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Violent Crimes, Non-Violent Crimes, and Mass Incarceration
Introduction
Mass incarceration in the US has been rampant, and the judicial system is scrutiny for giving less severe punishments to violent offenders than non-violent offenders. Calls for reforms are being echoed from every corner to overhaul the existent sentencing laws to reduce unnecessary mass imprisonment. The reformation campaigns are agitating for non-violent offenders and first-time criminals to be sentenced to community-based punishments such as rehabilitation drug centers and probation options (Wozniak, 2018). The rationale for the radical changes in the prison system is inevitable since the state would divert the money spent on inmate resources to other developmental projects. In this regard, most Americans are in support of the sentencing reforms since it has become a national crisis that needs holistic solutions. The paper provides a conceptual framework for the justification that less sentences for violent crimes than non-violent crimes has compounded the mass incarnation issue.
First and foremost, empirical evidence shows that 2.2 million people in American correctional facilities should be released since most of them are convicted wrongly. Agreeably, the numbers comprise majorly non-violent offenders especially drug-abuse criminals. The proposition for an overhaul in the sentencing laws aims to introduce interventions for treating the victims instead of imprisonment (Williams, 2016). The need for such transitions should be based on the severity of the crimes; evidently, most of the non-violent offenders are charged with petty offenses that can be resolved amicably rather than being bundled in correctional facilities. The judges should adopt flexible sentencing strategies that put into consideration individuals with mental illness and repeat offenses in a bid to decongest American prisons.
    Moreover, prescribing to the realms of legality, severe sentences for non-violent crimes do not adhere to the harm principle which states that imprisonment is justified in the case where it prevents harm to the individual and the community. Therefore, the severities of the crimes do not reflect on the financial and physical damage the victims, and the society at large suffers (Miller et al. 1991). The favoritism in the sentencing of violent crimes has sparked public agitation for reforms which when not resolved with utmost urgency would lead to political consequences. Statistical data shows that 47% and 51% of the population concurs with the proposal for community-based sanctions for property criminals and drug offenders respectively (Wozniak, 2018). Notably, a minute 24% proportion of the population opposed the sentencing reforms; a clear indication that the reformation is sweeping across the nation and the government cannot turn a blind eye on it. The justice needs to analyze the correlation between the offense characteristics and the judgments delivered.
 	Besides, the surge of non-violent prisoners has aggravated mass incarceration menace especially in the state of Louisiana. The disparities in the sentencing laws have impacted disproportionately on these offenders evident from the statistics that there has an increment of prisoners from 21007 in 1991 to 39709 in 2011.  Consequently, the state has incurred $315 million on the correctional facilities as a result of the increment. Besides, their mass incarceration of non-violent offenders has not led to the reduced crime rates in the regions that are statistically above the national average (Galik & Morris, 2013). The statistics on Louisiana prisoners’ data shows that most of the prisoners are non-violent offenders who are less dangerous to the society are subjected long-term imprisonment. The criminals are denied the privilege of probation, parole, and suspension of sentence. As a result, the misalignment between the convictions of the violent and non-violent criminals overstretches the prison facilities in Louisiana.
In light with the unfair sentencing of non-violent offenders, there have been numerous cases across the country where the criminals have fallen victims of circumstances. For instance, in January 1996, Timothy Jackson shoplifted a jacket from Maison Blanche department store; he is serving his sentence 22 years down the line. Jackson like 3281 prisoners in the US is serving life imprisonments despite the less-severe nature of their crimes (Pilkington, 2013). The punishments are extreme and show the need for the government to hearken to the calls for sentencing reforms. Most of the victims depict the satirical nature of our law enforcement and correctional framework as a significant number are convicted of crimes like shoplifting, syphoning gas from a truck, and cashing stolen checks. Some individuals have committed more grave crimes than Jackson and are not serving life-imprisonment sentences. Such instances are a mockery to our judicial system since they non-violent offenders are denied rehabilitation chances to correct deviant behavior of the victims. The incomprehensibility of such sentences epitomizes unfair judgments in most parts of the country.
Moreover, the criticism does not apply to the state courts but also to the federal courts who have been accused of imprisonment of non-violent offenders without parole. Out of the 3281 criminals, 2000 cases pointed to the federal system resulting in the taxpayers to fork an additional $1.8 billion to sustain mass incarceration within the US (Tonry, 2014). According to Jennifer Turner, non-violent offenders are left to die in the prisons showing the magnitude of the issue. Agreeably, sentences without parole do not streamline with the requirements of the European Court of Human Rights since they violate the rights and the liberties of the prisoners. Also, such sentences have raised eyebrows since 65% of non-violence imprisonments without parole comprise the African-American population showing significant disparities in the American judicial system. In this regard, the state and federal courts need to establish collaborative measures to reduce the severity of sentences on non-violent offenders.
Furthermore, the mass incarceration numbers in the US are highest in the whole world with 2.3 million individuals falling victim. The law enforcement stakeholders have attributed such enormous amounts to the efforts to fight the war on drugs in the US. Empirical evidence has reinforced their arguments since 80% of the non-violent cases are drug-related; however, this does not imply that there no other amicable alternatives to induce behavioral changes in the victims (Pilkington, 2013). The law enforcement officers are hiding under the guise of fighting the war on drugs to promote the disparities in the sentencing of violent and non-violent crimes. Sanity has to be restored in the judicial system by reducing the jail terms and interventions that aid in the treatment of substance abuse and mental illness among the victims. The transition into a more fair justice system cannot be achieved when non-violent offenders are often slapped with mandatory life sentences without parole. Therefore, to reduce mass incarceration in our prisons, the government ought to initiate re-sentencing of non-violent offenders trapped in the judicial quagmire.
Additionally, the sentences on non-violent offenders are constitutionally offensive and need to be disbanded to mark significant milestones in our judicial system. Therefore, such radical reforms can start by redefining the legal perception on the substance abuse through extensive assessments of the underlying motives. For instance, John Horner was convicted for using prescriptions of morphine and hydrocodone to reduce the pain his eyes after he was involved in a fatal car accident (Shannon, 2015). He was arrested and convicted of drug trafficking and became a victim of irreducible minimums associated with drug-related cases. The case of Horner could have been resolving by using statutory sentencing that aligns with the Smarter Sentencing Act that proposes that judgments should look into the criminal history of the victims. The constitution should integrate some of the acts that protect non-violent offenders with guidelines that allow the judges to deviate the decisions within the stipulated range. 
Moreover, the prevalence of long prison sentences is not a contemporary issue since it gained popularity in the 1990s. The argument behind the long sentences is so lame since the law enforcement officers reiterate that non-violent offenders have a high probability of committing similar crimes when released. The offenders are, therefore, put in prison where they are not afforded training and education through support networks to help them change their behaviors. The lameness of the longer sentences have not given that the non-violent offenders will be rehabilitated at the time of their release; instead, the correctional facilities spark hostility and bitterness that would prompt the criminals to commit similar crimes in the future. Empirical evidence shows more extended incarceration that prisoners convicted of sexual and public offenses translated to higher recidivism levels (Williams, 2016). Consequently, like in the formative years of induction of mass incarceration has impacted negatively on the behaviors of the non-violence offenders.
Besides, the incrimination of the black community from non-violence offenses has been facilitated by the collaboration of police strategies and the judicial system. The judges, therefore, give harsher judgment to the black demographic raising alarm from the surveys carried out by Brennan center that found that one in three African-American individuals born before 2001 is likely to be imprisoned as compared to one in seventeen White individuals (William, 2016). Notably, a significant proportion of the non-violent offenders are convicted without legitimate public safety claims. Also, 14 % non-violent offenders including those accused of assault and drug abuse are found to have served sufficiently long prison terms and other petty offenders should be re-sentenced to community service, restitution, electronic monitoring, and probation. In this regard, to avoid unfair sentences, the police and the judges should develop a legal framework that determines the severity of the crimes before issuing judgments. 
Next, the endeavors to keep non-violence offenders within the prison gates have raise questions over the ethics behind it since it seems to benefit the corporate community at the expense of the taxpayer. The prison industrial complex is profit-oriented; therefore, cartels are not sleeping to make sure that non-violence offenders are found guilty of crimes and jailed for many years to sustain the economic relevance of the correctional facilities. The government is hiding under the pretext that the prison system helps keep America secure or they are acting merely out of colossal stupidity knowing so well that harsh sentences have little impact on crime rates in America instead it worsens the situation. Mass incarceration heightened in the 1990s when the crime was rampant to help reduce criminal activities (Eisen & Chettiar, 2016).  Agreeably, crime rates are now on the decline, and the system needs to be abolished to allow room for appropriate sentences on non-violent criminals and get out the clutches of the corporate community who agitates for the system due to selfish motives.
The 2.2 million criminals in American prisons due to the mass imprisonment policy can be released without infringing the safety measures of the communities. Reports show that 39% of the criminals (576,000 individuals) are behind bars despite the minimum public safety rationale (Eisen & Chettiar, 2016). The numbers are mind-boggling as we are left to wonder how the numbers reached such overwhelming levels, the answers to the concerns converge to the fact they should not have been there in the first place. Harsh sentencing on petty crimes has led to the overcrowding in the prisons, and the correctional can start decongestion efforts to release the non-violence offenders who have met the safety threshold and save the taxpayers the burden of unnecessary budget requirements. Political evidence has shown that the mass incarceration strategies have tremendously failed and there is no need to keep non-violence offenders convicted of petty crimes behind bars.
However, the national government cannot be left to shoulder the blame for failed mass incarceration since during the period of massive violence in the 1990s; different states enacted the law that facilitated the initiative. The states adopted policing strategies that targeted low-level offenders and drug criminals consequently injecting more individuals into the prison system. The policies included minimum sentences and the removal of parole options for non-violence offenders. The prison population exploded to meet the government needs to reduce crime in the US; what is famously known as the prison boom. The people within the prisons hit double figures between 1993 and 2009 making up 33% increment in the number of non-violence offenders (Eisen & Cheittiar, 2016). A study carried out by Brennan Center has indicated that mass imprisonment lowers the marginal criminal reduction gains. Also, the efficacy of the system to reduce crime reduces with the increase in the prison population. In this regard, the sentencing reforms should start at the federal level and diverge towards the national standards.  
Furthermore, the court system has been under immense criticism for not incarcerating violent offenders while delivering non-custodial sentences to their non-violent counterparts. Those in opposition to the mass incarceration measures have articulated that non-violence offenders ought to be read from their misery and replace them with those guilty of repeated offenses. The critics have argued that it is no brainer that non-violence criminals have committed minor offenses and are virtually harmless to themselves and the society. However, due to the turgid-mindedness of our judicial system, they continue passing over 1.2 million sentences on non-violence offenses (Cuthbertson, 2017).  The judges and magistrates should put into consideration the number of previous offenses of the victims before offering non-custodial sentences.
Counter-Argument
Despite the appeals for sentencing reforms in our court and judicial systems, some individuals do not agree that non-violent offenders receive harsh sentences as compared to their violent counterparts. They claim that the violent offenders have been the victims and that their plights have fallen in deaf ears. They have been vocal that the attacks on the prison system are far-fetched and that it does not discriminate against the black community. The claims of racial prison system have been rubbished since there is a lack of substantial evidence to support them. They have reinforced their arguments by stating that the over-representation of the African-American population in the correctional facilities is false since the statistical data is collected from ethnically-concentrated areas (Lehrer, 2000). For instance, cities like Atlanta and Washington have a high population of the black community; therefore, there are higher chances that they will get arrested with white police officers for non-violent crimes. Consequently, the white and the non-white offenders alike are susceptible to harsh sentences for the crimes they committed.
Also, the Center for Equal Opportunity has reported that the Black offenders are less likely to be imprisoned as compared to their White counterparts for similar non- violence crimes. In this regard, there is a 50% probability of the black offenders getting away with crimes such as minor assaults and drug-dealing (Lehrer, 2000). The research extends it finding by showing favoritism on 12 0ut of 14 categories of crimes for the black non-violence criminals. The only exception where the black community has been victimized is for crimes like traffic felonies that constitute miscellaneous offenses. Therefore, the evidence shows that non-violent white offenders have been the victims of mass incarceration.
About violent crimes, the Black murderers often face short sentences as compared to the White murderers. Also, the use of drugs such methamphetamine and heroine became rampant among the White community in the 1990s; therefore, there is no way they could not have been convicted in a bid meet the mass incarceration goals of illegal drugs crackdowns. The police officers have articulated that they were able to catch White offenders in the rural areas with much ease as compared to the ones in urban areas. They have validated the claims by showing that there were no protests by the black community on law-enforcement efforts to fight the war against drugs. Also, the allegations on profit-oriented private prisons have been refuted since they constitute only 5% of the American prison system (Lehrer, 2000). Most of the jails are under the bureaucratic authority of government agencies and commercial goods produced within the prison confines are sold internationally unlike the military-based prisons who sell domestically. No state in the US is prison-economy reliant. Therefore, violent crimes are seen to be punished more severely as compared to non-violent offenses. Also, the prison economic hub is also minute to support the claims that mass incarceration on minor crimes eye profitability prospects.
Moreover, longer sentences on violent crimes have led to mass imprisonment in the US since the 1970s shorter sentences on non-violence crimes have significantly increased as shown by Gallup polls. According to pollsters’ reports, the public has also been in support of harsh penalties on violent crimes to reduce criminal activities in most parts of the country. A British researcher, Donald Lewis, reiterates that the longest jail terms is a result of increased crime rates, but not mass incarceration (Lehrer, 2000). Pro-mass incarceration pundits have argued that doubling sentence lengths are likely to reduce crime rates by sparking fear among the criminals. The need for mass incarceration is therefore inevitable since individuals are committing more crimes and there is a realization within the judicial system that the previous less harsh sentences have fueled it. 
Besides, holding of non-violent criminals for more prolonged periods within the correctional facilities has proved an effective strategy in a bid to establish an anti-crime environment. The increment in the prison population between 1970 and 1980 showed a reduction in criminal activities (Lehrer, 2000). As policing efforts increased in 1980, violent crimes declined in most urban areas in the US. Without increased incarceration rates, surveyors say that America would have witnessed 7800 additional murders and 20000 rapes to date. The pro-mass imprisonment measures have argued that the earlier adoption of the initiative did not see a reduction in the crime rates since it was in a transient period; however, 1997-1999 showed the reduction of crime since it had stabilized. Therefore, it is clear that holding the criminals for longer prison terms reduces crime rates.
Conclusion
[bookmark: _GoBack]Harsh sentences on non-violence offenses have worsened the mass incarceration situation in the US. Most of the individuals have been wrongly convicted since the judicial system does not often prescribe to constitutional guidelines. There are numerous cases of non-violent criminals who have committed crimes such as shoplifting being sentenced unfairly while hardcore criminals are not within the prison confines. Both federal and national governments have contributed the mass incarceration issue. However, pro-mass incarceration sympathizers reiterated that longer jail terms help reduce crime rates and violent and the White offenders receive harsh sentences as compared to the non-violent and African-American counterparts respectively. 
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