Part 1

Answer the questions after reading the articles. Do not copy from the articles. It must be clearly thought out responses based on the reading. NOT IN A PAPER FORMAT, NO COVER PAGE. Just a few sentences for each question directly under the question.

TOTAL AMOUNT OF WORDS FOR ALL QUESTIONS COMBINED MUST BE AT LEAST 450 WORDS. 

Each response will be checked for plagiarism. NO plagiarism!

1. Based upon the all three of the readings for this week, do you believe that the challenges inherent in interviewing active offenders outweigh the rewards of potential insights or knowledge which may be gleaned into offender decision-making? 

2. In other words, is this type of research worth conducting? Take a position either way and point to various aspects of the articles to fully support your position. 

3. Also, to what extent, if any, should a fieldworker be willing to either participate in or have 'guilty knowledge' of various crimes? For example, would it be appropriate for a field researcher to participate in minor acts of vandalism (e.g. graffiti) to establish rapport with his or her subjects? Be sure to fully elaborate. 

4. Next, please reflect upon Scott Jacques' (2010) article, "The Necessary Conditions for Retaliation."  Point to one aspect of his theory of non-violent and violent forms of drug markets that may lend itself to criticism by other scholars.  

5. Once you have done this, please provide a suggestion as to how this particular aspect of Jacques' theory can be approved upon.  Note:  Even if you agree with all of the propositions laid out by Jacques (2010), you must identify at least one potential weakness or area and discuss how it can be strengthened. 

6. Finally, please point to one aspect of Bruce Jacobs' (2012) that you found to be of interest.  Be sure to explain how it furthers our understanding of violent street crimes.


7. Pose a critical thinking question:
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Part 2

Answer the questions after reading the articles. Do not copy from the articles. It must be clearly thought out responses based on the reading. NOT IN A PAPER FORMAT, NO COVER PAGE. Just a few sentences for each question directly under the question.

TOTAL AMOUNT OF WORDS FOR ALL QUESTIONS COMBINED MUST BE AT LEAST 450 WORDS. 

Each response will be checked for plagiarism. NO plagiarism!

1. Inappropriate relationships and boundary violations that occur between correctional employees and inmates can be detrimental to inmate rehabilitation and undermine institutional security.  In your opinion, should researchers be permitted to conduct applied criminal justice research for the purposes of developing profiles of employees who might be prone to engaging in boundary violations with offenders before these violations actually occur? Please take a position either way and fully elaborate. 

2. Also, if such research was conducted, what, if anything could a prison administrator do with the findings? For example, would there be legal/ethical obstacles which might preclude the findings from being used in a meaningful way? Elaborate. 

3. Next, after reading all three articles this week, what do you believe a prison staff member has to gain from engaging in an inappropriate relationship with an inmate? In other words, why some prison employees cross the line with inmates and end their careers in disgrace?

4. Also, in most cases, who do you believe initiates inappropriate relationships:  the inmate or the employee? Again, fully elaborate. 

5. Next, if a female correctional officer continuously has inmates expose themselves inappropriately and brings this to her supervisors' attention, should she be permitted to sue the correctional agency she is employed with for sexual harassment? Take a position either way and defend it.  

6. Also, which neutralization strategy do you believe best explains why some inmates persist in engaging in acts of public autoerotism?  

7. Also, please point to one aspect of Worley's (2016) autoethnography that you found to be of interest.  

8. In your opinion, is the autoethnographic method sufficiently rigorous or does it fail to live up to solid standards recognized in the scientific community? Elaborate. 

9. Pose a critical thinking question:
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