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Re-entry and Reintegration.
Introduction.
 The incarcerated convicts in the United States have been increasing over the past years. This contributes to a high number of released ex-offenders in the community. However, high numbers of these ex-offenders are likely to return in prison as they fail to cope with the reformed environment outside. This puts the government in pressure of ensuring that re-entry programs are put in place to prevent situations that risk ex-offenders being arrested again. Different scholars have also acted on the issue and analyzed effective measures to ensure the success of re-entry and reintegration of ex-offenders. 
Overview of the Articles.
 The first article by Scroggins & Malley (2010), talks about the factors that contribute to the failure of the re-entry process in women. The author describes women as a marginalized group which excludes them from many opportunities in the real world, therefore, making them vulnerable to engaging in unlawful activities. The article by Raphael (2011), discusses the economic and stigma challenges faced by low-skilled male ex-offenders when coping with the environment outside the prison. 
 The third article, by Petersili (2004), analyses several scholarly reviews on re-entry programs that have been effective. The author agrees that re-entry should be progressive in monitoring the ex-offenders and ensuring they do not return to jail. The fourth article is "Prisoner Re-entry Programs" by Jonson &Cullen (2015). The authors explain that problems with re-entry result from a high number of former prisoners and that the success of the process should begin by preparing prisoners through education and skills. The fifth article by Fox (2011) focuses on the role of the community in ensuring successful re-entry and reintegration of ex-offenders in the society. 
 The five articles explain their study by analyzing the population of former prisoners. The first article uses the female population to describe challenges faced by women from prison when trying to adjust in society (Scroggins &Malley 2010). The second article uses the low-skilled male population and especially the marginalized such as the African-Americans. The fourth article shows the possibility of recidivism based on the race, gender, and age of victims. The fourth article briefly talks about how ex-offenders are viewed based on the type of crime they committed (Jonson &Cullen, 2015). The third and fifth articles do not distinguish the target population but rather generalizes. 
Populations, Similarities, Differences, and Lessons from the Articles.
 The five articles focus their discussion on the success and failure of re-entry programs in the United States. The articles also describe similar challenges such as lack of employment opportunities, housing, and psychological support negatively affect re-entry and reintegration of former offenders. They, however, differ in the population they focus on their analysis. For example, according to Jonson &Cullen (2015), black ex-offenders are more likely to be arrested than whites. Their diversity typically identifies Ex-offenders. Jonson &Cullen (2015) provide the lesson that to attain "equal diversity," certain population must be generalized. For example, ex-offenders can be distinguished into outstanding demographic such as gender, and based on problems such as unemployment and this will ensure the effectiveness of re-entry programs. 
 Generalizing populations is critical in research on community re-integration. It allows researchers to analyze ex-offenders to be analyzed based on their strengths and personal characters rather than being associated with a group and this encourages ideas such as encouraging ex-offenders to engage in pro-social activities such as offering voluntary services in a homeless soup kitchen (Scroggins &Malley 2010). This, as a result, fosters community integration.
Conclusion.
From the above discussion, it is determined that the failure of re-entry by ex-offenders is attributed to the lack of effective programs that support the process (Petersili, 2004). Solving this challenge requires collaboration between the researcher and the state. The public should also be involved through informing them on their role in supporting the rehabilitation of ex-offenders through reintegration. 
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