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Discussion 6. Capstone.
Melanie-Angela & Mary, (2016), in their article “The Art of Conferencing” serves us with responsive literature concerning the relevance of attending conferences in the contemporary world. Their literature is full of supportive pieces of advice.  In this setting, the piece of advice that I find useful is the form this article is an assertion that “the opportunity to learn from others is the main reason for attending conferences” (Melanie-Angela & Mary, 2016) This is because conferences offer a good setting for mentoring each through presentation and motivating programs. From a managerial point of view, the problem of “no-shows” in conferences should be addressed by setting rules that will help by making it mandatory for the shortlisted parties to offer their presentations as anticipated. Arguably, “no-shows” is a significant challenge that needs not to be tolerated. It should be controlled by ensuring banns and fines the parties while giving the other members freedom of participation. Failure to shows up your presentation should be questionable at the individual level to avoid alienation. This infinitive will help to polish the art of conferencing in greater dimensions.
In reflection to Jeffrey et al., (2015), article “Breaking out of Prison and into Print,” it is worth to assert that ex-offenders have a lot to offer to the discipline of criminal justice and criminology. Ex-offender has a lot of criminal experience and literature which can be very informative to the criminal justice administrators (Jeffrey et al., 2015). They have a wide understanding of the hidden and complex language of criminals such as graffiti and “Sheng” language. They have the adequate understanding of the language of crime, and hence they can benefit the criminal justice and criminology departments. The former inmates should be granted the opportunity to attend national conferences since they can serve as original materials to help the college students understand the dimensions of crime and the potential effects. Their findings can be of great significance in posing a solution to the hidden and threatening criminal specs in the context of universities and colleges. To break into print, the incarcerated prisoners can present a fair request to the prison manager to publish the article. This is by giving the emphasis that the print will be of great significance to the wider public. The prisoner may then surrender the manuscript to the manager by for approval and affirmation of the authenticity of the print.
In reflection to Robert et al., 2016 work, researchers should feel free to carry out ethnographic research despite the evident biases. The benefits of the study outcomes significantly outweigh the potential biases. This is because the research will stand a chance to shed light on the common and manageable challenges encountered by the group. It will also form a basis for intervention to the issues with the study groups based on the outlined risks. A researcher who is employed at a college or university should be given the confidentiality among other basic requirements of research (Robert et al., 2016).  It should be noted that research is bound to strict cannons which help in maintaining ethics and legality of the study. Thus, the researcher should be given the autonomy and confidentially to safeguard the study outcomes to abide by the principles of effective research while protecting his study participants. It would be appropriate for professors who are conducting field studies to undergo some among other programs. This will help by reminding them about the anticipated challenges and means to address. It will also help by reminding the significance of each study participant in the effort to ensure only ethical practices are put in place. 
Critical Question: In what ways can researchers in ethnographic studies ensure validity and reliability for their findings? 
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