
Discussion 1. Capstone. 

Scott Jacques (2010).  "The Necessary Conditions for Retaliation:  Toward a Theory of Non-Violent and Violent Forms in Drug Markets," pp. 186-205.

Bruce A. Jacobs (2012).  "Carjacking and Copresence," pp. 471-488.

Richard Wright, Scott Decker, Allison Redfern, and Dietrich Smith (1992).  "A Snowballs Chance in Hell:  Doing Fieldwork with Active Residential Burglars," pp. 148-161.


Based upon the all three of the readings for this week, do you believe that the challenges inherent in interviewing active offenders outweigh the rewards of potential insights or knowledge which may be gleaned into offender decision-making? In other words, is this type of research worth conducting? Take a position either way and point to various aspects of the articles to fully support your position.  Also, to what extent, if any, should a fieldworker be willing to either participate in or have 'guilty knowledge' of various crimes? For example, would it be appropriate for a field researcher to participate in minor acts of vandalism (e.g. graffiti) to establish rapport with his or her subjects? Be sure to fully elaborate.  Next, please reflect upon Scott Jacques' (2010) article, "The Necessary Conditions for Retaliation."  Point to one aspect of his theory of non-violent and violent forms of drug markets that may lend itself to criticism by other scholars.  Once you have done this, please provide a suggestion as to how this particular aspect of Jacques' theory can be approved upon.  Note:  Even if you agree with all of the propositions laid out by Jacques (2010), you must identify at least one potential weakness or area and discuss how it can be strengthened.  Finally, please point to one aspect of Bruce Jacobs' (2012) that you found to be of interest.  Be sure to explain how it furthers our understanding of violent street crimes.
And, once you have answered all of the above questions, please pose an original thinking question to the class


Online Discussions –  The responses must be detailed and show a familiarity with the assigned reading as well as any presentations (a minimum of 450 words)

APPENDIX 1
CRIJ 5340
ONLINE DISCUSSION RUBRIC

All work will be submitted to Safe.  If it is evident that a discussion assignment has been plagiarized in any way, it will not be graded and will be assigned a "zero." 
As a reminder, I will drop the lowest discussion grade for every student regardless of the reason.  However, because I am doing this, I will not drop any other discussion grade regardless of the reason (e.g. due to illness, family emergency, or enrolling in the class late).  Late assignments will not be accepted.  Please be sure to keep track of when assignments are due.  Below is a rubric that the instructor will utilize to evaluate discussion posts.

Grading Criteria/Rubric:
	Discussion Topic
	Percentage Points  
Possible

	Content: 
[answer the question with thought and detail, well-supported, in the student’s own words, referring to course material when appropriate; avoids quoting the text verbatim]
	40%

	Peer Responses: 
[read and respond to the discussions of at least two peers with thoughtful and detailed comment (not just "good post" or something similar)
	10%

	Writing Mechanics: 
[length: appropriate length on the main response post, grammar/punctuation/spelling; avoid posting all responses at the last minute on the last day the assignment is due] 
	20%

	Originality:
Is the student approaching the topic from an original angle? Is he/she providing a unique scholarly analysis? Is the argument well constructed?
	
30%

	Total Percentage Points Possible per Topic:
	100%



**Do not ‘cut’ material from the Internet and paste it to the discussion board.  Also, please do not plagiarize or paraphrase comments made by your fellow students.  This does not make a significant contribution to the online discussion and is considered a form of plagiarism.  Any suspicious postings will be submitted to Safe by the instructor. 
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