CRCJ 5381-001: CRIME AND PUBLIC POLICY
Spring 2015

Instructor:	Jaya Davis
Office:		UH 304
Office Phone:	817-272-3318	
E-mail:		jbdavis@uta.edu

Office hours:	10:00 – 11:30 Mondays
		10:00 – 11:30 Wednesdays

Class location: UTASF 
Day/Times: M/W 6:00-9:20

Course Materials: 
Readings will primarily consist of academic research articles. Citations will be provided for you to access assigned materials. Readings not available through electronic databases will be located on Blackboard.

Description of Course Content: 
This course addresses crime and criminal justice policy. Emphasis is on the examination of political forces that shape criminal justice responses and policy initiatives. In the context of theoretical paradigms, the impact of race, class, economics, and gender on development of criminal justice public policy is examined.	

Student Learning Outcomes:
· Have an understanding of issues and trends related to policy making in various areas of criminal justice policy
· Have an understanding of what factors contribute to policy making
· Be able to critically assess the differences between evidence based policy and ideological policy
· Identify the role of media and political forces in shaping criminal justice policy
· Critically assess intended and unintended consequences of criminal justice policy

Drop Policy: Students may drop or swap (adding and dropping a class concurrently) classes through self-service in MyMav from the beginning of the registration period through the late registration period. After the late registration period, students must see their academic advisor to drop a class or withdraw. Undeclared students must see an advisor in the University Advising Center. Drops can continue through a point two-thirds of the way through the term or session. It is the student's responsibility to officially withdraw if they do not plan to attend after registering. Students will not be automatically dropped for non-attendance. Repayment of certain types of financial aid administered through the University may be required as the result of dropping classes or withdrawing. Contact the Financial Aid Office for more information.
Americans with Disabilities Act:  The University of Texas at Arlington is on record as being committed to both the spirit and letter of all federal equal opportunity legislation, including the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA). All instructors at UT Arlington are required by law to provide "reasonable accommodations" to students with disabilities, so as not to discriminate on the basis of that disability. Any student requiring an accommodation for this course must provide the instructor with official documentation in the form of a letter certified by the staff in the Office for Students with Disabilities, University Hall 102. Only those students who have officially documented a need for an accommodation will have their request honored. Information regarding diagnostic criteria and policies for obtaining disability-based academic accommodations can be found at www.uta.edu/disability or by calling the Office for Students with Disabilities at (817) 272-3364.

Academic Integrity: It is the philosophy of The University of Texas at Arlington that academic dishonesty is a completely unacceptable mode of conduct and will not be tolerated in any form. All persons involved in academic dishonesty will be disciplined in accordance with University regulations and procedures. Discipline may include suspension or expulsion from the University. According to the UT System Regents’ Rule 50101, §2.2, "Scholastic dishonesty includes but is not limited to cheating, plagiarism, collusion, the submission for credit of any work or materials that are attributable in whole or in part to another person, taking an examination for another person, any act designed to give unfair advantage to a student or the attempt to commit such acts." 

Student Support Services Available: The University of Texas at Arlington has established a variety of programs to help students meet the challenges of college life. Support to students includes advising, counseling, mentoring, tutoring, supplemental instruction, and writing assistance. For a complete list of academic support services, visit the Academic Assistance resource page of the Office of Student Success Programs, www.uta.edu/uac/studentsuccess/academic-assistance. To help students address personal, academic and career concerns, individual counseling is also available. For more information, students are encouraged to contact Counseling Services www.counseling.uta.edu at (817) 272-3671 or visit a counselor in 216 Davis Hall. 

Electronic Communication Policy: The University of Texas at Arlington has adopted the University “MavMail” address as the sole official means of communication with students. MavMail is used to remind students of important deadlines, advertise events and activities, and permit the University to conduct official transactions exclusively by electronic means. For example, important information concerning registration, financial aid, payment of bills, and graduation are now sent to students through the MavMail system. All students are assigned a MavMail account. Students are responsible for checking their MavMail regularly. Information about activating and using MavMail is available at http://www.uta.edu/oit/email/. There is no additional charge to students for using this account, and it remains active even after they graduate from UT Arlington.

CRCJ Librarian Contact: John Dillard (dillard@uta.edu)


Course requirements:

Exam 1			35%
Exam 2			35%
Discussant			20%
Class Participation		10%

Reading:  Readings are expected to be completed before the class for which the readings are assigned. Familiarity with the material facilitates understanding and ability to participate in discussion.

Exams (2) - There will be two exams, each worth 35% of your grade. Exams will be graded on thoroughness and accuracy of answers provided as well as the grammar and clarity of the writing.

Class Participation:  Both class attendance and participation are strongly encouraged as well as expected.  As this is a graduate class, a major component of the learning that takes place is through interaction with classmates. Class participation is 10% of the final grade. Participation points will be earned by the quality of participation. Being present does not automatically earn participation points. Full participation points will be earned from making relevant contributions to the class discussions that are grounded in the readings. 

Discussant  – Class discussants will be assigned to each topic. The discussants will be responsible for guiding class discussion related to each topic. Discussants will have prepared two questions per assigned topic to pose the class to generate discussion on the topic. Questions must be submitted to the instructor via email by noon of the day of the assigned topic. This assignment is worth 20% of the overall grade. Evaluations will be made on relevance and thoughtfulness of questions.  



The grading scale for this course will be:
A ------------------------100-90 		
B ------------------------89-80
C ------------------------79-70
D ------------------------69-60
Below 60 = F

Course Outline:
 Please note that the following is the desired course outline. The instructor reserves the right to change the schedule found below. Each student is responsible for any changes as announced during class discussions and lectures. 


Academic Calendar
Be prepared to discuss the readings assigned to the topic for each class meeting.

Jan 21 – Introductions; Syllabus - Discussion topics: Biology and Mental Health
Biology Readings:
Moffitt, T. E., Ross, S. & Raine, A. (2011). Crime and biology. In J. Q. Wilson & J. Petersilia (Eds.), Crime and public policy (pp. 53-87). New York, NY: Oxford Press.
	(Available on Blackboard)
Roque, M., Welsh, B. C., & Raine, A. (2012). Biosocial criminology and modern crime prevention. Journal of Criminal Justice, 40, 306-312.
Wright, J. P., & Cullen, F. T. (2012). The future of biosocial criminology: Beyond scholars’ professional ideology. Journal of Contemporary Criminal Justice, 28, 237-253.

Mental Health Readings:
Raphael, S., & Stoll, M. A. (2013). Assessing the contribution of the deinstitutionalization of the mentally ill to growth in the US incarceration rate. The Journal of Legal Studies, 42.
	(Available on Blackboard)
Swartz, J. A., & Lurigio, A. (2007).Serious mental illness and arrest: The generalized mediating effect of substance abuse. Crime and Delinquency, 53, 581-604.
Houser, K. A., Belenko, S., & Brennan, P. K. (2011). The effects of mental health and substance abuse disorders on institutional misconduct among female inmates. Justice Quarterly, 29, 799-828.
Smith, K. L. (2012). Lost souls: Constitutional implications for the deficiencies in treatment for persons with mental illness in custody. Golden Gate University Law Review, 42, 497-523.
Miller, S. L., & Perelman, A. M. (2009). Mental health courts: An overview and redefinition of tasks and goals. Law and Psychology Review, 33, 113-123.


Jan 26 – Drugs and Guns
Drugs Readings:
Anti-Drug Abuse Act of 1986 – Bill Summary
	http://thomas.loc.gov/cgi-bin/bdquery/z?d099:HR05729:@@@D&summ2=m&
Caulkins, J. P. (1997). Are mandatory minimum drug sentences cost-effective? RAND Corporation. Retrieved from: http://www.rand.org/pubs/research_briefs/RB6003/index1.html
Bonneau, A. B. (2013) Offensive drug offenses: Applying procedural justice theory to drug sentencing in the United States and United Kingdom, Boston University Law Review, 93, 1485-1521.
Anderson, T. L. (2013). Chapter 11. Dimensions of women’s power in the illicit drug economy. In M. Chesney-Lind & L. Pasko (Eds.). Girls, Women, and Crime (2nd ed.) (pp. 155-170). Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage. (Available on Blackboard)
Mitchell, O., Wilson, D. B., Eggers, A., & MacKenzie, D. L. (2012). Assessing the effectiveness of drug courts on recidivism: A meta-analytic review of traditional and non-traditional drug courts. Journal of Criminal Justice, 40, 60-71.

Gun Readings:
Phillips, S., & Maume, M. O. (2007). Have gun will shoot?: Weapon instrumentality, intent, and the violent escalation of conflict. Homicide Studies, 11, 272-294.
Stolzenberg, L., & D’Alessio, S. J. (2000). Gun availability and violent crime: New evidence from the National Incident-Based Reporting System. Social Forces, 78, 1461-1482.
Braga, A. A., & Pierce, G. L. (2005). Disrupting illegal firearms markets in Boston: The effects of Operation Ceasefire on the supply of new handguns to criminals. Criminology and Public Policy, 4, 717-748.
Kleck, G. (2009). Mass shootings in schools: The worst possible case for gun control. American Behavioral Scientist, 52, 1447-1464.
Vittes, K. A., Vernick, J. S., & Webster, D. W. (2013). Legal status and source of offenders’ firearms in states with the least stringent criteria for gun ownership. Injury Prevention, 19, 26-31.




Jan 28 –Race/Ethnicity and Family
Race/Ethnicity Readings:
Truman, J., Langton, L, & Planty, M. (2013). Criminal victimization, 2012. U.S. Department of Justice, Office of Justice Programs, Bureau of Justice Statistics, NCJ 243389.
Feldmeyer, B., Steffensmeier, D., & Ulmer, J. T. (2013). Racial/ethnic composition and violence: Size-of-place variations in percent black and percent Latino effects on violence rates. Sociological Forum, 28, 811-841.
Ulmer, J. T., Harris, C. T., & Steffensmeier, D. (2012). Racial and ethnic disparities in structural disadvantage and crime: White, Black, and Hispanic comparisons. Social Science Quarterly, 93, 799-819.
Spohn, C. (2013). The effects of the offender’s race, ethnicity, and sex on federal sentencing outcomes in the guidelines era. Law and Contemporary Problems, 76, 75-104.
Harris, C. T., & Feldmeyer, B. (2013). Latino immigration and White, Black, and Latino violent crime: A comparison of traditional and non-traditional immigrant destinations. Social Science Research, 42, 202-216.

Family Readings:
van de Rakt, M., Nieuwbeerta, P., & Apel, R. (2009). Association of criminal convictions between family members: Effects of siblings, fathers and mothers. Criminal Behaviour and Mental Health, 19, 94-108.
Beaver, K. M. (2013). The familial concentration and transmission of crime. Criminal Justice and Behavior, 40, 139-155.
Theobald, D., Farrington, D. P., & Piquero, A. R. (2013). Childhood broken homes and adult violence: An analysis of moderators and mediators. Journal of Criminal Justice, 41, 44-52.
Piquero, A. R., Farrington, D. P., Welsh, B. C., Tremblay, R., & Jennings, W. C. (2009). Effects of early family/parent training programs on antisocial behavior and delinquency. Journal of Experimental Criminology, 5, 83-120.

Feb 2 – Juveniles
Juveniles Readings:
Platt, A. (1974). The Triumph of benevolence: The origins of the juvenile justice system in the United States. In R. Quinney (Ed.) , Criminal Justice in America (pp. 362-389). Little Brown and Company. 
	(Available on Blackboard)
Howell, J. C. (2009). Superpredators and other myths about juvenile delinquency. In Preventing and reducing juvenile delinquency: A comprehensive framework (2nd ed.). Sage Publications. 
	(Available on Blackboard)
Loeber, R., Menting, B., Lynam, D. R., Moffitt, T. E., Stouthamer-Loeber, M., Stallings, R., et al. (2012). Findings from the Pittsburg Youth Study: Cognitive impulsivity and intelligence as predictors of the age-crime curve. Journal of the American Academy of Child and Adolescent Psychiatry, 51, 1136-1149.
Huizinga, D., Miller, S., & the Conduct Problems Prevention Research Group. (2013). Girls study group: Understanding and responding to girls’ delinquency. U.S. Department of Justice, Office of Justice Programs, Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention, NCJ 238276.
Davis, C. (2013). At-risk girls and delinquency: Career pathways. In M. Chesney-Lind & L. Pasko (Eds.). Girls, Women, and Crime (2nd ed.) (pp. 155-170). Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage. (Available on Blackboard)
Scott, E. S., & Grisso, T. (2005). Developmental incompetence, due process, and juvenile justice policy. North Carolina Law Review, 83. 
	(Available on Blackboard)
Farrington, D., Loeber, R., & Howell, J. C. (2012). Young adult offenders: The need for more effective legislative options and justice processing. Criminology and Public Policy, 11, 729-750.

Feb 4 – Community
Community Readings:
Clear, T. R., Rose, D. R., & Ryder, J. A. (2001). Incarceration and the community: The problem of removing and returning offenders. Crime and Delinquency, 47, 335-351.
Hinkle, J. C. (2013). The relationship between disorder, perceived risk, and collective efficacy: A look into indirect pathways into the broken windows thesis. Criminal Justice Studies: A Critical Journal of Crime, Law, and Society, 26, 408-432. 
	(Available on Blackboard)

Feb 9 – Exam 1

Feb 11 – Labor Markets
Baron, S. W. (2008). Street youth, unemployment and crime: is it that simple? Using General Strain Theory to untangle the relationship, Journal of Criminology and Criminal Justice, 50, 399-434.
Crutchfield, R. D., & Pitchford, S. R. (1997). Work and Crime: the Effects of Labor Stratification, Social Forces, 76, 93-118.
Pettit, B., & Lyons, C. J. (2009). Incarceration and the legitimate labor markets; examining age-graded effects on employment and wages, Law and Society Review, 43, 725-75.
Weiman, D. F. (2007). Barriers to Prisoner’s reentry into the labor market and the social cost of recidivism, Social Research, 74, 575-611.
Aaltonen, M., MacDonald, J. M., Martikainen, P., & Kivivouri, J. (2013). Examining the generality of the unemployment-crime association. Criminology, 51, 561-594.
	(Available on Blackboard)



Feb 16 – Policing and Sex Offenders
Policing Readings:
Hryniewicz, D. (2011). Civilian oversight as a public good: Democratic policing, civilian oversight, and the social. Contemporary Justice Review, 14, 77-83.
Phillips, S. W., & Sobol, J. J. (2010). Twenty years of mandatory arrest: Police decision making in the face of legal requirements. Criminal Justice Policy Review, 21, 98-118. 
Cihan, A., & Wells, W. (2011). Citizens’ opinions about police discretion in criminal investigations. Policing: An international journal of police strategies and management, 34, 347-362.
Drakulich, K. M., & Crutchfield, R. D. (2013). The role of perceptions of police in informal social control: Implications for the racial stratification of crime and control. Social Problems, 60, 383-407.
Black, P. J., & Kari, C. J. (2010). Policing diverse communities: Do gender and minority status make a difference. Journal Of Ethnicity In Criminal Justice, 8(3), 216-229. 

Sex Offenders Readings:
Levenson, J. S., D’Amora, D. A., & Hein, A. L. (2007). Megan’s Law and its impact on community re-entry for sex offenders, Behavioral Sciences and the Law, 25, 587-602.
Zgoba, K., Veysey, B. M., & Dalessandro, M. (2010). An analysis of the effectiveness of community notification and registration: Do the best intentions predict the best practices? Justice Quarterly, 27, 667-691.
Terry, K. J. (2011). What is smart sex offender policy? Criminology and Public 
Policy, 10, 275-282.
Tewksbury, R., Jennings, W. G., & Zgoba, K. M. (2012). A longitudinal examination of sex offender recidivism prior to and following the implementation of SORN. Behavioral Sciences and the Law, 30, 308-328.
Platt, E. R. (2013). Gangsters to greyhounds: The past, present, and future of offender registration. New York University Review of Law and Social Change, 37. 
	(Available on Blackboard)

Feb 18 – Domestic Violence and Gangs
Domestic Violence Readings:
Catalano, S. (2013). Intimate partner violence: Attributes of victimization, 1993-2011. U.S. Department of Justice, Office of Justice Programs, Bureau of Justice Statistics, NCJ 243300.
Buel, S. M. (1999). Fifty obstacles to leaving, a.k.a. Why abuse victims stay. The Colorado Lawyer, 28, 19-28. (Available on Blackboard)
Hirschel, D., Buzawa, E., Pattavina, A., & Faggaini, D. (2008). Domestic violence and mandatory arrest laws: To what extent do they influence police arrest decisions? The Journal of Criminal Law and Criminology, 98, 225-298.
Krienert, J. L., & Walsh, J. A. (2011). My brother’s keeper: A contemporary examination of reported sibling violence using national level data, 200-2005. Journal of Family Violence, 26, 331-342.
Messinger, A. M. (2011). Invisible victims: Same-sex IPV in the National Violence against Women Survey. Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 26, 2228-2243.
Stinson Sr., P. M., & Liederbach, J. (2013). Fox in the henhouse: A study of police officers arrested for crimes associated with domestic and/or family violence. Criminal Justice Policy Review, 24, 601-625.

Gang Readings:
Best practices to address community gang problems: OJJDP’s comprehensive gang model. (2007). U.S. Department of Justice. Retrieved from https://www.ncjrs.gov/pdffiles1/ojjdp/222799.pdf
Barrows, J., & Huff, C. R. (2009). Gangs and public policy: Constructing and deconstructing gang databases. Criminology and Public Policy, 8, 675-703.
Klein, M. W. (2011). Comprehensive gang and violence reduction programs. Criminology and Public Policy, 10, 1037-1044.
Maxson, C. L., Matsuda, K. N., & Hennigan, K. (2011). “Deterrability” among gang and nongang juvenile offenders: Are gang members more (or less) deterrable than other juvenile offender? Crime and Delinquency, 57, 516-543.
Corsaro, N., Brunson, R. K., & McGarrell, E. F. (2013). Problem-oriented policing and open-air drug markets: Examining the Rockford Pulling Levers Deterrence Strategy. Crime and Delinquency, 59, 1085-1107.

Feb 23 – Incarceration and Rehabilitation and Treatment
Incarceration Readings:
Glaze, L. E., & Herberman, E. J. (2013). Correctional populations in the United States, 2012. U.S. Department of Justice, Office of Justice Programs, Bureau of Justice Statistics, NCJ 243936.
Carson, E. A., & Golinelli, D. (2013). Prisoners in 2012: Trends in admissions and releases, 1991-2012. U.S. Department of Justice, Office of Justice Programs, Bureau of Justice Statistics, NCJ 243920.
Wenzel, M., & Thielmann, I. (2006). Why we punish in the name of justice: Just desert versus value restoration and the role of social identity. Social Justice Research, 19, 450-470.
Crank, B. R., & Brezina, T. (2013). “Prison will either make ya or break ya”: Punishment, deterrence, and the criminal lifestyle. Deviant Behavior, 34, 782-8002.
Wermink, H., Apel, R., Nieuwbeerta, P., & Blokland, A. A. J. (2013). The incapacitation effect of first-time imprisonment: A matched samples comparison. Journal of Quantitative Criminology, 29, 579-600.
Kyle, P. H. (2013). Contracting for performance: Restructuring the private prison market. William and Mary Law Review, 54, 2087-2114.
Sampson, R. (2011). The incarceration ledger: Toward a new era in assessing societal consequences. Criminology and Public Policy, 10, 819-828.



Rehabilitation and Treatment Readings: 
Martinson, R. (1974). What Works?
(Available on Blackboard)
Lipsey, M. W., & Cullen, L. T. (2007). The effectiveness of correctional rehabilitation: A review of systematic reviews. Annual Review of Law and Social Science, 3, 297-320.
Kim, B., Merlo, A. V., & Benekos, P. J. (2013). Effective correctional intervention programmes for juveniles: Review and synthesis of meta-analytic evidence. International Journal of Policy Science and Management, 15, 169-189.

Feb 25 – Community Corrections and Re-entry and Women, Crime, and Criminal Justice
Community Corrections and Re-entry Readings:
Maruschak, L. M., & Bonczar, T. P. (2013). Probation and parole in the United States, 2012. U.S. Department of Justice, Office of Justice Programs, Bureau of Justice Statistics, NCJ 243826. 
Wolff, N., Shi, J., & Schuhmann, B. E. (2012). Reentry preparedness among soon-to-be-releasead inmates and the role of time served. Journal of Criminal Justice, 40, 379-385.
DeMichele, M., & Payne, B. K. (2012). Measuring community corrections’ officials’ perceptions of goals, strategies, and workload from a systems perspective: Differences between directors and nondirectors. The Prison Journal, 92, 388-410.
Mitchell, D., Tafrate, R. C., Hogan, T., & Olver, M. E. (2013). An exploration of the association between criminal thinking and community program attrition. Journal of Criminal Justice, 41, 81-89. 
Mears, D. P., & Cochran, J. C. (2012). U.S. prisoner reentry health care policy in international perspective: Service gaps and the moral and public health implications. The Prison Journal, 92, 175-202. 
Garland, B., Wodahl, E., & Schuhmann, R. (2013). Value conflict and public opinion toward prisoner reentry initiatives. Criminal Justice Policy Review, 24, 27-48.

Women, Crime, and Criminal Justice:
Mir, T. (2013). Trick or treat: Why minors engaged in prostitution should be treated as victims, not criminals. Family Court Review, 51, 163-177.
 Pyett, P., & Warr, D. (2013). Chapter 10. Women at risk in sex work: Strategies for survival. In M. Chesney-Lind & L. Pasko (Eds.). Girls, Women, and Crime (2nd ed.) (pp. 143-152). Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage. (Available on Blackboard)
Becker, S., & McCorkel, J. A. (2011). The gender of criminal opportunity: The impact of male co-offenders on women’s crime. Feminist Criminology, 6, 79-110.
Leverentz, A. (2013). Chapter 16. People, places, and things: How female ex-prisoners negotiate their neighborhood context. In M. Chesney-Lind & L. Pasko (Eds.). Girls, Women, and Crime (2nd ed.) (pp. 229-247). Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage. (Available on Blackboard)
Lonsway, K. A., Paynich, R., & Hall, J. N. (2013). Sexual harassment in law enforcement: Incidence, impact, and perception. Police Quarterly, 16, 177-210.

[bookmark: _GoBack]Mar 2 – Final Exam


