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San José State University 
Social Sciences/Justice Studies 

JS 265, Comparative Criminal Justice Systems, Section 80 Fall 2020 
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Instructor: Allison Martin, Ph.D. 

Location: Oceanside, CA 

Email: allison.martin@sjsu.edu 

Office Hours: Monday 10am through Zoom https://sjsu.zoom.us/j/415779048 

Class Days/Time: Asynchronous online 

Prerequisites: Any 100W 
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in justice studies, a BS in forensic science and minors in justice studies, forensic studies, an MS in Criminology, 
legal studies and human rights. Among other topics, our widely regarded faculty conduct research in the areas 
of human rights, immigration, violence against women, sex offender behavior, family violence, and DNA 
profiling. Student groups and clubs include Alpha Phi Sigma, Chi Pi Sigma and the Forensic Science Club. Our 
graduates work in a multitude of settings including probation, parole, corrections, law enforcement, crime labs, 
and nonprofit agencies, or they continue their education in law school or other graduate programs.'

This degree program is housed in the Department of Justice Studies. More information is available 
at www.sjsu.edu/justicestudies/ 
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Upon successful completion of this course, students will be able to: 
CLO 1. identify social, cultural, economic, ideological, and political variables which contribute to the variation 
of crime problems across nations 
CLO 2. understand the structure and function of the criminal justice systems in other countries 
CLO 3. develop an appreciation and understanding of the ethical dilemmas confronting criminal justice systems 
worldwide 
CLO 4. understand the requirements to maintain diversity in agencies of the criminal justice system 
CLO 5. compare methods, procedures and theories employed by other countries to the American Criminal 
Justice system.  
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Fields, C. B. and Moore, R. H., Jr. (eds). (2005). Comparative and International Justice: Traditional and 
Nontraditional Systems of Law and Control, 2nd edition. Long Grove, IL: Waveland Press, Inc.  

 
Natarajan, M. (2005). Introduction to International Criminal Justice. New York, NY: McGraw-Hill. 

 
Pakes, F. (2004). Comparative Criminal Justice. Gloucester, UK: Willan Publishing.  
 
Reichel, P. (2018). Comparative Criminal Justice Systems, 7th edition. Upper Saddle River, NJ: Pearson.  
 
Terrill, R. (2012). World Criminal Justice Systems: A Comparative Survey, 8th edition. Cincinnati, OH: 

Anderson Publishing.  
 
Winterdyk, J. (2002) Juvenile Justice Systems: International Perspectives, 2nd edition. Toronto, Canada: 

Canadian Scholars Press.  

Required Readings Posted to Canvas 

Adams, E.B. and Vera Sanchez, C.G. (2018). Murder in a twin island paradise: Trends and strategies 
implemented to address criminal homicide in Trinidad and Tobago. Sociology of Crime, Law and 
Deviance, 23, 241-255. 

 
Albrecht, H. (2013). Sentencing in Germany: Explaining long-term stability in the structure of criminal 

sanctions and sentencing. 
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materials—such as journal search engines), students are strongly encouraged to contact the Justice Studies 
Library Liaison: Nyle Craig Monday, MLK Librarian (408) 808-2041 or Nyle.Monday@sjsu.edu 
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use references to reading material in all the posts you can, especially when agreeing with or refuting points 
made by authors. Responses consisting of a lack of thought as in “I agree” or “great thought” will not count as a 
quality response. 
 
If I pose a question to your post, it will be Saturday, so be sure to check to see if I have posted on your 
discussion board anytime on Sunday. I may also pose a follow-up question for the entire class; these follow-up 
questions will be sent through Canvas email messages, so be sure to check your university account regularly. 
Required responses to other students must be on their original post, not on the question they pose to you. This 
idea here is to keep the conversation going; you will discuss with other students, as well as with the instructor.  
 
Posts that exceed expectations (grade of an “A”) will be reserved for those who have integrated material 
thoughtfully and have shown a true interest in the topic for the week (e.g., responds to other students who have 
commented on their original posts and checks other conversations in the discussion board thread). Please keep 
in mind that a grade of an “A” is defined as “exceptional quality work.” When closing out your thoughts for the 
week, it is best to login later on Sunday to see if other students have written on your posts during the weekend. 
This will give the chance for everyone to be involved in the conversations as much as possible.
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agendas (objectives) for the criminals. Once the objectives are met by the organization, the criminal moves on to complete the next set 
of objectives of the next organization, until all organization’s objectives are met. Once all the objectives are met amongst the 
organizations, the common goal is met. 

The Department of Government and Justice Studies from Appalachian State University gives a clear description of the 
criminal justice process. What Louthan doesn’t describe clearly in his description is the concept of filtering. Come criminals won’t 
advance to the next step in the criminal process because they are filtered, or screened out (Appalachian State University, 2016). Peak’s 
(2016) Figure 1.1, shows the different ways that criminals are filtered out during the process (p. 6). Criminals are unapprehended, no 
complaints are filed, the accusation is dismissed, they are acquitted, or they are given an unsupervised fine (p. 6). Criminals could also 
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Grading for Written Assignments 

“A”: An “A” assignment is one that is well written, clearly organized, and comprehensive in its coverage of 
the assignment. The paper is structured to promote readability (e.g., clear introduction, supporting 
statements, conclusion) and main ideas are clearly supported (both in substantive argument and in research 
cited) and explained. The paper is outstanding to excellent in its quality, suggests that the student took the 
assignment seriously and was thoughtful in completing it. These papers clearly discuss topics covered in 
class, accurately and appropriately use the correct references to topics covered in the paper, and the citations 
are correctly formatted. The full range and scope of the topic are addressed. The paper format (spacing, page 
limit, etc.) is correct.  

 “B”: A “B” assignment is one that is fairly organized and contains many good ideas, but could use 
improvement in terms of organization, clarity, and/or writing style (e.g., stronger topic statements, clearer 
introduction/conclusion, fewer grammatical/typographical errors). These assignments typically convey less 
mastery of a topic or study, as evidenced by not clearly or completely addressing the topic/question. 
Coverage of the assignment is generally complete and mostly accurate, but greater depth and/or explanation 
is needed in particular areas to better support main points or enhance clarity. This paper often appears as if it 
needs minor to moderate revision and/or proofreading, digresses slightly off topic, or does not fully address 
the posed question(s). Citations are somewhat lacking, inappropriate, or not cited correctly. The paper is 
good to pretty good and its quality suggests that the student took the assignment somewhat seriously and 
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was moderately thoughtful in completing it, but could have done higher quality work with more time and/or 
effort. Students generally used accurate and appropriate references to topics covered in the paper, but 
additional or more relevant citations should have been used, and/or the citations were not correctly 
formatted/referenced. The full range and scope of the topic are not addressed fully. The paper format 
(spacing, page limit, etc.) is mostly correct.  

“C”: A “C” assignment is one that may have a few good ideas, but generally lacks organization and clarity. 
Significant improvement is needed in terms of organization, clarity, and writing style (e.g., strong topic 
statements, clear introduction/conclusion, fewer grammatical or typographical errors). Coverage of the 
assignment is haphazard and greater depth and/or explanation is needed throughout the paper. This paper 
often appears as if it needs moderate to significant revision and/or proofreading. The paper barely meets 
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Week 5: 
 
9/14 – 9/20 

 
After Conviction: Sentencing 

• Read Dammer & Albanese: Chapter 8 
• Supplemental Readings posted to Canvas:  

o Ewald (2010) 
o Garbett (2013) 
o Albrecht (2013) 
o Anckar (2014) 
o Novak (2017) 
• Discussion Board #4 

 
Week 6: 
 
9/21 – 9/27 

 
After Conviction: Prison 

• Read Dammer & Albanese: Chapter 9 
• Supplemental Readings posted to Canvas:  

o Reichel Chapter 8 
o Penrose (2016) 
o Dervan (2011) 
o Sander et al. (2016) 

Discussion Board #5 
 
Week 7: 
 
9/28 – 10/4 

 
Special Topics: Terrorism, 

Organized Crime and Juvenile 
Justice 

• Read Dammer & Albanese Chapters 10, 11, & 12 
• Supplemental Readings posted to Canvas:  

o Reichel Chapter 9 
o Deflem (2006) 


