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CJA740 – Community Corrections, Probation & Parole           

January 11th  – March 24th, 2010

Instructor:  Kevin S. Rentner, MSCJA

Ph: 360-957-6706 (cell)

kevin.rentner@adjunct.chaminade.edu 

krentner@hotmail.com
Welcome to CJ 740.  I am very excited for us to learn together.  Breathe life into our on-line learning: share a little about yourself with your classmates. Here is a brief bit about me.  I am a Community Corrections Supervisor with the Washington Department of Corrections, leading 10 community corrections officers (essentially probation and parole officers) in the supervision of 350 convicted felons, including 100 sex offenders.  I also previously supervised a state work release facility with 60 inmates and a staff of 16 contractors and three state employees.  Prior to joining DOC, I was an Army officer, serving 24 years in Military Intelligence.  Almost half of my career was spent in counterintelligence positions, investigating and countering espionage and terrorism.  I received a B.A. in Political Science from the University of Washington and an MSCJA from Chaminade.  My professional memberships include the American Correctional Association and the American Probation & Parole Association.  

Course Description:

From the Chaminade Catalog: “An analysis of the techniques of probation, parole, after-care supervision and related services.”  [Sorry, that’s all the catalog says.]

Student Learning Outcomes: Upon course completion, students will understand:

1) The relationship of community corrections to other components of the CJ system (institutional corrections, the courts and law enforcement) 

2) Different models of probation and parole services related to the branches of government, political influences, and to the purposes of corrections.

3) Pretrial and presentencing services, and diversion programs.

4) Offender reentry, bridging programs (halfway houses), offender rehabilitation, and current research on “what works” (evidence-based practices) in corrections.

5) Significant contemporary issues in community corrections and their historical antecedents.

Assessment: 

Students will demonstrate mastery of learning outcomes by:

1) Discussing the history of American community corrections and how the history shaped community corrections today.

2) Discussing the most important contemporary issues in community corrections.

3) Listing the roles and functions of probation and parole officers and discussing the perceived role conflicts caused by the competing “Corrections” and “Justice” models of the CJ system. 

4) Explaining the differences between the adult and juvenile criminal justice systems and the supervision of adults and juveniles in the community.

5) Discussing how you see the future of community corrections. 

Grading will be according to the MSCJA standard:

A  =  92% and above

B  =  80-92%

C  =  70-79% 

F  =  less than 70%

You will be graded as follows:


Paper #1:  20 points.


Paper #2:  20 points


Legal Case Brief(s) (team project): 20 points.


Final Exam: 20 points


Class Participation: 20 points (2 points per week!!)

Paper #1 Interview a community corrections practitioner (e.g., probation, parole, community corrections, community supervision or pretrial services officer or agent).  What are his/her duties and responsibilities, both formal and informal?  What training and education does his/her agency require before and during employment?  How does he/she interact with offenders, offenders’ families and employers, counselors and rehabilitation services, law enforcement agencies and other criminal justice organizations, and community groups and individuals?   How do these duties, responsibilities, and relationships compare to what you learned in your course readings?  (You are encouraged, but not required, to use other sources and references for this paper.)  Share what you learned with your classmates on the discussion board. 

Paper #2   Interview someone that offers services to offenders in the community.  Examples include, but are not limited to, the following: employment or housing agencies; drug and alcohol counselors; sexual deviancy or domestic violence therapists; halfway house or homeless shelter staff; faith-based charities; education programs; and welfare offices.  What services are offered?  Describe the person’s experience with offenders.  What relationship has the person had with community corrections practitioners? You may want to use the format on page 209 of the Alarid et al text to organize your interview plan.  Share what you learned with your classmates on the discussion board.  

Paper requirements:

a. The APA style must be used for citing works used.  Examples of APA citations are here: . http://www.library.cornell.edu/resrch/citmanage/apa
b. You must credit the sources for all facts or ideas that are not your own unless the information is “public knowledge,” which normally means there are at least three sources that give the same information.  Place all direct quotes in quotation marks.  Do not make minor wording or syntax changes from an original source and claim it as your own work.  Plagiarism will result in a failing grade on the paper.  If in doubt, cite it.

c. The papers (and your interviews) should explore the subjects in detail.  It is unlikely any subject could be adequately covered in two pages.  But if all key points can be made in four-to-five pages, you won’t score extra credit by submitting a verbose, 30-page treatise.  Sometimes, “less is more.”

d. I encourage effective writing, i.e., writing with a purpose and in a manner that is clearly understood.  

1) Have one controlling idea and put the “Bottom Line Up Front (BLUF).  Then organize the body of the paper to coherently support your controlling idea.  

2) Use relatively short paragraphs; each should normally have one main supporting idea related to the controlling idea.  

3) Use a summary to tie it all together.  In other words, tell me what you are going to say, then say it, then tell me what you said.  

4) Use active voice and avoid very long sentences with numerous clauses.  

5) “Packaging” with bullets, subparagraphs, etc. appeals to the eye and helps convey ideas.  

6) Excessive spelling, grammatical or typographical errors decrease writing effectiveness and will be considered in grading the paper. 

Legal Case Briefs: You will be with a team of one or two other students.  Your team will review one or two assigned Supreme Court cases.  

For each case, prepare a paper (brief) of no more than 2 pages as follows:

1)  Case Title

2)  Issue:  What was the legal question the court was deciding?

3)  Facts:  Briefly summarize the case in your own words.

4)  Held:  What was the Court's decision?  Briefly summarize the Court's reasoning behind the decision.

5)  Significance:  Why was/is the ruling significant to community corrections practice and theory? This may require you to review your readings and, possibly, do some other limited research.

Attendance:
“Attendance” for an on-line class seems an oxymoron, but is essential for learning.  You can attend in one of two ways (or both).

1. Chat:  Though I realize not everyone may be able to participate due to job conflicts etc., this is an awesome and fun way to learn. (As long as you inform me of such conflicts ahead of time, you will not be penalized for missing these sessions).  For this class, I will meet with students on Wednesdays, from 5:15 to 7:15 P.M. Hawaiian Standard Time for “class discussions.” Before and after each class, I will also be available for questions and answers and to “talk story.”  We will simulate a traditional classroom setting through these sessions.

2. Discussion Boards: Students can use the Discussion function at any time.  I will attempt to post both my own questions to students as well as reiterate some of the good questions and comments from the Wednesday classroom sessions.  I will frequently review discussion threads and emails.   You will also participate in small group discussions.  I may also ask you to post discussion questions. Here are some standard courtesies and expectations for the discussion boards:

· Review the discussion threads thoroughly before entering the discussion. 

· Try to maintain threads by using the "Reply" button rather starting a new topic.

· Do not make insulting or inflammatory statements to other members of the discussion group. Be respectful of other’s ideas. 

· Be patient; read the comments of others thoroughly before entering your remarks. 

· Respond in a thoughtful and timely manner.

3. Additionally, I will consider the following in awarding participation points:
-- Late additions to discussion threads from previous units, e.g., you learn relevant information about indeterminate sentencing during the unit on parole and choose to share that info by adding to the discussion for Unit 1.

-- Webliography additions.
Textbooks:

Required:

Alarid, L.F., Cromwell, P, and Del Carmen, R.V. (2008), Community-Based Corrections (7th ed.), Belmont, CA:  Thompson-Wadsworth

Festervan, E., (2000), Survival Guide for New Probation Officers, Lanham, MD: American Correctional Association

Additionally, several other articles and legal cases are required. All required and recommended PowerPoint (.ppt) documents and some Adobe Portable Document Format (.pdf) documents are available through the “Doc Sharing” tool on the course website.  There are links available from this syllabus and the “Webliography” tool for all on-line readings. See the attached course outline. 

Course Website address:  http://chaminade.ecollege.com 

Hardware Requirements:  eCollege is accessible from most PCs and Macintosh computers with a reliable internet connection.  I recommend the use of the free Mozilla Firefox web browser for accessing the chat function in eCollege.

Software Requirements: Microsoft Word; Microsoft PowerPoint; Adobe Acrobat Reader; an Internet web browser.  I recommend the use of the free Mozilla Firefox web browser for accessing the chat function in eCollege.  You can download it at http://www.mozilla.com/en-US/
Students With Disabilities.  It is the student’s responsibility to self identify with the Director of Personal Counseling in order to receive accommodations.  Only those students with appropriate documentation will receive services.  Contact the Director of Personal Counseling at (808) 739-4603 or email:   jyasuhar@chaminade.edu.

Technical support: Try the Help button on the website.  If you still have problems, contact the Chaminade eCollege helpdesk at: helpdesk@chaminade.ecollege.com, or call toll free at: (866) 647-0654.

eCollege Account Support:  Call 808-739-8327 or email Jon Nakasone at  jnakason@chaminade.edu.

Course Outline

CJA 740 COMMUNITY CORRECTIONS, PROBATION & PAROLE 

Week 1 – January 11th - 17th, 2010:  Introduction and History of Community Corrections:  Goals of Corrections; Probation History; Parole History; Community Corrections as a Profession; Determinate vs. indeterminate sentencing; Probation & Parole statistics. 


Readings:

Required:

Alarid, L.F., Cromwell, P, and Del Carmen, R.V. (2008), Community-Based Corrections (7th ed.), Belmont, CA:  Thompson-Wadsworth, pp. 3-19, 77-88 and 233-244

Festervan, E., (2000), Survival Guide for New Probation Officers, Lanham: MD: American Correctional Association, pp.1-14

Petersilia, J. (1998, Spring), Probation in the United States, Perspectives, 22, 32-46 and (1998, Summer),  [.pdf doc]

   Recommended:  Bureau of Justice Statistics, Probation and Parole in the United States, 2006, retrieved 10/25/09 from http://www.ojp.usdoj.gov/bjs/pub/pdf/ppus06.pdf
Week 2  - January 18th – 24th, 2010:  Pretrial and Presentence Services; and Alternative Sentencing: Pretrial services; Bail; Presentence Investigations; Risk and Needs Assessments;  Diversion Programs and Deferred Prosecution; Fines, Community Service and Work Crews; Restorative Justice.

Case Briefs will be assigned by 01/18/10.


Readings:


Required:  


Alarid et. al., pp. 22-35, 40-59, skim pp. 64-74

Bureau of Justice Statistics, Pretrial Release of Felony Defendants in State Courts retrieved 10/25/09 from http://www.ojp.usdoj.gov/bjs/pub/pdf/prfdsc.pdf
Week 3 -  January 25th – January 31st, 2010: Probation:  Supervision, Conditions, Violations, Revocation, Roles of the Probation Officer

Readings:

Required:


Alarid et. al., pp. 90-100, 102-104, 110-126, 139-147, 151-154


Festervan, pp. 14-24, 53-62 


Recommended:


Festervan, pp. 45-52, 63-67

Week 4 – February 1st – February 7th, 2010:  Conditional Release: Discretionary and Mandatory Release;  Parole and Postrelease Supervision:  Prison population crisis; Parole Boards; Parole Conditions; Revocation 

Readings:


Required:  


Alarid et al, pp. 242-252, 259-274, 282-303

Petersilia, J. (2000, Summer), Parole and Prison Reentry in the United States, Perspectives, 24, 30-41 and (2000, Fall), 24, 42-49, [.pdf doc]

Recommended:

The Pew Center, One in 31: The Long Reach of American Corrections, retrieved 10/25/09 from: http://www.pewcenteronthestates.org/uploadedFiles/PSPP_1in31_report_FINAL_WEB_3-26-09.pdf
Week 5 – February 8th – 14th, 2010 :  Reentry, Bridging Programs & Intermediate Sanctions:  Jail and Prison Reentry into the Community; Work Release and Halfway Houses; Intensive Supervision; Electronic Home Monitoring; Day Reporting. 

Paper #1 Due 02/08/10

Listening:

CSOSA (2008) Returning Offenders-Reentry from Prison [interview with an offender], retrieved 10/25/09 from: http://media.csosa.gov/podcast/audio/?p=65
Readings:

Required:


Alarid et al, pp. 161-184, 188-207

Solomon, A. et. al., (May 2008), Life After Lockup:  Improving Reentry from 

Jail to the Community, The Urban Institute: Washington D.C., pp. 165-172, retrieved 10/25/09 from: 

http://www.urban.org/UploadedPDF/411660_life_after_lockup.pdf
Rentner, K. (2008), PowerPoint Tour of the Longview Work Release


Recommended:

Burke, P. and Tonry, M. (2006), Successful Transition and Reentry for Safer Communities, CEPP: Silver Springs, MD, retrieved 10/25/09 from:

http://www.cepp.com/documents/A%20Call%20to%20Action%20for%20Parole.pdf
Massarand, M.G. (2004),  Work Release Program Research Project (for Multnomah Co, OR), retrieved 10/25/09 from: 

http://www.lpscc.org/docs/WorkReleaseProgramResearchReportJune2004.pdf
Travis, J., Solomon, A., Waul, M. (2001, June), From Prison to Home: The Dimensions and Consequences of Prisoner Reentry, The Urban Institute: Washington D.C, retrieved 10/25/09 from:

http://www.urban.org/pdfs/from_prison_to_home.pdf
Week 6 – February 15th – 21st, 2010:  Rehabilitation: From Nothing Works to What Works.

Readings:


Required:  

Solomon, A. L. (2006, Spring), Does Parole Supervision Work?  Research Findings and Policy Opportunities, Perspectives, 30, 26-37, retrieved 10/25/09 from: http://www.urban.org/UploadedPDF/1000908_parole_supervision.pdf

National Institute of Corrections, The Principles of Effective Interventions, 
retrieved 10/25/09 from: http://www.nicic.org/ThePrinciplesofEffectiveInterventions
Public Safety Canada, Risk-Need-Responsivity Model for Offender Assessment 


and Rehabilitation, retrieved 10/25/09 from: 

http://www.ps-sp.gc.ca/res/cor/rep/risk_need_200706-eng.aspx#tphp
Lowenkamp, C. and Latessa, E. (2004), “Understanding the Risk Principle:  How & Why Correctional Interventions Can Harm Low Risk Offenders,” Topics in Community Corrections 2004, National Institute of Corrections, retrieved 10/25/09 from: 
http://www.nicic.org/pubs/2004/period266.pdf
Aos, S. et.al. (Washington Institute for Public Policy), Evidence-Based Adult Corrections Programs: What Works and What Does Not, retrieved 10/25/09 from:

http://www.wsipp.wa.gov/rptfiles/06-01-1201.pdf
Latessa, E.J, Improving the Effectiveness of Correctional Programs Through Research, (Presentation, Olympia, WA, Feb. 2008), PDF 

Recommended:

Davidson, J. (PhD, Chaminade!), Crawford, R., and Kerwood, E. (2008, Sep.) “Constructing an EBP Post-Conviction Model of Supervision in United States Probation, District of Hawaii: A Case Study” Federal Probation 72:2, retrieved 10 from: http://www.uscourts.gov/fedprob/September_2008/04_constructing_EBP.html
Week 7 – February 22nd – 28th, 2010:  Engaging the Offender:  Applying What Works (Combining Supervision Styles); PO and Offender Interaction; Officer Safety; Drug Testing and Drug Treatment; Supervision of Sex Offenders and Mentally Ill and Developmentally Challenged Offenders; Motivational Interviewing

Paper #2 Due 02/22/10

Readings:


Required:  


Alarid et al, pp. 126-131

Festervan, pp. 63-108

Bogue, B., Diebel, J., O’Connor, T. (2008, Spring), “Combining Officer Supervision Skills,” Perspectives, 32, 30-45.  [PDF version provided exclusively for our class by the American Probation & Parole Association!]


Recommended:


Clark, M. (2006, Winter), “Entering the Business of Behavior Change: Motivational Interviewing for Probation Staff, Perspectives, 30, 38-45, [part 1 of a 2 part series] retrieved 10/27/09 from: http://www.buildmotivation.com/images/entering_the_business.pdf
Clark, M., Walters, S., Gingerich, R., Metzler, M. (2006, Summer). “Importance, Confidence and Readiness to Change:  Motivational Interviewing for Probation and Parole,” Perspectives, 30, 36-45, [part 2 of a 2 part series] retrieved 10/27/09: http://www.buildmotivation.com/images/appa%202nd%20june%202006.pdf
Davidson, J., Crawford, R., and Kerwood, E. (2008, Sep.) “Constructing an EBP Post-Conviction Model of Supervision in United States Probation, District of Hawaii: A Case Study” Federal Probation 72:2, retrieved 10/27/09 from:
http://www.uscourts.gov/fedprob/September_2008/04_constructing_EBP.html
Prins, S.J. and Draper L. (2009), Improving Outcomes for People with Mental Illnesses Under Community Corrections Supervision: A guide to Research-Informed Policy and Practice, New York: Council of State Governments Justice Center, retrieved 11/01/09 from:  http://consensusproject.org/downloads/community.corrections.research.guide.pdf
Rentner, K. (2008), Supervision of Sex Offenders, PowerPoint Presentation.

Week 8 – March 1st – 7th, 2010:  Legal Issues: Conditions, Revocation, Arrest, Search; Liability – Torts and Civil Rights Actions; Use of Force

Case briefs are due 03/03/10.

Readings:


Required:  


Alarid et al, pp. 104-105, 147-151, 274-275, 320-321, 326-327

Cases (cases assigned to you for case briefs are required; all others are recommended).  All cases were retrieved electronically on 10/27/09:
Morrissey v. Brewer, 408 U.S. 471 (1972), from: 

http://supreme.justia.com/us/408/471/
Gagnon v. Scarpelli, 411 U.S. 778 (1973), from: http://supreme.justia.com/us/411/778/case.html
Pennsylvania Board of Probation and Parole v. Scott, 524 U.S. 357, from: 

http://supreme.justia.com/us/524/357/case.html
Griffin v. Wisconsin, 483 U.S. 868 (1987), from:

http://supreme.justia.com/us/483/868/case.html
U.S. v. Knights, 534 U.S. 112 (2001), from: 

http://supreme.justia.com/us/534/112/case.html
Tennessee v. Garner, 471 U.S. 1 (1985), from:

http://supreme.justia.com/us/471/1/case.html
Graham v. Connor, 490 U.S. 386 (1989), from:

http://supreme.justia.com/us/490/386/case.html
Bearden v. Georgia, 461 U.S. 660 (1983), from:

http://supreme.justia.com/us/461/660/case.html
Mempa v. Rhay, 389 U.S. 128 (1967) 

http://supreme.justia.com/us/389/128/case.html
Minnesota v. Murphy, 465 U.S. 420 (1984), from:

http://supreme.justia.com/us/465/420/case.html
Fare v. Michael, 442 U.S. 707 (1979), from: 
http://supreme.justia.com/us/442/707/case.html
Recommended:

Del Carmen, R. et al. (2001), Civil Liabilities and Other Legal Issues for Probation/Parole Officers and Supervisors (3rd ed.), National Institute of Corrections: Washington, D.C., retrieved 10/27/09 from: 

http://www.nicic.org/pubs/2001/017068.pdf
[Note: this is a lengthy document and is included here for your use in preparing the case briefs.]
Week 9 – March 8th – 14th, 2010:  Field Work:  Home & Field Offender Contacts; Arrest & Search; Armed POs; Police & Community Corrections Partnerships

Readings:


Required:  


Alarid et al, pp. 101-102


Festervan, pp. 89-95

Byrne, J. and Hummer, D. (2004, September), “Examining the Role of Police in Reentry Partnership Initiatives,” Federal Probation, 68, retrieved 10/27/09 from: http://www.uscourts.gov/fedprob/September_2004/initiatives.html
Thornton, R. et. al. (2008), Guns, Safety and Proactive Supervision: Involving Probation and Parole in Project Safe Neighborhoods, American Probation & Parole Association: Lexington, KY, pp. 15-31, 41-51 retrieved 10/27/09 from: 

 http://www.appa-net.org/PSN/pdfs/PSN_monograph.pdf
Recommended:

Thornton, R et. al. (2008) – remainder of the monograph

Final exam will be issued 03/02/09.  Final exams are due on or before 03/20/09.

Week 10 – March 15th – March 24th, 2010:  Ethics in Community Corrections; Juvenile Community Corrections 

Final exams are due on or before 03/20/10. 
Readings:


Required: 


Alarid et al, pp. 309-332


Festervan, pp. 25-44 
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