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Criminal Justice Weekly Discussion
[bookmark: _GoBack]After studying Fox, Zambrana & Lane (2011), the biggest obstacle that the researchers who intend to undertake studies with incarcerated persons are required to deal with is limited access to criminal justice agencies. Most of the criminal agencies are keen on the type of researchers they allow into their units to interact with the inmates with fear the researchers might expose internal problems that could result in negative publicity for respective correction facilities and at large political issues (Fox et al., 2011). One way to deal with the mistrust in existence between correction facility and researchers is guaranteeing the correction researchers the findings attained from the study will be first shared with the correction facility before any other third party. This will ensure the correction facility has first-hand information on the kind of information to be shared with the rest of the relevant parties. One proposal to encourage inmates to participate in their study is based on Art therapy. Everyone loves art, and with the inmates given an opportunity to share their feelings they exhibit as they interact with different artists, could be through modeling, making fabric dresses, make-up, or paint arts, it will motivate the inmates to share their experiences of their stay at the prison with ease. Based on my reading and reflection upon the article, I believe prison agencies will less likely allow outside researchers to undertake research 20 years from today. This is attributed to the current issues n existence, such as lack of proper records from the correction facilities, lack of positive relationships with both correctional officers and inmates and failure to understand the rules of a correctional facility. These concerns identified by Fox and colleagues are less likely to be solved soon. 
Upon studying Marquart's (1986) article, what is consider interesting is how racial prejudice in the correction facility has been normalized. For instance, based on the study, black prisoners are considered to be aggressive, antiauthority, inferior, and disrespectful. Therefore, with predetermined racial factors on how inmates are treated by the system, it indicates no justice offered to the prisoners, given that African American prisoners are likely to be given gruesome punishments while at the prisons. This particular aspect of racial injustice treatment among the inmates who are imprisoned at the time contributes to a proper understanding of correctional facilities with the need to ensure they provide necessary training on how to handle the inmates. White supremacy and institutional racism are one of the major issues that are impacting Americans, and in order to ensure racism is cubed, there is a need to ensure the prisoners are given fair treatment and not discriminated against while they are serving their sentence. 
Chenault's (2014) qualitative study differs from Marquart's by offering a combination of various researchers articles on the journal discussing issues of legalization of recreational marijuana, prison fieldwork, discussion on probationers, and Maheshwar's discussion of gatekeeping. From a guard's perspective, Marquart provides a detailed observation of the prison workplace. This is illustrated with an examination of the existing dynamics on the use of unofficial force by different prison guards already in existence at Texas penitentiary. An ethical issue based on the readings is prisoners are often unruly, which often makes the guards use a lot of physical force to restrain them, but is it not one of the ways to agitate the prisoners while in prison.
 In summary, research in correction facilities still is faced with a lot of huddles with less approval by different correction facilities. Marquart's (1986) article illustrates how racial injustices are prevalent in the correction facilities while Fox and colleagues explore the restrictions put up in a place by various facilities to deter the researchers from getting into the facilities. Thus, it is prudent for the criminal justice systems to be evaluated on the kind of corrections given to the inmates and aim for behavior rectification. 
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