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KINGSBOROUGH COMMUNITY COLLEGE
THE CITY UNIVERSITY OF NEW YORK

NEW COURSE PROPOSAL FORM

1. DEPARTMENT, COURSE NUMBER, AND TITLE (SPEAK TO ACADEMIC SCHEDULING FOR NEW
COURSE NUMBER ASSIGNMENT):
History, Philosophy, and Political Science
PHI 6600
Criminal Justice Ethics

2. DOES THIS COURSE MEET A GENERAL EDUCATION/CUNY CORE CATEGORY?
[J Life and Physical Science
[0 Math and Quantitative Reasoning
[0 A. World Cultures and Global Issues
O B. Us. Experience in its Diversity
O c. Creative Expression
[X] D. Individual and Society
0 E. Scientific World

IF YES, COMPLETE AND SUBMIT WITH THIS PROPOSAL A CUNY COMMON CORE SUBMISSION
FORM. '

3. DESCRIBE HOW THIS COURSE TRANSFERS (REQUIRED FOR A.S. DEGREE COURSE). IF A.A.S.
DEGREE COURSE AND DOES NOT TRANSFER, JUSTIFY ROLE OF COURSE, E.G. DESCRIBE OTHER
LEARNING OBJECTIVES MET:

This course will transfer as an elective Philosophy course fulfilling a Pathways requirement for
Flexible Common Core’s area of Individual and Society. This course is an elective philosophy
course in Applied Ethics or Professional Ethics and offered at many two and four year colleges
and universities. It is similar in content to the following courses offered at CUNY schools:
John Jay College:

Philosophy of the Rule of Law: Theory and Practice (PHI 315)

Police Ethics (PHI 321),

Judicial and Correctional Ethics (PHI 322)
Brooklyn College:

Fundamentals of Professional Ethics (PHI 3310)

4. BULLETIN DESCRIPTION OF COURSE:
Application of ethical theories to moral issues arising in the American criminal justice system,
such as civil disobedience, police corruption, whistle blowing, stop and frisk, prosecutor, plea
bargaining, capital punishment, liability for unethical conduct, and the war on terror.

S. CREDITS AND HOURS* (PLEASE CHECK ONE APPROPRIATE BOX BELOW BASED ON CREDITS):

1-credit: O 1 hour lecture
O 2 hours lab/field/gym

2-credits: 0 2 hours lecture
0O 1 hour lecture, 2 hours lab/field
[ 4 hours lab/field

3-credits: [X] 3 hours lecture
O 2 hours lecture, 2 hours lab/field
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O 1 hour lecture, 4 hours lab/field
[J 6 hours lab/field

4-credits: [0 4 hours lecture
O 3 hours lecture, 2 hours lab/field
O 2 hours lecture, 4 hours lab/field
O 1 hour lecture, 6 hours lab/field
[0 8 hours lab/field

More than 4-credits: 00 Number of credits: (explain mix lecture/lab below)
__ Lecture Lab

Explanation:

10.

*Hours are hours per week in a typical 12-week semester

NUMBER OF EQUATED CREDITS IN ITEM #5: NA

COURSE PREREQUISITES AND COREQUISITES (IF NONE PLEASE INDICATE FOR EACH)
A. PREREQUISITE(S): NONE

B. COREQUISITE(S): NONE

C. PRE/COREQUISITE(S): NONE

BRIEF RATIONALE TO JUSTIFY PROPOSED COURSE TO INCLUDE:

A. ENROLLMENT SUMMARY IF PREVIOUSLY OFFERED AS AN 82 (INCLUDE COMPLETE 4-DIGIT
82 COURSE NUMBER)

B. PROJECTED ENROLLMENT 41

C. SUGGESTED CLASS LIMITS NA

D. FREQUENCY COURSE IS LIKELY TO BE OFFERED TWICE ANNUALLY (FALL & SPRING)

E. ROLE OF COURSE IN DEPARTMENT’S CURRICULUM AND COLLEGE’S MISSION

This course serves as an introduction to the philosophical study of morality with a focus on the

application of moral theory to ethical problems that arise in the criminal justice system including

in policing, the courts, and the penal system. It will be an elective for majors in the Criminal

Justice Program.

As a central offering in the liberal arts, the course provides students with a general understanding
of various perspectives on the moral dimension of the American criminal justice system. It
acquaints them with those core concepts, theories, and facts essential to academic and cultural
literacy. Through emphasis on conceptual analysis, reading and interpreting texts, and writing
clearly and effectively for an audience, the course develops and enhances students' skills in the
areas of critical thinking, reading comprehension, and both oral and written communication.

LIST COURSE(S), IF ANY, TO BE WITHDRAWN WHEN COURSE IS ADOPTED (NOTE THIS IS NOT THE
SAME AS DELETING A COURSE):

IF COURSE IS AN INTERNSHIP, INDEPENDENT STUDY, OR THE LIKE, PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION
AS TO HOW THE STUDENT WILL EARN THE CREDITS AWARDED. THE CREDITS AWARDED
SHOULD BE CONSISTENT WITH STUDENT EFFORTS REQUIRED IN A TRADITIONAL CLASSROOM
SETTING:
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11.

PROPOSED TEXT BOOK(S) AND/OR OTHER REQUIRED INSTRUCTIONAL MATERIAL(S):

At the discretion of the individual instructor, any text or collection of texts that emphasizes
primary material as well as secondary sources relating to moral theory and its application to
problems arising in the criminal justice system.

Recommended Texts:

John Kleinig, Ethics and Criminal Justice: An Introduction, (Cambridge University Press,
2008, ISBN: 978-0521682831)

Michael Brasswell, Larry Miller, and Joycelyn Pollock, Case Studies in Criminal Justice
Ethics (2nd Edition), (Waveland press, Inc., 2011, ISBN 978-1577667476)

Jay S. Albanes, A Professional Ethics in Criminal Justice: Being Ethical When No One is
Looking (3rd Edition), (Pearson, 2011, ISBN 978-013 1375659)

Cyndi Banks, Criminal Justice Ethics: Theory and Practices (third edition), (SAGE
Publications, Inc, 2012, ISBN 978-1412995450)

Joycelyn M. Pollock, Ethical Dilemmas and Decisions in Criminal Justice (eighth edition),

| (Cengage Learning, 2013, ISBN 978-1285062662)

12.

13.

14.

REQUIRED COURSE FOR MAJOR OR AREA OF CONCENTRATION? NO

IF YES, COURSE IS REQUIRED, SUBMIT A SEPARATE CURRICULUM TRANSMITTAL COVER PAGE
INDICATING A “CHANGE IN DEGREE OR CERTIFICATE REQUIREMENTS” AS WELL AS A
PROPOSAL THAT MUST INCLUDE A RATIONALE AND THE FOLLOWING ADDITIONAL PAGES: A
“CURRENT” DEGREE WITH ALL PROPOSED DELETIONS (STRIKEOUTS) AND ADDITIONS (BOLDED
TEXT) CLEARLY INDICATED, AND A “PROPOSED” DEGREE, WHICH DISPLAYS THE DEGREE AS IT
WILL APPEAR IN THE CATALOG (FOR A COPY OF THE MOST UP-TO-DATE DEGREE/CERTIFICATE
REQUIREMENTS CONTACT AMANDA KALIN, EXT. 4611).

NYSED GUIDELINES OF 45 CREDITS OF LIBERAL ARTS COURSE WORK FOR AN ASSOCIATE OF
ARTS DEGREE (A.A.), 30 CREDITS FOR AND ASSOCIATE OF SCIENCE DEGREE (A.S.), AND 20
CREDITS FOR AN APPLIED ASSOCIATE OF SCIENCE DEGREE (A.A.S.) MUST BE ADHERED TO FOR
ALL 60 CREDIT PROGRAMS.

IF OPEN ONLY TO SELECTED STUDENTS SPECIFY POPULATION: NO

EXPLAIN WHAT STUDENTS WILL KNOW AND BE ABLE TO DO UPON COMPLETION OF COURSE:
The student will be able to make decisions as a criminal justice professional giving appropriate
consideration to the moral dimension. The student will be able to rationally justify personal
decisions not only on the basis of a professional code of ethics, but also based on some wider
ranging humanitarian view. The student will not only make better decisions; but also be able to
explain his/her rationale for difficult personal decisions made as a criminal justice professional

Philosophy is both critical and conceptual. It focuses not only on what someone thinks
but most importantly on the reasons that support those views. In terms of CUNY
Pathways requirements, this course falls under “Individual and Society.” We will be
examining those theories that purport to explain and justify the ethical judgments and
moral values that balance individual choice over and against claims of justice for society
and the government and the application of these theories to moral issues that arise in the
American criminal justice system.

Students should be able to: :
* Gather, interpret, and assess information from a variety of sources and points of view

3
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¢ Construct critical arguments, provide evidence, and examine underlying premises
* Show understanding of theories exploring the nature of ethical reasoning
* Demonstrate critical perspective on ethical debates over the scope of individual
choice and the claims of justice for society and the government
e  Write clearly and critically.

15. METHODS OF TEACHING —E.G. LECTURES, LABORATORIES, AND OTHER ASSIGNMENTS FOR
STUDENTS, INCLUDING ANY OF THE FOLLOWING: DEMONSTRATIONS, GROUP WORK, WEBSITE
OR E-MAIL INTERACTIONS AND/OR ASSIGNMENTS, PRACTICE IN APPLICATION OF SKILLS, ETC.:
Lecture based on the assigned reading, using the Socratic method to engage the student. To
engage each individual student, the lectures will be augmented with
In-class writing assignments (low-stakes),
Group study and presentation of relevant cases to the class,
Online video content (as available),
- Blackboard quizzes, tests, and discussion forums will be used to engage each individual
student.

16. ASSIGNMENTS TO STUDENTS:
Reading assignments will be combined with low stakes and high stakes writing assignments.
These may include:
e summaries of readings
e outlines of the arguments presented
e Assessments such as
o “One Minute Summaries”
o Identification of the “Muddiest Point,” and
o “Knowledge Mapping” will be used where appropriate
* Periodic participation in online discussion forums related to case studies

17. DESCRIBE METHOD OF EVALUATING LEARNING SPECIFIED IN #15 - INCLUDE PERCENTAGE
BREAKDOWN FOR GRADING. IF A DEVELOPMENTAL COURSE INCLUDE HOW THE NEXT LEVEL
COURSE IS DETERMINED AS WELL AS NEXT LEVEL PLACEMENT.

Class attendance and participation in discussion is emphasized, as it is in all
Philosophy courses. During the course of the semester scaffolded assignments, in-class
discussions and panel debates will aid the student in developing the necessary skills of
argument analysis and the application of theories of Moral Philosophy to the solution of
criminal justice problems. The assignments will include informal writing assignment (in-
class and on Blackboard Discussion Boards). The in class discussion and activities will
provide additional opportunity to refine the skill of rationally presenting and defending
positions on controversial ethical issues. The following are sample topics for these

assignments:
. What is the fundamental principle of morality according to Utilitarianism?
. Is “stop and frisk” permissible according to Kant’s Categorical Imperative?
o Is the primary function of correctional institutions retributive or rehabilitative
according to Utilitarianism?
. State and explain the Kantian argument against justifying incarceration on the

basis of its value as a deterrent.

There will be two exams, a Midterm and Final, each will have an objective
component consisting of multiple choice and short answer questions and an essay
component. The objective tests will test the student’s mastery of the ethical theories which
provide the basis for solutions to the ethical questions that will be addressed during the
course of the semester. For example, they will give the student the opportunity to

4
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18.

demonstrate his/her understanding of Utilitarianism and Deontology and the analysis of
arguments provided by supporters of these theories in support of their positions on issues
of individual choice and the requirement of morality in policing, the courts, and the
correctional system..

The student will be required to submit 2 Midterm Essays and 2 Final Essays. The
essays will be from two to five pages long and submitted online to Blackboard. A sample
topics for such an essays is:

. Select two articles (approved by the instructor) on the “stop and frisk” policing
policy. One should defend the policy and the other should argue against the
policy. Explain the moral issue concerning this policing policy. For each article
state and explain the argument advanced concerning the morality of the policy,
explain the moral theory that is invoked in support of the argument. Evaluate the
two arguments and defend your conclusion based on your evaluation of the
argument.

Each essay will require the student to provide a clearly written critical analysis of
arguments provided on each side of an ethical dilemma related to criminal justice cases.
The essays will require the student to defend a position on these issues showing his/her
mastery of ethical reasoning as it applies to the relevant ethical debates. The student will.
research and read at least two instructor-approved articles from a source other than the text

for the at least one of the final essays.

Grades will be determined on the basis of the following factors:
(10%) Assignments (in class and take home)
(10%) Class Participation & Group Assignments
(20%) Mid-Term Exam
(20%) Mid-Term Essays
(20%) Final Exam
- (20%) Final Essays

ToricAL COURSE OUTLINE FOR THE 12 WEEK SEMESTER (WHICH SHOULD BE SPECIFIC
REGARDING TOPICS COVERED, LEARNING ACTIVITIES, AND ASSIGNMENTS):

1. Ethics and Critical Thinking
Student Learning Objectives:
. i. To develop the ability to understand the essence of good character.
. To distinguish between morals, values, and ethics.
iii.  To recognize the concept of moral relativism.
iv. To understand the importance of critical thinking to ethics.
v.  To increase awareness of the connection between etiquette and ethics.

~

2. Virtue Ethics
Student Learning Objectives:
L. To understand the centrality of moral virtue to understanding the ethics of
Aristotle.
it. To appreciate the hierarchy of goods and the difference between real and
apparent goods.
iti.  To recognize the distinctions among virtue ethics, stoicism, and hedonism.
iv. To increase understanding of the linkage between the moral virtues in
pursuing real goods. 3
V. To develop skills in applying moral virtues and real goods in evaluating
ethical dilemmas.
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3. Formalism: Carrying Out Obligation and Duty
Student Learning Objectives:
i. To understand the nature of deontological ethics.

ii. To recognize the centrality of duties versus inclinations in Kantian ethics.

iii. To increase the ability to isolate the categorical imperative Jfrom any set of
Jacts presented in an ethical dilemma.

. To distinguish the categorical imperative from the practical imperative and
hypothetical imperatives.

V. To understand why lying is never permitted using the ethics of formalism.

4. Utilitarianism: Measuring
Student Learning Objectives:
i. To understand the nature of teleological ethics and its differences from
deontological ethics.
ii. To recognize the centrality of the principle of utility in the ethics of John
Stuart Mill,
iii. To develop an appreciation of why utilitarianism is sometimes called
consequentialism.
iv.  To increase the ability to distinguish objective ways to assess the total
happiness produced by an action.
v. To appreciate criticisms of utilitarianism as a way to judge ethical action.

S. Crime and Law: Which Behaviors Ought to Be Crimes?
Student Learning Objectives:
i. To understand the differences between the consensus view and conflict view
of criminal law.
ii. To appreciate the ethical issues posed by “quality of life” offenses.
iii. To distinguish the major perspectives on crime causation: classical,
positivism, structural, and ethical.
v. To develop an appreciation for the linkage between Kohlberg’s theory of
moral development and ethics.
v. . To increase understanding of Gilligan’s ethics of caring.

6. Police: How Should the Law Be Enforced?
Student Learning Objectives:

L. To understand how the Fourth and Fifth Amendments of the Bill of Rights
provide the principles for police stops, searches, arrests, and
interrogations.

ii. To appreciate the threshold of “stop and frisk” and its differences from
probable cause in evaluating situations for police.
iii. To recognize the differences among nonfeasance, misfeasance, and
malfeasance in assessing police decisions.
iv. To develop an appreciation for the different causes and circumstances of
. police corruption.

V. To evaluate the relationship between codes of ethics and ethical principles

in producing consistent conduct.

7. Courts: How Ought a Case Be Adjudicated?
Student Learning Objectives:
.. To appreciate John Rawls’ theory of justice and the “greatest equal
liberty” principle.
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ii. To recognize the importance of the Model Rules of Professional Conduct
Jor prosecution and defense conduct.

iii. To understand what a “mob lawyer” is and the proper role of a defense
attorney in criminal cases.

iv. To assess the scope of a prosecutor’s discretion and its implication for
ethical conduct.

v. To evaluate the nature of plea bargaining and the ethical dilemma it
creates. ‘

vi. To understand the ethical underpinnings of sentencing decisions.

8. Punishment and Corrections: What Should Be Done with Offenders?
Student Learning Objectives: '
i.  To understand the distinctions among the four purposes of criminal
sanctions: retribution, incapacitation, deterrence, and rehabilitation.
ii. To recognize the issue of disparity in sentencing, how sentencing guidelines
were designed to reduce disparity, and the ethical issues involved.
iii. To assess the issue of correctional ethics and the situations.in which ethical
decisions become crucial in correctional settings.
iv. To understand how corporal punishment and innovative sentences can be
evaluated from an ethical perspective.
v. To distinguish the issue of punishment under the Eighth Amendment, and
how capital punishment and life in przson can be evaluated using ethical
principles.

9. Liability: What Should Be the Consequence of Unethical Conduct?
Student Learning Objectives:
i. To understand the nature of civil remedies for ethical misconduct, such as
compensation and blacklisting.

ii. To recognize the double standards often placed on public officials
regarding liability .for conduct that is accepted when acting as private
citizens.

~dii.  To evaluate the ethical dilemmas posed by sex offender notifications laws.

v. To distinguish “right versus right” ethical dilemmas.

v. To assess the liabilities faced in unethical individual, corporate, and
government misconduct. .

10. The Future: Will We Be More or Less Ethical?
Student Learning Objectives:
i. To evaluate the ethical dilemma in the case of the Unabomber.
ii.  To appreciate the reason behind the establishment of the CDC panel of
ethicists.
iii. To understand the ethical distinctions between killing and letting die in a
medical context.

11. Contemporary Moral Issues in Criminal Justice
Student Learning Objectives:
i. To understand the issue of racial discrimination in criminal justice
ii. To define terrorism and discriminate between warfare and crime control.

12. Summary and Conclusions
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of the City University of New York

Philosophy 6600: Criminal Justice Ethics
3 hours, 3 credits

Professor
Office:
E-Mail:
Office Hours:
Course Description

Application of ethical theories to moral issues arising in the American criminal justice system, such as civil disobedience,
police corruption, whistle blowing, stop and frisk, prosecutor, plea bargaining, capital punishment, liability for unethical
conduct, and the war on terror.,

This course is an introduction to the application of normative ethical theory to moral issues that are confronted daily in
the work carried out by professionals in the American criminal justice system. We will examine that application of these
philosophical theories to resolving these contemporary moral issues.

Student Learning Outcomes

The student will be able to make decisions as a criminal justice professional giving appropriate consideration to the
moral dimension. The student will be able to rationally justify personal decisions not only on the basis of a professional
code of ethics, but also based on some wider ranging humanitarian view. The student will not only make better
decisions; but also be able to explain his/her rationale for difficult personal decisions made as a criminal justice
professional

Philosophy is both critical and conceptual. It focuses not anly on what someone thinks but most importantly on the
reasons that support those views. In terms of CUNY Pathways requirements, this course falls under “Individual and
Society.” We will be examining those theories that purport to explain and justify the ethical judgments and moral values
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that balance individual choice over and against the claims of justice for society and the government and the application
of these theories to moral issues that arise in the American criminal justice system.
Students should be able to: N

*  Gather, interpret, and assess information from a variety of sources and points of view

*  Construct critical arguments, provide evidence, and examine underlying premises

*  Show understanding of theories exploring the nature of ethical reasoning

* . Demonstrate critical perspective on ethical debates over the scope of individual choice and the claims of

justice for society and the government
*  Write clearly and critically.

Required Materials

Charles E. Cardwell, Hornbook Ethics, (Hackett Publishing Company, 2015, ISBN 978-1-62466-372-7)
Michael Braswell, Larry Miller, Jocelyn Pollock, Case Studies in Criminal Justice Ethics (second edition), (Waveland Press,
Inc., 2012, ISBN 978-1-57766-747-6)

Grade Requirements

Class attendance and participation in discussion is emphasized, as it is in all Philosophy courses. During the
course of the semester scaffolded assignments, in-class discussions and panel debates will aid the student in developing
the necessary skills of argument analysis and the application of theories of Moral Philosophy to the solution of criminal
justice problems. The assignments will include informal writing assignment {in-class and on Blackboard Discussion
Boards). The in class discussion and activities will provide additional opportunity to refine the skill of rationally
presenting and defending positions on controversial ethical issues. The following are sample topics for these
assignments:

*  What is the fundamental principle of morality according to Utilitarianism?

* Is “stop and frisk” permissible according to Kant’s Categorical Imperative?

* Isthe primary function of correctional institutions retributive or rehabilitative according to Utilitarianism?

e  State and explain the Kantian argument against justifying incarceration on the basis of its value as a deterrent.

There will be two exams, a Midterm and Final, each will have an objective component consisting of multiple
choice and short answer questions and an essay component. The objective tests will test the student’s mastery of the
ethical theories which provide the basis for solutions to the ethical questions that will be addressed during the course of
the semester. For example, they will give the student the opportunity to demonstrate his/her understanding of
Utilitarianism and Deontology and the analysis of arguments provided by supporters of these theories in support of
their positions on issues of individual choice and the requrrement of morality in policing, the courts, and the
correctional system..

The student will be required to submit 2 Midterm Essays and 2 Final Essays. The essays will be from two to
five pages long and submitted online to Blackboard. A sample topics for such an essays is:

*  Select two articles (approved by the instructor) on the “stop and frisk” policing policy. One should defend the
policy and the other should argue agdinst the policy. Explain the moral issue concerning this policing policy. For
each article state and explain the argument advanced concerning the morality of the policy, explain the moral
theory that is invoked in support of the.argument. Evaluate the two arguments and defend your conclusion based
on your evaluation of the argument. )

Each essay will require the student to provide a clearly written critical analysis of arguments provided on each
side of an ethical dilemma related to criminal justice cases. The essays will require the student to defend a position on
these issues showing his/her mastery of ethical reasoning as it applies to the relevant ethical debates. The student will
research and read at least two instructor-approved articles from a source other than the text for the at least one of the
final essays.

Grades will be determined on the basis of the following factors:
(10%) Assignments (in class and take home)

(10%) Class Participation & Group Assignments

(20%) Mid-Term Exam

(20%) Mid-Term Essays

(20%) Final Exam

(20%) Final Essays

Attendance and class etiquette
Attendance is generally required. At Kingsborough, students who miss more than 15% of class meetings are considered
excessively absent and may receive a “WU" at the instructor’s discretion. Additionally, lateness may be taken into
account when assessing your class participation grade.




All electronic devices should be turned off. Once in the room, please do not leave the room. Generally, try to
avoid any behavior that may be disruptive and therefore unfair to your classmates.

Academic Integrity Statement
Please, visit the following link:
http://www.kbec.cuny.edu/studentaffairs/student conduct/Pages/academic_integrity.aspx

Accessibility Statement
Access-Ability Services (AAS) serves as a liaison and resource to the KCC community regarding disability issues,
promotes equal access to all KCC programs and activities, and makes every reasonable effort to provide appropriate
accommodations and assistance to students with disabilities. Your instructor will make the accommodations you need
once you provide documentation for the Access-Ability office (D-205). Please contact AAS for assistance.

Topical Course Outline

1. Ethics and Critical Thinking
Student Learning Objectives:

i. Todevelop the ability to understand the essence of good character.
ii.  To distinguish between morals, values, and ethics.
iii.  To recognize the concept of moral relativism.
- iv. Tounderstand the importance of critical thinking to ethics.
v. _Toincrease awareness of the connection between etiquette and ethics.
2. Virtue Ethics
Student Learning Objectives:
i.  To understand the centrality of moral virtue to understanding the ethics of Aristotle.
ii. To appreciate the hierarchy of goods and the difference between real and apparent goods.
iii. ~ _To recognize the distinctions among virtue ethics, stoicism, and hedonism.
iv. Toincrease understanding of the linkage between the moral virtues in pursuing real goods.
v. _To develop skills in applying moral virtues and real goods in evaluating ethical dilemmas.
3. Formalism: Carrying Out Obligation and Duty
Student Learning Objectives:
i, Tounderstand the nature of deontological ethics.
ii. _To recognize the centrality of duties versus inclinations in Kantian ethics.
iii.  Toincrease the ability to isolate the categorical imperative from any set of facts presented in an ethical
dilemma.
iv.  To distinquish the categorical imperative from the practical imperative and hypothetical imperatives.
v. _To understand why lying is never permitted using the ethics of formalism.
4. Utilitarianism: Measuring
Student Learning Objectives:
i.  To understand the nature of teleological ethics and its differences from deon to/oq/cal ethics.
ii.  Torecognize the centrality of the principle of utility in the ethics of John Stuart Mill.
jii.  To develop an appreciation of why utilitarianism is sometimes called consequentialism.
iv.  Toincrease the abjlity to distinguish objective ways to assess the total happiness produced by an action.
v. To appreciate criticisms of utilitarianism as a way to judge ethical action.
5. Crime and Law: Which Behaviors Qught to Be Crimes?
Student Learning Objectives:
i. Tounderstand the differences between the consensus view and conflict view of criminal law.
il.  To appreciate the ethical issues posed by “quality of life” offenses.
ii.  To distinguish the major perspectives on crime causation: classical, positivism, structural, and ethical.
iv.  To develop an appreciation for the linkage between Kohlberg’s theory of moral development and ethics.
v. _Toincrease understanding of Gilligan’s ethics of caring.
6. Police: How Should the Law Be Enforced?
Student Learning Objectives:
i.  Tounderstand how the Fourth and Fifth Amendments of the Bill of Rights provide the principles for police
stops, searches, arrests, and interrogations.
ii.  To appreciate the threshold of “stop and frisk” and its differences from probable cause in evaluating
situations for police.
iii.  To recognize the differences among nonfeasance, misfeasance, and malfeasance in assessing police
decisions.
iv.  To develop an appreciation for the different causes and circumstances of police corruption.
v. Toevaluate the relationship between codes of ethics and ethical principles in producing consistent
conduct.

-




7. Courts: How Ought a Case Be Adjudicated?
Student Learning Objectives:

i
if.

jii.
iv.

V.
Vi,

To appreciate John Rawls’ theory of justice and the “greatest equal liberty” principle.

To recognize the importance of the Model Rules of Professional Conduct for prosecution and defense
conduct.

To understand what a “mob lawyer” is and the proper role of a defense attorney in criminal cases.
To assess the scope of a prosecutor’s discretion and its implication for ethical conduct.

To evaluate the nature of plea bargaining and the ethical dilemma it creates.

To understand the ethical underpinnings of sentencing decisions.

8. Punishment and Corrections: What Should Be Done with Offenders?
Student Learning Objectives:

i

iii.

iv.

To understand the distinctions among the four purposes of criminal sanctions: retribution, incapacitation,
deterrence, and rehabilitation.

To recognize the issue of disparity in sentencing, how sentencing quidelines were designed to reduce
disparity, and the ethical issues involved. ,

To assess the issue of correctional ethics and the situations in which ethical decisions become crucial in
correctional settings.

To understand how corporal punishment and innovative sentences can be evaluated from an ethical
perspective.

To distinguish the issue of punishment under the Eighth Amendment, and how capital punishment and life
in prison can be evaluated using ethical principles.

9. Liability: What Should Be the Consequence of Unethical Conduct?

Student Learning Objectives:

i,
i,
fif.
iv.
V.

To understand the nature of civil remedies for ethical misconduct, such as compensation and blacklisting.
To recognize the double standards often placed on public officials regarding liability .for conduct that is
accepted when acting as private citizens.

To evaluate the ethical dilemmas posed by sex offender notifications laws.

To distinguish “right versus right” ethical dilemmas.

To assess the liabilities faced in unethical individual, corporate, and government misconduct. .

10. The Future: Will We Be More or Less Ethical?

Student Learning Objectives:

i
ii.
fii.

To evaluate the ethical dilemma in the case of the Unabomber,
To appreciate the reason behind the establishment of the CDC panel of ethicists.
To understand the ethical distinctions between killing and letting die in_a medical context.

11. Contempaorary Moral Issues in Criminal Justice

Student Learning Objectives:

i
il

To understand the issue of racial discrimination in criminal justice
To define terrorism and discriminate between warfare and crime control,

12. Summary and Conclusions

Indicate the status of this course being nominated:

[ current course [ revision of cuirrent course a new course being proposed

CUNY COMMON CORE Location

Please check below the area of the Common Core for which the course is being submitted. (Select only one.)

Required Core

[[] English Composition

Flexible Core

[]'World Cultures and Global Issues (A)

[] Mathematical and Quantitative Reasoning Jus Experience in its Diversity (B)

[ Life and Physical Sciences

[[] Creative Expression (C)
X Individual and Society (D)
(] Scientific World (E)




Learning Outcomes

In the left column explain the course assignments and activities that will address the learning outcomes in the right column.

. Required Core (12 credits)

A. English Composition: Six credits

A course in this area must meet all the learning outcomes in the right column. A student will:

* Read and listen critically and analytically, including identifying an argument's
major assumptions and assertions and evaluating its supporting evidence.

e Write clearly and coherently in varied, academic formats (such as formal essays,
research papers, and reports) using standard English and appropriate technology
to critique and improve one's own and others' texts.

e Demonstrate research skills using appropriate technology, including gathering,
evaluating, and synthesizing primary and secondary sources.

* Support a thesis with well-reasoned arguments, and communicate persuasively
across a variety of contexts, purposes, audiences, and media.

* Formulate original ideas and relate them to the ideas of others by employing the -
conventions of ethical attribution and citation.

B. Mathematical and Quantitative Reasoning: Three credits

A course in this area must meet all the learning outcomes in the right column. A student will:

 Interpret and draw appropriate inferences from quantitative representations, such
as formulas, graphs, or tables.

* Use algebraic, numerical, graphical, or statistical methods to draw accurate
conclusions and solve mathematical problems.

¢ Represent quantitative problems expressed in natural language in a suitable
mathematical format.

o Effectively communicate quantitative analysis or solutions to mathematical
problems in written or oral form.

* Evaluate solutions to problems for reasonableness using a variety of means,
including informed estimation.

*__Apply mathematical methods to problems in other fields of study.




C. Life and Physical Sciences: Three credits

A course in this area must meet all the leaming outcomes in the right column. A student will;

* Identify and apply the fundamental concepts and methods of a life or physical
science.

¢ Apply the scientific method to explaore natural phenomena, including hypothesis
development, observation, experimentation, measurement, data analysis, and
data presentation.

e Use the tools of a scientific dlSCipllne to carry out collaborative laboratory
investigations.

o Gather, analyze, and interpret data and present it in an effective written laboratory
or fieldwork report,

» |dentify and apply research ethics and unbiased assessment in gathering and
reporﬁng scientific data.

Il. Flexible Core (18 credits)
Six three-credit liberal arts and sciences courses, with at least one course from each of the following five areas and no more than two courses in any discipline or

interdisciplinary field.

A. World Cultures and Global Issues

A Flexible Core course must meet the three learning outcomes in the right column.

o Gather, interpret, and assess |nformat|on from a variety of sources and points of
view.

o Evaluate evidence and arguments critically or analytically.

* Produce well-reasoned written or oral arguments using evidence to support
conclusions.

A course in this area (I.A) must meet at least three of the additional learing outcomes in the right column. A student will:

e |dentify and apply the fundamental concepts and methods of a discipline or
interdisciplinary field exploring world cultures or global issues, including, but not
limited to, anthropology, communications, cultural studies, economics, ethnic
studies, foreign fanguages (building upon previous language acquisition),
geography, history, politicat science, sociology, and world literature.

o Analyze culture, globalization, or global cultural diversity, and describe an event
or process from more than one point of view.

o Analyze the historical development of one or more non-U.S. societies.

¢ Analyze the significance of one or more major movements that have shaped the
world's societies.

o Analyze and discuss the role that race, ethnicity, class, gender, language, sexual
orientation, belief, or other forms of social differentiation play in world cultures or
societies.

o Speak, read, and write a language other than English, and use that language to
respond to cultures other than one's own.




B. U.S. Experience in its Diversity

A Flexible Core course must mest the three leaming outcomes in the right column,

" Gather, interpret, and assess information from a variety of sources and points of

view,

Evaluate evidence and arguments critically or analytically.

Produce well-reasoned written or oral arguments using evidence to support
conclusions.

A course in this area (Il.B) must meet at least three of the additional learning outcomes in the right column. A student will:

Identify and apply the fundamental concepts and methods of a discipline or
interdisciplinary field exploring the U.S. experience in its diversity, including, but
not limited to, anthropology, communications, cultural studies, economics, history,
political science, psychology, public affairs, sociology, and U.S. literature.

Analyze and explain one or more major themes of U.S. history from more than
one informed perspective.

Evaluate how indigenous populations, slavery, or immigration have shaped the
development of the United States.

Explain and evaluate the role of the United States in international relations.

Identify and differentiate among the legislative, judicial, and executive branches of
government and analyze their influence on the development of U.S. democracy.

Analyze and discuss common institutions or patterns of life in contemporary U.S.
saciety and how they influence, or are influenced by, race, ethnicity, class,
gender, sexual orientation, belief, or other forms of social differentiation.

C. Creative Expression

A Flexible Core course must mest the three leaming outcomes in the right column.

Gather, interpret, and assess information from a variety of sources and points of
view.

Evaluate evidence and arguments critically or analytically.

Produce well-reasoned written or oral arguments using evidence to support
conclusions.

A course in this area (11.C) must meet at least three of the additional learning outcomes in the right column. A student will:

[dentify and apply the fundamental concepts and methods of a discipline or
interdisciplinary field exploring creative expression, including, but not limited to,
arts, communications, creative writing, media arts, music, and theater.

Analyze how arts from diverse cultures of the past serve as a foundation for those
of the present, and describe the significance of works of art in the societies that
created them.

Articulate how meaning is created in the arts or communications and how
experience is interpreted and conveyed.

Demonstrate knowledge of the skills involved in the creative process.

Use appropriate technologies to conduct research and to communicate.




D. Individual and Society

A Flexible Core course must meet the three learning outcomes in the right column.

In their Mid-Term and Final Essays, informal writing assignments, ‘in-
class’ discussion and panel debates, students will construct
arguments supporting and opposing the morality of various criminal
justice practices, e.g., enforcement of “quality of life” offenses, “stop
and frisk,” plea bargaining, taken from criminal justice publications as
well as from two or more additional instructor approved sources on
philosophical ethics .The arguments will incorporate various points of
view in philosophical ethics, e.g., Utilitarian, Deontological, and Virtue
Ethics theories.

» Gather, interpret, and assess information from a variety of sources and points of

view,

Students will be required to present, analyze, and explain moral
arguments in favor of or opposed to various criminal justice practices.
They will evaluate the logical validity and soundness of these
arguments, thereby determining whether they in fact justify or forbid
the criminal justice practice or issue , e.g., Utilitarian and
Deontological arguments for and against policies such as “stop and
frisk” and plea bargaining.. This will be demonstrated in low stakes
informal writing assignments in class and on Blackboard discussion
boards, as well as in the formal essays constituting parts of the Mid-
Term and Final exams.

e Evaluate evidence and arguments critically or analytically.

Essays on the midterm and final, informal writing assignments in
class, on Blackboard discussion boards, and in “in-class panel
debates will require students to produce well-reasoned written
analysis and evaluation of arguments on both sides of moral issues in
criminal justice, e.g., Utilitarian and Deontological arguments for and
against policies such as “stop and frisk” and plea bargaining.
Students will be required to demonstrate that the evidence presented
justifies their moral claims. |

¢ Produce well-reasoned written or oral arguments using evidence to support
conclusions.

A course in this area (I1.D) must meet at least three of the additional learning outcomes in the right column. A student will:

Students will be required to understand, explain, and defend the
various normative ethical theories of Classical and Modern
Philosophy, e.g., Utilitarianism, Deontology, Virtue Ethics, Feminist
Ethics, that are used to defend or refute morality of practices
confronting individuals in policing, the courts, and correctional
institutions, and the practices associate with professionals working in
these various aspects of the criminal justice system. Student will be
required to use these theories to defend positions that they defend or
object to in their informal writings assignments, on exams, and ‘in-
class” panel debates.

o |dentify and apply the fundamental concepts and methods of a discipline or
interdisciplinary field exploring the relationship between the individual and
society, including, but not limited to, anthropology, communications, cultural
studies, history, journalism, philosophy, palitical science, psychology, public
affairs, religion, and sociology.

In their essays, informal writing, ‘in-class’ discussions and panel
debates, the student will be required to show how one’s moral rights
and obligations affect and are affected by one’s role in the criminal
justice system, e.g., as a defendant, police officer, corrections officer,
lawyer, judge They will explain the implications of implementing -
criminal justice practices, “e.g., stop and frisk:, plea bargaining, parole
board reviews, that may affect the rights and obligations of others in
society.

o Examine how an individual's place in society affects experiences, values, or
choices.

In their essays, informal writings, and ‘in-class’ discussions and panel
debates, the students will be required to explain and assess the
implications of various normative ethical theories (Utilitarianism,
Deontology, Virtue Ethics, etc.) for moral difemmas and issues (e.g.,

e Articulate and assess ethical views and their underlying premises.




plea bargaining, parole policy, constitutional right against self-

incrimination, that arise in the American criminal justice system,

¢ Articulate ethical uses of data and other information resources to respond to
problems and questions

* Identify and engage with local, national, or global trends or ideologies, and
analyze their impact on individual or coliective decision-making.

E. Scientific World

A Flexible Core course must meet the three learning outcomes in the right column.

o Gather, interpret, and assess information from a variety of sources and points of
view.

e Evaluate evidence and arguments critically or analytically.

¢ Produce well-reasoned written or oral arguments using evidence to support
conclusions.

A course in this area (1I.E) must meet at least three of the additional learning outcomes in the right column. A student will:

* Identify and apply the fundamental concepts and methods of a discipline or
interdisciplinary field exploring the scientific world, including, but not limited to:
computer science, history of science, life and physical sciences, linguistics, logic,
mathematics, psychology, statistics, and technology-related studies.

® Demonstrate how tools of science, mathematics, technology, or formal analysvs
can be used to analyze problems and develop solutions.

o Articulate and evaluate the empirical evidence suppomng a scientific or formal
theory.

* Articulate and evaluate the impact of technologies and scientific discoveries on
the contemporary world, such as issues of personal privacy, security, or ethical
responsibilities.

® Understand the scientific principles underlying matters of policy or public concern
in which science plays a role.




KINGSBOROUGH COMMUNITY COLLEGE
of the City University of New York

Philosophy 6600: Criminal Justice Ethics
3 hours, 3 credits

Professor
Office:
E-Mail:
Office Hours:
Course Description

Application of ethical theories to moral issues arising in the American criminal justice system,
such as civil disobedience, police corruption, whistle blowing, stop and frisk, prosecutor, plea
bargaining, capital punishment, liability for unethical conduct, and the war on terror.

This course is an introduction to the application of normative ethical theory to moral issues that
are confronted daily in the work carried out by professionals in the American criminal justice
system. We will examine that application of these philosophical theories to resolving these
contemporary moral issues.

Student Learning Outcomes

The student will be able to make decisions as a criminal justice professional giving appropriate
consideration to the moral dimension. The student will be able to rationally justify personal
decisions not only on the basis of a professional code of ethics, but also based on some wider
ranging humanitarian view. The student will not only make better decisions; but also be able to
- explain his/her rationale for difficult personal decisions made as a criminal justice professional

Philosophy is both critical and conceptual. It focuses not only on what someone thinks but most
importantly on the reasons that support those views. In terms of CUNY Pathways requirements,
this course falls under “Individual and Society.” We will be examining those theories that
purport to explain and justify the ethical judgments and moral values that balance individual
choice over and against the claims of justice for society and the government and the application
of these theories to moral issues that arise in the American criminal justice system.

Students should be able to:
* Gather, interpret, and assess information from a variety of sources and points of view
¢ Construct critical arguments, provide evidence, and examine underlying premises
* Show understanding of theories exploring the nature of ethical reasoning
* Demonstrate critical perspective on ethical debates over the scope of individual choice
and the claims of justice for society and the government
*  Write clearly and critically.



Required Materials

Charles E. Cardwell, Hornbook Ethics, (Hackett Publishing Company, 2015, ISBN 978-1-62466-
372-7) ,

Michael Braswell, Larry Miller, Jocelyn Pollock, Case Studies in Criminal Justice Ethics (second
edition), (Waveland Press, Inc., 2012, ISBN 978-1-57766-747-6)

Grade Requirements

Class attendance and participation in discussion is emphasized, as it is in all Philosophy
courses. During the course of the semester scaffolded assignments, in-class discussions and -
panel debates will aid the student in developing the necessary skills of argument analysis and
the application of theories of Moral Philosophy to the solution of criminal justice problems.

The assignments will include informal writing assignment (in-class and on Blackboard Discussion

Boards). The in class discussion and activities will provide additional opportunity to refine the

skill of rationally presenting and defending positions on controversial ethical issues. The

following are sample topics for these assignments:

e What is the fundamental principle of morality according to Utilitarianism?

¢ Is “stop and frisk” permissible according to Kant’s Categorical Imperative?

e Isthe priméry function of correctional institutions retributive or rehabilitative according to
Utilitarianism?

e State and explain the Kantian argument against justifying incarceration on the basis of its
value as a deterrent. |

There will be two exams, a Midterm and Final, each will have an objective component ‘ i
consisting of multiple choice and short answer questions and an essay component. The
objective tests will test the student’s mastery of the ethical theories which provide the basis for
solutions to the ethical questions that will be addressed during the course of the semester. For
example, they will give the student the opportunity to demonstrate his/her understanding of
Utilitarianism and Deontology and the analysis of arguments provided by supporters of these
theories in support of their positions on issues of individual choice and the requirement of
morality in policing, the courts, and the correctional system.. ;

The student will be required to submit 2 Midterm Essays and 2 Final Essays. The essays i’
will be from two to five pages long and submitted online to Blackboard. A sample topics for
such an essays is: :
* Select two articles (approved by the instructor) on the “stop and frisk” policing policy. One

should defend the policy and the other should argue against the policy. Explain the moral
issue concerning this policing policy. For each article state and explain the argument
advanced concerning the morality of the policy, explain the moral theory that is invoked in
support of the argument. Evaluate the two arguments and defend your conclusion based on
your evaluation of the argument.

Each essay will require the student to provide a clearly written critical analysis of
arguments provided on each side of an ethical dilemma related to criminal justice cases. The
essays will require the student to defend a position on these issues showing his/her mastery of
ethical reasoning as it applies to the relevant ethical debates. The student will research and



read at least two instructor-approved articles from a source other than the text for the at least
one of the final essays.

Grades will be determined on the basis of the following factors:
(10%) Assignments (in class and take home)

(10%) Class Participation & Group Assignments

(20%) Mid-Term Exam

(20%) Mid-Term Essays

(20%) Final Exam

(20%) Final Essays

Attendance and class etiquette

Attendance is generally required. At Kingsborough, students who miss more than 15% of class
meetings are considered excessively absent and may receive a “WU” at the instructor’s
discretion. Additionally, lateness may be taken into account when assessing your class
participation grade. ‘

All electronic devices should be turned off. Once in the room, please do not leave the
room. Generally, try to avoid any behavior that may be disruptive and therefore unfair to your
classmates.

Academic Integrity Statement
Please, visit the following link:
http://www.kbcc.cuny.edu/studentaffairs/student _conduct/Pages/academic integrity.aspx

Accessibility Statement
Access-Ability Services (AAS) serves as a liaison and resource to the KCC community regarding
disability issues, promotes equal access to all KCC programs and activities, and makes every
reasonable effort to provide appropriate accommodations and assistance to students with
disabilities. Your instructor will make the accommodations you need once you provide
documentation for the Access-Ability office (D-205). Please contact AAS for assistance.

Topical Course Outline

1. Ethics and Critical Thinking
Student Learning Objectives:
i. To develop the ability to understand the essence of good character
ii. To distinguish between morals, values, and ethics.
iii. _To recognize the concept of moral relativism.
iv. To understand the importance of critical thinking to ethics.
v. _To increase awareness of the connection between etiquette and ethics.
2. Virtue Ethics
Student Learning Objectives:
i. To understand the centrality of moral virtue to understanding the ethics of Aristotle.




ii. To appreciate the hierarchy of goods and the difference between real and apparent
goods.
iii. _Torecognize the distinctions amongq virtue ethics, stoicism, and hedonism.
iv. Toincrease understanding of the linkage between the moral virtues in pursuing real
goods.
v. _Todevelop skills in applying moral virtues and real goods in evaluating ethical
dilemmas. :
3. Formalism: Carrying Out Obligation and Duty
Student Learning Objectives:
i. Tounderstand the nature of deontological ethics.
ii. _Torecognize the centrality of duties versus inclinations in Kantian ethics.
iii. To increase the ability to isolate the cateqgorical imperative from any set of facts
presented in an ethical dilemma.
iv. To distinquish the categorical imperative from the practical imperative and
hypothetical imperatives.
v.  _To understand why lying is never permitted using the ethics of formalism.
4. Utilitarianism: Measuring
Student Learning Objectives:
i. Tounderstand the nature of teleological ethics and its differences from deontological
~ ethics.
ii. To recognize the centrality of the principle of utility in the ethics of John Stuart Mill.
iii. To develop an appreciation of why utilitarianism is sometimes called
consequentialism. '
iv. _Toincrease the ability to distinquish objective ways to assess the total happiness
produced by an action.
v. To appreciate criticisms of utilitarianism as a way to judge ethical action.
5. Crime and Law: Which Behaviors Ought to Be Crimes?
Student Learning Objectives: ,
i. Tounderstand the differences between the consensus view and conflict view of
criminal law.
ii. To appreciate the ethical issues posed by “quality of life” offenses.
iii. To distinguish the major perspectives on crime causation: classical, positivism,
structural, and ethical.
iv. To develop an appreciation for the linkage between Kohlberg’s theory of moral
development and ethics. '
v. _Toincrease understanding of Gilligan’s ethics of caring.
6. Police: How Should the Law Be Enforced?
* Student Learning QObjectives:
i. To understand how the Fourth and Fifth Amendments of the Bill of Rights provide the
principles for police stops, searches, arrests, and interrogations.
ii. To appreciate the threshold of “stop and frisk” and its differences from probable
cause in evaluating situations for police.
iii. To recognize the differences among nonfeasance, misfeasance, and malfeasance in
assessing police decisions.

-




iv.

To develop an appreciation for the different causes and circumstances of police

corruption.
To evaluate the relationship between codes of ethics and ethical principles in

producing consistent conduct.

7. Courts: How Qught a Case Be Adjudicated?

Student Learning Objectives:

i
fi.

fii.
v

V.
Vi

To appreciate John Rawls’ theory of justice and the “greatest equal liberty” principle.
To recognize the importance of the Model Rules of Professional Conduct for
prosecution and defense conduct.

To understand what a “mob lawyer” is and the proper role of a defense attorney in
criminal cases.

To assess the scope of a prosecutor’s discretion and its implication for ethical
conduct. ‘

To evaluate the nature of plea bargaining and the ethical dilemma it creates.

To understand the ethical underpinnings of sentencing decisions.

8. Punishment and Corrections: What Should Be Done with Offenders?

Student Learning Objectives:

I.

ii.

iii.

iv.

To understand the distinctions among the four purposes of criminal sanctions:
retribution, incapacitation, deterrence, and rehabilitation.

To recognize the issue of disparity in sentencing, how sentencing quidelines were
designed to reduce disparity, and the ethical issues involved.

To assess the issue of correctional ethics and the situations in which ethical decisions
become crucial in correctional settings.

To understand how corporal punishment and innovative sentences can be evaluated -
from an ethical perspective.

To distinguish the issue of punishment under the Eighth Amendment, and how
capital punishment and life in prison can be evaluated using ethical principles.

9. Liability: What Should Be the Consequence of Unethical Conduct?

Student Learning Objectives:

i.

ii.

iii.
iv.

To understand the nature of civil remedies for ethical misconduct, such as
compensation and blacklisting.

To recognize the double standards often placed on public officials regarding liability
for conduct that is accepted when acting as private citizens.

To evaluate the ethical dilemmas posed by sex offender notifications laws.

To distinguish “right versus right” ethical dilemmas. _

To assess the liabilities faced in unethical individual, corporate, and government
misconduct. .

10. The Future: Will We Be More or Less Ethical?

Student Learning Objectives:

I
il.
iii.

To evaluate the ethical dilemma in the case of the Unabomber.

To appreciate the reason behind the establishment of the CDC panel of ethicists.
To understand the ethical distinctions between killing and letting die in a medical
context.




11. Contemporary Moral Issues in Criminal Justice
Student Learning Objectives:
i. Tounderstand the issue of racial discrimination in criminal justice
ii. Todefine terrorism and discriminate between warfare and crime control.
12. Summary and Conclusions




