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Collateral Consequences of Punishment in Prisons
Abstract
In the United States, the unique penal system growth has clearly shown a significant volume in research on collateral consequences of punishment in prisons. Besides what is known about collateral consequences are more in health domains which includes the civic involvement, housing, debt, employment, communities, and families, even though the complete estimates of both informal and formal consequences of the tough-on-crime era and mass incarcerations tends to be hindered by many challenges that are both theoretical and methodological. Some of the challenges include identifying simple mechanisms that underlie collateral consequences, the treatment of heterogeneity, and the challenge of minimizing selection bias.
Introduction
The unprecedented growth of the penal criminal systems in the states of America was anticipated mainly by many of the twentieth-century social scientists and criminologists, which led to the need to research the effect of contacts with the systems of criminal justice. After the social scientists and the criminologist’s investigations and the collateral consequences, they focused more on the prior incarcerations, which addressed other forms of contacts, for example, community supervision, misdemeanor conviction, and arrests. Also, they went ahead and examined the results of the system of criminal justice such as health, communities, social life, inequalities, and families. The collateral consequences of conviction refer to the restrictions, regulations, or legal sanctions that prohibit or limit people with diverse criminal records from accessing jobs or employment, housing, education, housing, occupation licensing, and other already available opportunities. In a real sense, punishment's consequences are generally too narrow even beyond the communities, families, and individuals. The paper will describe how being in a correction facility results in collateral punishment, including the description of the criminal justice system, effects of criminal justice system engagements, selection biased and counterfactuals, treatment heterogeneity, and the simple mechanisms.
Description of the Criminal Justice System
The growth of the criminal justice system in America and the contact attendant collateral consequences, if frequently appreciated concerns imprisonment population size. From 1925 to 1976, the rate of imprisonment in the United States accommodated 105 prisoners per 100000 to a rise of 506 per 100000 in 2007. The high rate of incarceration was incomparable in terms of comparative and historical sense (Shoels, 2021). Worldwide, incarcerates in the united states occupy a large area of its population compared to other countries in the whole world and farther than other western communities.
Today, in one of every 37 U.S. adults, almost seven million people are in prison. According to the research done under some form of society, supervision leaders such as the parole or probation officer are jailed. Furthermore, an addition of 4.9 million people has been known to have served at one time in the prison, and a rough number of about a 19million people in the U. S have a certain felony conviction (Friedman, 2021).  Still, a significant number of almost millions of people have been subjected to the "hassles' 'of the system through the process of case offense. Even though overall incarceration rates have decreased since their peak during 2007 and 2008, so much of its decreases tend to be limited only in one state, California and is under the significant reform acts and interventions of the federal government. Also, despite the views and opinions of the public, in the preference reduction size of the prison population, many states have continued increasing the general population of the prisoners.
      It is not clear on what to make on the state variations and incarceration rates. For example, in 2005, the imprisonment rate ranged as low as 132 per 100000 to a higher number of 776 per 100000 in Louisiana (Garneau & Lehalle, 2021). In the west and southern region of the United States, there is an increased lifetime risk for men to be imprisoned, but the number of incarcerated persons is lower in the northern part of the U.S states. For such cumulative risk and variation rates of imprisonment is worth investigation. However, the states with the least incarceration rates continue to incarcerate more at a rate that is even greater than most of the European nation. Still, the conditions that tend to have low incarceration rates also have the most significant population probation and the highest racial disparities in the prison population. 
Similarly, the confinement condition differs differently across all federal facilities, state prisons, and local jails. The differences are not documented systematically and are not clearly understood since they impact the collateral character, the scope, and the magnitude of consequences (Link, 2021). The daily average jail population is almost one-half the size of the prison population, even though the estimated number is misleading. Conversely, the presidential administration in the United States has brought down the enforcement practices to more serious immigrants offenders, which have created a substantial bearing to the reach of collateral immigration punishment. 
Effects of Criminal Justice System Engagement
In the reach of the criminal justice system, average effect engagement assessment should be done by the system. In most of the time, incarceration is associated with mental health outcomes and poor physical families and inmates (Friedman, 2021). Due to the declining prospects of employment and future earnings, reduction of civic and institutional engagement, reliance on public assistance, increase levels of the cynicism of the law among the neighborhood residents, break up of families, rising of legal debts, and increase in material securities, with poor education and health outcomes for children of the incarcerated parents, the churning of the people between community and prison and the high rate of incarcerations are associated with the decrease in the level of collective efficacy and neighborhood informal social control usually contributes the recidivism and elevates the crime rate (Golembeski et al., 2020). The mentioned contacts of criminal justice on well-being and social life are both repressive and widespread. Today, many people in the United States have a connection with the criminal justice system compared to the two generations that were there before.
 The informal or formal consequences to such contacts are wider. Although criminal justice contacts disabilities that arise excessively on men, ethnic and racial minorities have severe disadvantages (Garneau & Lehalle, 2021). On The risk of the arrest of black men is much higher than the white men, where more than a quarter of black men were incarcerated compared to the white men, who were 5%. Moreover, back in 1970, the number of people who had dropped school at that time in the United States, 68 percent of them were imprisoned. The incarceration rate was great compared to that of women, even though the experiences of criminal justice affected women in their imprisonment and that of their family members.
Selection Bias and Counterfactuals
In the selected bias and counterfactuals, some of the alleged collateral consequences of punishment tend to be counterfeit, for example, increased likelihood of school dropout and declining employment. The era of mass incarceration and population in prisons remain characterized by those convicted of serious crime (Link, 2021). Distinguishing between jail, Jail incarceration, and prison incarcerations can be used to an important step. Other approaches are used to reduce selection bias, such as locating groups with separate that mirror those experienced by the prisoner's families, the placebo regression or sample restrictions used to compare multiple incarcerations, and strategic comparison. Comparing different forms of imprisonment, such as across other units within a given prison complex or different types of prison, usually offers essential benefits in comparing incarceration experiences than the comparison between and un-incarcerated and incarcerated persons, which tends to yields better counterfactual comparison (Woltz,2021).  Research involving policy shocks is advantageous while reducing particular issues even though policy shocks in most prisons tend to be uncommon in the United States in California's public safety realignment act.
Treatment Heterogeneity
 Heterogeneity in the effect of punishment can occur from different variations such as in characteristics like criminal justice punishments and contacts, aspects of the families and environments, and the element of the convicted person (Garneau & Lehalle, 2021). On the other hand, concerning variation, treatment heterogeneity tends to arise from the type of supervision or the type of criminal justice, for example, community supervision, incarceration, arrest, and conviction, the duration of imprisonment, the kind of security and security level, overcrowding, prison conditions such as availability of rehabilitation programs, prisoners culture and social relations, the propensity to use solitary confinement as a control mechanism and the level of disorder and violence (Golembeski et al., 2020). In natural science, the discussion of treatment heterogeneity and selection biases are all but the same. In continuation, the selection bias may make researchers find evidence of heterogeneous treatment effect when the actual impact is homogenous.
Causal Mechanism
In as much as the collateral consequences of punishment in prison have been dedicated to ensuring correlation between the potential effects and punishment in examining the mechanisms that explain how different prisons forms or condition of the sentence brings outcomes which are significant in ensuring that the collateral consequences are grapes (Friedman, 2021). Besides, the facilities used for correction purposes are frequently complex for the researchers to provide access at the time of the contemporary era and prison ethnographies when the staple research is rare today (Berryessa, 2021). There has been attention that tends to separate collateral outcomes and the intervening mechanisms between other forms of criminal justice. Tools that lead from juvenile arrests and increase the likelihood of school dropout decrease support of friends or school attachment and education expectations. 
Conclusion
In conclusion, while many policymakers, researchers, and practitioners have expressed concern over collateral consequences hindering ex-offender reintegration. There is also concern that removal of barriers, restrictions on employment ex-offenders are more likely to undergo discrimination while hiring. Moreover, removing restrictions on the public could increase problems with drugs and increase the crime rate in public housing units. Also, limiting or eliminating checks could result in employers engaging in statistical discrimination towards a specific population. Examining the differences between crime laws and consequence laws determines where the rules are more associated with higher return rates to the prison, as most of the scholars have been speculating. Still, the harsh collateral laws related to higher return to the jail ensure technical violations of the parole adhere. The dimensions related to employment good standards are put in place to prevent discrimination from licensing agencies and public employers. 
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