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Discussion
According to the article by "Prison Architecture and Inmate Misconduct," the best perspective that best explains inmate misconduct is the deprivation perspective. When an inmate feels his environment is not conducive such as poor bedding, massive congestion, and malnutrition reported among the inmates, there is a high likelihood the inmates will respond with violence and misconduct (Morris & Worrall, 2014). Moreover, inmates who feel they are not given the correct dignity while serving their sentence are likely to be violent as they respond to their frustrations. Referencing my study of the type of prison architecture that would be best at deterring staff-inmate inappropriate relationships is a panopticon to ensure a focus increased on prisoner surveillance. Additionally, based on week five readings, I opine Texas prisons should offer conjugal visits to their inmates. The inmates need to have an opportunity to be with family and desire to be better and conduct their lives better while in prison to get a chance to go home. Therefore, Texas prison wardens need to support conjugal visits as they will also reduce cases reported about inappropriate relationships between the inmates and the wardens. 
An article by Pleggenkuhle and colleagues (2018) explains about 25 percent of the inmates have not received a visit during their incarcerations. Thus, those who do not receive visits can still experience some positive benefits of visitation by having letters and videos sent to close relatives. The intent is to ensure the inmate gets the necessary emotional attachment from their immediate family. As long as the inmate can still draw some form of emotional support from loved ones, then there is a high likelihood the inmate will be at his best while in prison and ensure they are willing to serve a sentence and be committed to transforming. Moreover, the inmates who have limited contact with the relatives outside prison can only have memories shared during milestones stages in their lives. For instance, sharing birthdays, anniversaries, and other significant milestones in their careers for their children and spouses will keep them emotionally attached to the family. 
According to the article (Incarcerated Fatherhood: The Entanglements of Child Support Debt and Mass Imprisonment) Lynne Haney's primary focus on incarcerated fathers (Haney, 2018). In my opinion, the incarcerated mothers who are pregnant need to be allowed to live with their children for the first two to at most three years with their babies. Once the paper is three years, then they can be assigned to another primary caregiver until the mother finishes serving a sentence, and they can be re-united. The essence of having newborns is to provide them with much-needed support at the early stages of children's life. But once the child is three years they need to be allowed to experience the rest of the world with much freedom outside the prison walls. It would be unfair to keep a child in prison once they are of a certain age without committing a crime. Unfortunately, once the inmate mothers are released, there is a possibility they will be tangled up with the child support system and opt for crime, given they have no stable jobs due to their existing record. Plus, with the limited support from the government to provide inmates with necessary child care support, mothers might be forced to turn to crime. Finally, social service agencies, society, and criminal justice agencies can help male ex-convicts be considered viable partners by offering them rehabilitation programs that put them in job placements opportunities. For instance, the male ex-convicts can be given jobs with three to six months’ probation; once they are successful, they can be employed full-time. The essence is to make the male ex-convicts potential providers to society. 
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