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Use of technology to Combat Crime: Can Society Prefer Community Supervision Over Prison?
Use of technology to supervise and incapacitate offenders is one of the methods that correction department has been contemplating on applying, especially in situations where community corrections are used (Phelps, 2013). Community corrections allow offenders to stay outside prison or jail but under restrictions that help to incapacitate them by reducing the threat they might have to public safety as well as reducing the likelihood of them committing similar or other criminal offenses. The issue of community correction is based on the idea of community supervision where offenders are observed and supervised in the environment outside prison or jail after being adjudicated or charged for criminal offenses (Phelps, 2013). Careful examination of the threat that such individuals pose to public safety is done before allowing them on community supervision programs. However, the main question about the community supervision that many people ask themselves is how the correction departments or the police can keep an eye on offenders who are on the community supervision programs to ensure that there is total lack of threat to public safety. Well, the answer to this question fully lies in the various technological approaches and strategies that corrections departments put in place to ensure no threat to public safety.
If technology can be shown to effectively incapacitate offenders (that is, make them unable to harm people or property), the society will be willing to rely more on community supervision and less on prisons or jail. The main reason why people are put to prison or the main reason why people are jailed is that they pose a threat and danger to other people in the society if they are allowed to mingle with other people freely (Phelps, 2013). The idea behind imprisonment is to separate and isolate the criminal offenders from other society members who are law-abiding in their deeds. Therefore, imprisonment is done because of the fear that both the society and the corrections departments have regarding the potential harm that criminal offenders can do to the society. However, the fear of the potential harm that can be done to other members of the society by people who have been adjudicated or found guilty of criminal offenses comes from the fact that, if the offenders are released to mingle with other society members, they might engage in criminal offenses and escape justice because they can dodge the law keepers. This being the case, it, therefore, follows that if the world can come up with technologies that can incapacitate criminal offenders and make them unable to harm people or property in the society, the society will be more willing to rely on community supervision and less on prisons. This is because once it is shown and indicated to them that there is technology can be used to effectively and efficiently combat crime from criminal offenders, the society members will have no reason to fear to interact with criminal offenders and community supervision programs (Klingele, 2013).
[bookmark: _GoBack]Secondly, fear in human beings is caused by the uncertainty of the unknown outcome in their lives. According to Klingele (2013), people become fearful when they are not fully aware of what awaits them in future and also when they have very little or no knowledge of what is going on around them. If technology can be shown to effectively incapacitate criminal offenders, then people in the society will be more comfortable with community supervisions because they will be well aware that the law keepers, such as the police, and the correction department at large, will be keeping watch over them by ensuring that they know all the whereabouts of the offenders through correctional technology. Once people are assured that the offenders are being watched, they become less fearful and find it safe for them to live in environments where community supervision programs are being enforced for criminal offenders. Therefore, for that reason, the society will be more willing to rely o community supervision programs than on prison.
There is no doubt that even though people commit crimes, sometimes the criminal justice system makes mistakes and imprisons people wrongly (Tonry, 2017). An excellent example of wrongful imprisonment is when false evidence is presented in a court of law and an innocent citizen ends up being prisoned for offenses committed by another person. Such cases have resulted in people being imprisoned for years for criminal offenses committed by other people. In such situations, the relatives and the loved ones of such persons undergo psychological trauma and emotional pain. This is because seeing a loved one being wrongly and mistakenly accused is a traumatizing experience (Tonry, 2017). For such people, they might want to be close to their families and friends as they serve their jail term. However, if they are put to prison, their loved ones can be extremely traumatized and sometimes, they can succumb to emotional agony. Therefore, in the event that technology is shown and proven to incapacitate offenders and make them unable to harm people or property, then such individuals can be put under community supervisions no matter what the crimes they are accused of. This gives them an opportunity to be close to their loved ones and their friends and as Killias et al. (2010) state it, it can be a great relieve for the relatives and friends of such people. Therefore, if there is technology that can be used to monitor such people, then the society will be more willing to have community supervisions than imprisonment of offenders. This is because even when people commit offenses, others may feel that putting them in prison might cause pain o others who did not commit the crime such as their children or spouses. As such, even if they commit criminal offenses, people might still want to be close to them (Stevens, 2012). Hence, the society is likely to prefer community supervision than prison.
In conclusion, fear of the unknown is what drives correction departments as well as the society to prefer prison than community solutions. Another factor that causes imprisonment is the thought that imprisonment alleviates the potential harm to property and people that the offender might do. If technology can be shown to effectively incapacitate offenders by making them unable to harm people or property, then the society will have no reason to prefer prison over community supervision. The belief that offenders will be watched by the law enforcers such as the police will give people the confidence to co-exist with offenders without fear (Stevens, 2012). Therefore, the society will be more inclined towards community supervision that prison.
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