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No Social Security Benefits for Prisoners Act of 2009 
A) No Social Security Benefits for Prisoners Act of 2009 was into law in December 2019 by President Obama under Public Law 111-115. The bill forbids to conferment of retroactive Title II and Title XVI to three groups of individuals. The first group are persons serving their prison terms (SSA.gov, 2009). The second group is people who have violated the conditions set for their parole and probation. The last groups are individual escaping to avert prosecution for a crime or felony that can attract a sentence of one year. 
B) Social security is not all about making decisions on whether individuals should begin to claim benefits when they attain the retirement age. Social security covers myriad rules and regulations that govern all elements include death, disability, marriage, ad divorce.  No Social Security Benefits for Prisoners Act of 2009 controls payment of social security to prisoners, ex-convicts, and fugitives.
C) Before 2009, the Courts have played around the issue of paying social security to prisoners. For example, in Butler v. Apfel (1999), a Ninth Circuit court, held that statute denying social security to prison. The ruling was affirmed by the Court of Appeal stating that law used to ban social security benefits did not breach any constitutional guarantees.
D) The Social Security Benefits for Prisoners Act of 2009 was intended to control the behaviour of prisoners, those in parole or probation, and felony fugitives. It aimed at making prisoners serve their sentences, having in mind that they will not qualify for social security once they complete. It also encourages those under probation and parole to abide by the terms and conditions for them to receive payments.
E)  It also urges felony fugitives to hand in themselves if they are to have any chances of winning social security in future.  
F) The bill has not received much attention in the political circle, but activists have raised a few issues. For example, Sarenski (2009) believes that the social welfare bill is unfair.  That is, it is unjust someone who has worked their whole life, paid into Social Security, committed a crime at a later age, gets life imprisonment, and never receives even a part of the money. Prisoners have the needs for cash contrary to popular belief peddled by the government and those in support of the bill.  The author believes the social bill is a backdoor way of trimming social security rolls. 
G) A person who earned Social Security has a right to be reimbursed regardless of the situations. Denying a prisoner social security is tantamount to the government taking away what belonged to an individual because it does not like you. 
H) As a professional working towards social justice, I would advocate for an amendment of the No Social Security Benefits for Prisoners Act of 2009 to remove caps that deny prisoners on life imprisonment the right to receive social security. Unlike a person on parole or probation and a fugitive felon, a prisoner on life imprisonment has a small chance of ever having a healthy life. Denying him social security that he or she contributed is not only unfair to him but also his dependants. That is, the dependants are going to pay for a mistake they did not commit.
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