
Discussion 3. Capstone. 

Please read the following:
James W. Marquart , Maldine B. Barnhill & Kathy Balshaw-Biddle (2001). "Fatal attraction," Justice Quarterly, 18:4, 877-910
Robert M. Worley (2016). "Memoirs of a Guard-Researcher," Deviant Behavior, 37, 1215-1226.
Robert M. Worley & Vidisha B. Worley (2013).  "Inmate Public Autoerotism Uncovered," 34, 855-868.


[bookmark: _GoBack]Inappropriate relationships and boundary violations that occur between correctional employees and inmates can be detrimental to inmate rehabilitation and undermine institutional security.  In your opinion, should researchers be permitted to conduct applied criminal justice research for the purposes of developing profiles of employees who might be prone to engaging in boundary violations with offenders before these violations actually occur? Please take a position either way and fully elaborate.  Also, if such research was conducted, what, if anything could a prison administrator do with the findings? For example, would there be legal/ethical obstacles which might preclude the findings from being used in a meaningful way? Elaborate.  Next, after reading all three articles this week, what do you believe a prison staff member has to gain from engaging in an inappropriate relationship with an inmate? In other words, why some prison employees cross the line with inmates and end their careers in disgrace? Also, in most cases, who do you believe initiates inappropriate relationships:  the inmate or the employee? Again, fully elaborate.  Next, if a female correctional officer continuously has inmates expose themselves inappropriately and brings this to her supervisors' attention, should she permitted to sue the correctional agency she is employed with for sexual harassment? Take a position either way and defend it.  Also, which neutralization strategy do you believe best explains why some inmates persist in engaging in acts of public autoerotism.  Also, please point to one aspect of Worley's (2016) auto ethnography that you found to be of interest.  In your opinion, is the auto ethnographic method sufficiently rigorous or does it fail to live up to solid standards recognized in the scientific community? Elaborate. Finally, please pose a critical thinking question to your peers.  


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. 

























