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Introduction
Prison privatization occurs when the state or the government enters into a contract with a non-government third party in overseeing or managing a prison or a jail. Prisons have for the last 30 years continued to experience difficulties in management due to the continual increase in the population. Over two million people are currently under prison management in US. This is a large population which implies a lot of pressure on the prison resources (Ransley & Mazerolle, 2017). This paper looks at arguments against privatization of adult jails and prisons which are more convincing. Furthermore, the paper also looks at convincing arguments that are in favor of privatization of such services.
Convincing Arguments against Privatization of Adult Jails
[bookmark: _GoBack]Prison privatization faces a lot of battles with many researchers giving arguments against such moves. Most of the private organizations focus on saving for profit maximization without looking keenly at the quality. First and foremost, I find the argument that the right to inflict correctional punishment to an individual belongs to the state more convincing. Since through criminal justice system we deprive individuals of their rights, there is a need that only the government conducts such action. Giving such rights to a private entity opens other instances of abuse of rights since the private organization might have an objective which varies from that of the government. There is a possibility for the rise in issues such as vigilantism which therefore makes such a move inappropriate (Friedman & Parenti, 2013).
Profit making organizations have high chances of providing effective services which would in return encourage prisoners to stay. Provision of better services such as education, treatment and job training can easily work against the role of prison and thus congest these facilities. Inmates who receive good services may not want to reform and therefore might easily re-offend since the environment given is better and conducive for a long stay. Thus, privatization might increase instances of re-sentence and re-incarceration making it hard to reduce the number of prisoners. This would be contrary to the policies and aim of the correctional facilities as per the state law which is the reduction of the need (Feeley, 2014). Therefore, I find this reason more convincing.
The argument that Privatization would undermine the goals and moral foundation in a criminal justice system is also more convincing.  This is possible through the subjection of bad treatment to human beings. Although privatization would assure custody, care is an aspect which might easily be compromised in private prisons with an aim to maximize profits. There is a high chance therefore that the prisoners be treated badly in an effort to cut costs. This not only has negative implications on the role of prisons but also affects the prisoner. The more inmates are badly treated, the more, they become worse and thus the more we create future victims. In addition, private prisons have been found to compromise when it comes to staff training and also the number of staff employed to handle the inmates with the aim on cost reduction (Friedman & Parenti, 2013). Therefore, with private prisons, we may not be sure about treatment and the care accorded to prisoners which therefore undermines the aim of these facilities.
Convincing Arguments in Favor of Privatization of Correctional Services
There are, however, some arguments in favor of privatization of correctional services which I also found more convincing.  One major argument is based on the reduction of the costs to the government. It is a plain fact that the amount paid to the private organizations to care for prisoners is less than that which would be spent if the government itself housed them. The amount of money paid is also a constant figure thus making government planning easier now that private prisons are paid per inmate (Button, 2012). Circumstances, where the cost for of inmates may vary from one to another, are ignored which therefore reduces the costs on the government side. Furthermore, since the private prisons may not necessarily follow the rules as per the state-owned prisons which have bureaucratic tendencies, the cost is also reduced. For instance, a guard employed in the private prison might be paid less money compared to the one in the government facility which ultimately translates into low government costs (Button, 2012). Therefore, cost reduction on the government part is a more convincing reason.
Supporters of private prisons argue that they are safer with better living conditions. Since it is a kind of private competitive business, they try as much as possible to ensure the standards set meet the federal expectation and thus through this, they can get more inmates. In fact, a study done by National Institute of Justice indicates that the quality of services is better in private than in public prisons. Furthermore, the study also indicates a reduction in the rate of repeat offenders. For example, a study at Arkansas private prison revealed that 659 women were released from the prison and five years after, only 19% had re-offended in comparison to the average rate inclusive of both the private and public prisoners which lied between 32 to 50% (National Institute of Corrections, 2018). These statistics, therefore, reveal more convincing evidence that private prisons, even though have their own challenges, have better living conditions with a low rate of re-offense.
Conclusion
In conclusion, it is indeed true that there the issue of prison privatization remains an area of great concern. This is due to the different approach among the researchers with some arguing in favour of it and some against it, with each having some more convincing arguments which cannot be ignored. Those who are for it always focus on the issue of reduction of the costs on the government side while those against argue that the role of prisons would greatly be undermined if privatization of correction services is taken with full force since their focus is mostly on profit maximization that might compromise quality.
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