; hence a judicial system can incorporate several models to reach an integrated solution to justice.
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