
253Chapter 10  •  Correctional Responses in the Community

Avoiding incarceration also enables the offender to avoid the stigma and real limitations 
of becoming an ex-convict. Some research finds that withholding the label of “ex-con” 
through probation is associated with a lower likelihood of recidivism.8 This more nonin-
tervention approach enables offenders to better maintain employment, develop new skills 
through therapy and training, and remain engaged with their families. Further, keeping 
nonviolent offenders from full-time incarceration in jail or prison lessens the risk of crim-
inal socialization.

By his own admission, Chris Farias’s life was changed for the better as a result of 
his community sentence. While his sentence was punishing and costly, he willingly 
acknowledges that the sentence was what he needed. It was, he stated, the first time 
he recognized how his attitudes and beliefs—and not just his alcohol consumption—
contributed to his unlawful behavior. He took seriously his need to abstain from alcohol 
and learn a new way to live. He enrolled in a local university to further his education, and 
he is mentoring others who are serving in the same program that he did.
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COMMON MISCONCEPTIONS

Corrections in the Community
Many people believe that probation is a “slap on 

the hand” and comparable to no punishment when 
compared with a prison sentence. Yet the reality is that 
many who are convicted of a crime opt to be sentenced 
to prison versus to serve their term in the community 
because the community sentences can be far more 
onerous.

Take, for example, Mark William Ivey, who was 
arrested in Texas on DUI. As reported in the Texas 
Tribune (see www.texastribune.org/2010/09/28/many-
choosing-jail-time-over-probation), Ivey was arrested 
with a blood alcohol level more than double the legal 
limit. His case went to jury and Ivey declined a provision 
that allows a jury to sentence him to probation. He did 
not want probation but preferred being sentenced to 
jail. Ivey was found guilty and the jury sentenced him 
to 35 days in jail and a $2,000 fine. The judge felt 
Ivey needed treatment he would not get in jail, so she 
suspended the jury’s sentence and sentenced Ivey to 2 
years of probation, a $500 fine, 30 days in jail, 60 hours 
of community service, and mandatory counseling. Ivey 

appealed the ruling but lost and the judge’s sentence 
stood.

There are several reasons that some community 
corrections sentences are viewed as harsher. First, it 
is more financially costly to the offender. The offender 
must pay fines, fees, and for mandated counseling and 
testing. Prison is less expensive for the offender (and 
more expensive for the taxpayer). Second, there are 
more expectations regarding the perpetrator’s behavior. 
Often the offender is required to be employed, increase 
his or her education, and perform community service. 
These actions are not required while incarcerated. And 
third, the probationer must frequently submit to alcohol 
or drug testing. Some offenders wish to continue using 
drugs or alcohol. In prison they are not tested for these 
substances and can continue using to the extent they 
can gain access to these substances.

In summary, while in some cases, jail or prison 
may be a harsher sentence, increasingly, community 
corrections is viewed as the harsher penalty.




