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here appear to b two separate arguments under this one subject. The fest

argament is that offerng educational progeims for cominals is, in effect, cre

ating smarter crrunals: [t s avery tough arpument to debare; to say the least
However, exactly what makes thiz arpument <o tough to oppose 15 exactly what will
undn the argument, The second agrument s essentially a questnon: Why should we do
pood tunges tor those who have done bad things»

S0, to the first arpument: The developing mind of a ennunal is pust that — the
developing of a canunal mind. It makes sense the smarter the mechanic, the more
conmpetent at mechanical know how he s But one could annee that this conclusion
15 true onlyaf the mecharc’s development were i a mechamcal held. The mechanie
would not be a more competent mechanic iF he were educated i, sav, quilting Flow-
ever, our qulting mechame will have developed better enneal thinkang skills, which
m tuen will have offered lim the aluliey 1o learn warth greater etficiency, theretore
endanpenng the public with a more competent quilung-mechanic. S0 the argument
duses have some backbone. What makes this arpument <o difhicult to debate is that ot
1= absolutely impossible 1o prove that a camunal who has developed s muind has no
merely developed a more sophisncated cnmimal muind. Bt where dowe find any dara
o suprpornt that argument® 1eas not as though the assumed ermunal lifessyvle 15 charted
and mommtored. We are left mour aspaompions, and why would we assume otherwaser So
the heart of dus aggument i assumpion. Two assumpnions split us into ran categones
soamie o us believe that man s bastcally “pocd,” and some of us believe that man is
basically “evil” 1o assume that a commals developing mund is a developmg ennunal
mund, we must assume that the very nature of every crimmal 15 crme, and thar the
only possible change i o enminal’s behavior can be new enminal behavior: We have
tever met this persan, lalked wath this person, or even come within fanpe of this
person, and yet we are able to deaw these prand conclusions abour thus person. Hows

My lome rells me thar the only possible way to assume such a conclusion abour a
persoi s 1o already harbor 2 universal conclusion about the dea of such a pemson, YA
tger cannot change s stapes” That 1s wscary thought! And who among us has nor
tound purselves in a behavior shared by the charsciensnes of our case study? Wha
liag nov decerved someone, kept somicthing that did nor belong 1o us, snuck our at
night, “borrowed” Mom's car, or engaged in anv number of such comman vouthtul
adventures? If we can admut that these youthful adventures are indeed common, and
we are arguing that such behavior 15 the “nature” of the enmunal class, then how st
that the behavior comei o naturally 1o the public at larpe—and how did vou man-
age to shake off the stopes of such a nartural behavior? If we are annung that such
behavior can only develop, then whar are we saving abour ouzselvess
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I can remember waiching a “Funniest Videos™ television show and seeing a par-
ent filnung the mess lefrin his house by an unknown intruder who had the obvious
“ealling eard” of dragpng cooking flour throughout the house . - and then the cam-
era zoomed in on a broom closet and opened it, only 1 find a child of nu more than
three years of age covered in this four and sull holding the far of Hour The first words
out of the child’s mouth were, ] didn’t do1t.” | cemembier it being not only funny but
adorable, as well. Why? It was tunny and adorable because we understand that this 1
what kids do ar this age. Before they can strateprze what they sall wear the following
day, they have stolen, ludden from the responsibility in a be, and made their getaway in
a broom closet! If we were truly convineed about our ¢athier arpument, then we would
not be laughing at this video, We would be saddened because we would be certan thu
this child already has a nature of cnme and that he cannot avoid the behavior wath
riew learming. Why do we not lock children away and keep them as dumbas possible?
Because we know that people can indeed change! Because we were at one ume this
child! Because our children are even today starnng in their own videns! We cannaot
believe that people cannot change their stripes because we have seen too many drug
addices recover, too mpny prostiutes escape thetr lite, too many bipots open ther
mind, too many children cvalye out of childish behaviors—and we oupselves have
racde (oo many changes inoour Ives. We ourselves are living fossils of change,

Wiien we lie, we choose (o e, When we tell the weuth, it s also g chonce. Fvery
Behavior 15 a chotce. So how does a person learn to make different chaoices? When
a child makes a chotce undesired by the parent, what does the parent set out o dor
130 we not share the same goal with our cnmunalss bsa't the goal to have the enmunal
minke new chinces, chowces that we feel are more acdeprables How doowe dothat?
What optiuns are at our disposalr

Maybe if once the peson was convicred of a cnme, he was immedhately hanged
it the town square, it mipht eliminate that caomnal as a threa and deter other crimu
nals, But we merely need look backwards moour history o see that this stratepy has
already been tested. Withour fail, the rare of come only increased. In facr, a5 we ex
arnine every extreme measure, surpostngly, mite of came mcreases, Besides, we have
1o keep our opnons within the context of what 15 possible A more realistic aption s
unprsonng the caminal and leaving hum in a culmire of solitude, lefr o his own devices,

Ur beinpg proacove dunng his stav 1n pason and making whatever efforts we can
o rediceet what 101 that motivates haim i life. Let’ face 1 we have aleeady concluded
that erime 15 not 4 nature, 1t 15 a chowee, and a3 32 the case with any chowce 1t 13 influ-
enced by sur-expencnces and our circumstances. The only thang thar really separates
the enmumal from one 6f our own family members is the different expernences anil
the different circumstances.

Why do we assume that educanng 3 cnminal 15 merely helpig him commit more
sophisucated crimes? Why can't we assumie that an educanon can give this person the
cugnitive and psvchological tools 10 make more aceeptable choicess
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It 15 hard for me to be unbiased w this discussion because one of my closest
frends was a musfit at an carly age. He was sent to prison wath a life sentence at the
age of seventeen, after spending the majonty of his vouth in and out of juvenile de-
tention centers, The structure of pnson as punishment did not alter his behavior in
any posiive munner, because even after gomg to prson he spent ten and a half years
i the prnson's disciphnary seprepation units However, after being cxposed 1o some
educational opportunities, he made the chowee ta change his life.

Char second anpument/queston needs to be reworded 1o even be eknowdedged.
Toask why we should do good things for those who have done bad things is indeed a
topic for address, but the real question being asked 15 why we should do pood things
for prisoners, or, say, bad people. That gualifies the queston, because of o child does
something “bad,” we dio not consider not domg good for the child. S therefore the
intial question is berter qualified as, “Why should we do pood thifigs £or prisnrirs —
not beeause they have done a bad thing, but because they are bad people?™ To ques
tion otheranse, we would be forced o hold all of our socien o the sarme standard
and let’s be honest enough to admit that we are not gonng to do that, and that we have
snly one class of people m mind with such a question. Not ovedooking the obyvious
Faults of such a prejudice, let's address the quesnon wath honest mepary ard with as
litle emonon as possible.

For starters, we have tosolate the status of any conseguence. Meanmng, we need
to conclude that a consequence 15 either good, or bad, or nether. We know of bad
consequences, and of good consequences; do we know of a consequence that 15 net
thiee? Suice a consequence 1 a product of a behavior, then it must also hold rue that
any behavior s either good or bad. Every behavior has a consequence as we learned
trom the great sciennst Isaac Newron who mughr us that every acuon has o reaction.
Socall behavior s éither good or bad. Let's sav that agan. all behavior is cither ponad
Lichavior or bad behavior! Since we only have two options tor behavior, then definung
perad and bad behavior becomes easier. Goosd behavior 1s simply any that 15 wathout
bad, and bad behavior = any that s wathout good. So il vou are tice daing bad, then you
are duang pood, and vice veria, Now lets ask the question agant Why do good for
those who are badr We are pood because we behave without bad, and they are bad
because they behave withour good. So 1 askyou, of you are not doing good for these
peaple, then what are vou doing? Before vou say “nothing,” ler consider “moathing”
For instance, 4 man enters a hospital with a punshot wound to his chest, He is secking
help. The resident doctor just watches on as this man dies By “de nng nothme” the
ductor has done bad. The key word 15 doing! A doctors obliganon is 10 help people
with medical needs, But the docror has a greater obligation than that, as do we all If
we removed the doctor from the hospital and the doctor simply looked onas this man
died in, say, a pack, he will sull have done bad. The reason is because allowing bad 1s
to deprive good, and depriving good 155ull a behavior. wherher you call it “nothing”
or not. It is everyone’s obligation 1o do good because anvthing clse would be bud.
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Sa the answer to “Whr should we do good for bad people” is because “anything
clse would beé uncivilized.” If we are not doing good for bad people, then we are
doing bad for bad people, and the only thing separating the rvo 15 mere condinon,
Dowg bad for any person s stll doing bad. We should not be working on ways to do
bad o izolated populations of pci_nplc: rather, we should ssork on develi ping ol
inton our character all of the tme, no matter who 15 on the recenving end, That s our
ﬂbhgnnmn to socielv

The staustical evidence speaks for wsell i favor of educauon tor prosotsers, b
let e share with vou my own expenence. You see, this fnend of mine that T ntro-
dueed you to is really me. He 1s not a metaphor! T have made ternble mustakes in my
hife, and one ternble 30 second mustake thirteen vears ago costme my hberey Twas 17
vears old then, and Lam now M), The furthest [ made itin school was o week™ worth
of my freshman year of hygh school. This 1s not a sob story targetmg vour sympathy;
i ss sunply background so 1 can establish that 1 was indeed a “screw up” and, ves;n
crrmial, In fact, I have been locked away from society since 4 very carly age.

As a person of the world, Twas simply pushed over by a good wind. My behavior
was drven by what others expected of me, and whar was left for me as an example
Obviously, the world vou are exposed 1o as such a person of ‘the world 15 cnucal i
hevw v end up as 4 person of the world, The pood news 5 that sinee thae s true,
sich g person 15 really suseeptible to posiove influence by the change of the world
around bime So s anytlung but a sob story: Iris a very mspinng story, because [ am
ndeed the lving fossil of positve change, and that educanon is indeed a powerful
tool for positive change. You see, | was ving in a supermax segregation umt about
ome ounce shy of coumpe from akmg my own life o escape it when | was exposed to
an “educanonal” opportuniny that, in etfect, reshaped the rest of my lite. Educanon
gave me not anly 4 new confidence In making decisions for myself, butin also gave me
more understanding and manv more opnons. It helped develop my cancal thinking
skills, and 1t made 1t possible to better weigh behaviors and consequences [t just really
gave me new direconon in bie and in a real sense it saved my lLife.

The bottom line wath this entre anrument 15 that we cannot nisk not helping.
The vast majonty of prsoners are gamng o return home, They are gong o be our
newghbiors, aur trash men, our mamntenance men, ere. They are going o be around oar
luved unes. The quesnon really comes down 1w what kind aof prsoner Jdo vou want
living nexr 1o your Mo matter how vou feel about the subject, the reality is that these
priseners are mideed conung home, and vou do have the power w help shape what
kind of neighbor they will be. Why educanon? Because 1t is the one séiénce that does

showw us overwhelningly thar it works

“Warren Stanley”™ 152 pseudonym for the author of this essay, who 15 2 prisoner at
VWabash Valley Correctional Faalit.



