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Patrick Timmons (408) 924 2950
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Office Hours: T 12.45 – 13.30pm


Office: BT 454
JS 104 – Corrections and Society

Winter Session 2008
Class Dates: W 3, R4, T 9, W 10, R 11, T 16, W 17, R 18

Catalog Description

Interdisciplinary examination of issues of race, class, gender, ethnicity, economy, and culture as it relates to punishment, the penal process, and social control.

Upper division standing required.

Preferred Method of Communication
I prefer that you communicate with me by e-mail: ptimmons99@gmail.com.

Introduction to How the Course Approaches “Corrections and Society”

Scholars working in different disciplines in the humanities (for example, ethnic studies, cultural studies, history, literature, art, philosophy) have studied prisons and punishment for many years. Punishment—broadly construed to include how agents of power within society sanction certain actions, perceived or actual, using lawful or unlawful means—provides a useful vehicle of inquiry for analysts studying the complexities of the human condition, that is, how people deal with change, continuity, meaning, and significance in their lives. Since the 1970s, this humanities-based scholarship has addressed at least three broad concerns about human societies and their relationship to punishment:

1. It has attempted to document social, cultural, political, and economic interactions through time and at distinct turning points by identifying, understanding, and explaining the lived experiences of those who punish or are punished in different societies and at different times;
2. It fosters critical thinking skills by examining the distance between law and practice using a range of different sources that enable scholars to identify, understand, and explain the meaning of punishment, both from the experiences of those involved in the penal process, and from those scholars attempting to analyze prisons and punishment;

3. It has attempted to explain significance by challenging uncritical definitions of power, arguing with scholars about how punishment has changed and/or stayed the same as a productive, rather than repressive, force both in culture, society, economics, and politics.
These concerns are not only scholarly; they appear regularly as themes in books, articles, art, literature, music, and film. While the literary, music, and film-based sources should be considered artistic rather than scholarly, their production has given scholars and others much to debate. And, indeed, the importance of a humanities-based approach to punishment results from the disagreements scholars have with each other, and with colleagues in the thematically-related, but methodologically distinct, area of how the social sciences treat issues of punishment and social control. The charged nature of these disagreements confirms one of the underlying assumptions of this course: that the humanities and the social sciences together shape and respond to the relationship between punishment and society.
The Nexus: The Justice Studies Department at SJSU

The Justice Studies Department includes scholars working at the nexus between different areas of scholarly inquiry: science, social science, and humanities. Scholarship in the humanities is often intensely concerned with the relationship between structure, place, and agency (that is, observable human actions and events located in specific times and particular places) to explain what happens or has happened. Distinctly, some social scientists research theories of universal human behavior and treatment in a way which does not examine human interactions with place and other types of context, spatial or otherwise. (This research often cannot reveal who the subjects of research are because of confidentiality data collection.) Other differences exist: Social scientists often proclaim the so-called “real-world” application of their research in mind at all times; Humanities scholars probably perceive of their role as attempting to enrich that human understanding which is necessary to make sound decisions.
If we group the collaboration of these fields under the department’s name “Justice Studies,” then the inquisitive, informed observer must recognize that those in the humanities and social sciences have much to offer one another on the issue of how to study different ways of achieving a “just” society. Their disagreements have to do with method, sources of data and their collection, and especially the language used to talk about “justice” (however defined).
OK… But what does this have do with Students?
Students in this course will need to bear in mind the tension the distinction between a social science and a humanities approach constructs. An awareness of the disciplinary and institutional history of “Criminal Justice” (rather than Justice Studies, a more recent appearance) at California’s community colleges and universities suggests that most students will be familiar with a social science approach to punishment/corrections and society. Indeed, the “systems approach”—social scientists testing models of deviant behavior, legal disputes, and penal response, or practitioners interested in education—seems to have been a common way to teach this class.

This class acknowledges but does not examine further this valuable approach or its analytical literature. The “justice system” approach reflects the interests of the state and is not an appropriate framework for a critical reflection and analysis of incarceration and punishment in the humanities. (The traditional approach might benefit social scientists, however.) Instead, this is and interdisciplinary humanities class at a University with a stated mission for a multicultural, liberal education appropriate for a diverse student body. In this critical vein we might ask: Is “Justice Studies” a legitimate field of scholarly study about the different ways societies explore the search for justice? Or is “Justice Studies” simply a means to an end pre-determined by the state and its polices dealing with crime? Are state colleges’ “criminal justice programs” just simple ways to make you pay for an education (for example, through loans, delayed graduation rates) which will then support the state’s vision of power and social control?

Will raising questions about these different approaches help you understand the design of this version of JS 104 – Corrections and Society? You’ll have to assess that for yourself as the course develops. Our shared objective is to engage in interdisciplinary analysis of punishment from a humanities-based perspective. This objective may be very different and distinct from other classes you have taken in Justice Studies because it examines a historical approach to power and the urge to punish. This approach offers only criticism (rather than solutions) to the social, political, economic, and cultural manifestations of punishment. Whether or not you accept that rationalization has much to do with how you define the mission of students and faculty—as distinct from the state’s criminal justice infrastructure—at a large metropolitan public university.
The Course

The style and substance of the teaching in this course has two interlocking objectives:
1. to introduce and develop students’ ability to analyze punishment from a humanities-based methodology (emphasizing the human condition)
2. that methodology relies upon a careful appreciation of the authorship, intent, structure and use of evidence, and meaning of primary and secondary sources which deal with punishment

Objectives 1 & 2: Analyzing Punishment Using Humanities Source-based Methodology

The course design attempts to fulfill this objective by presenting primary and secondary sources for student comprehension in three substantive areas of study. (1) It examines the beginning of penal reform in the eighteenth century, an era dominated by a reconsideration of the formal apparatus of power growing out of rising disgust at public displays of pain and suffering undertaken for the enjoyment of the sovereign. (2) Beyond this moment of the modern reconsideration of state power in the eighteenth century, the study of debates about the persistence of the death penalty and torture facilitates the students’ assessment of the limits of penal reform within a particular socio-political context. (3) Course participants examine sources which dispute, explain, and challenge how and why punishment persists in defining social, political, economic, and cultural inequalities within and across national boundaries. (Many of the sources and case studies used in this class come from Latin America – check the section on the Instructor’s Specialization for more details as to why this is the case.)
Objective 2: Sources

The course provides instruction in reading primary and secondary sources. Why? Primary sources (observations on paper, film, photograph, and audio which contain or present unfiltered first hand accounts) and secondary sources (interpretative, explanatory approaches to a subject based on a wide reading of various primary sources) furnish the raw materials for humanistic analysis. In a word, sources record the desires, experiences, and complications that confront humans as their lives change or remain the same. As proof to support arguments, reading a source in a particular way help us substantiate complex explanations about how and why events happened. Scholars of punishment raise questions about the structure and effectiveness of arguments about the human condition by examining how authors of secondary materials treat their sources as they create a larger work. The privileging of different sorts of voices and types of evidence, in either primary or secondary sources, helps to create analytical meaning out of a particular type of punishment.
We try to put these different analytical principles to work as we read and analyze a couple of different book-length treatments about punishment. The books will help us understand penal practices, reform, and experiences in different countries, at different times, and from different perspectives. We shall examine the methods by which the authors have chosen to analyze punishment (such as a process, as a relationship marked by gender, class, or race-based inequalities, as an expression of state power, to name but a few), paying attention to the author of the source’s intent, structure, and implications as we assess the different works.

The Paper
I have invited you to read Joe Domanick, Cruel Justice: Three Strikes and the Politics of Crime in America's Golden State. This book presents a contemporary historical account, through a variety of primary and some secondary sources, about how California came to adopt the policy of “three strikes and you’re out.” The purpose of the paper is to use Domanick’s book to debate a particular point. One half of the class will write a paper which uses the book to support the proposition that:

“This House Believes that Three Strikes is Inhumane Punishment.”

The other half of the class will write a paper which disputes that proposition. The paper must be exactly five pages in length with appropriate citations, a source list, double-spaced, printed in Times New Roman 12pts, and paginated. The paper will be ready before the final class session on Thursday 18 January.
The Specialization of the Instructor
The professor has designed the course to foster critical analysis of an interdisciplinary, transnationally-informed scholarship which examines the relationship between several different societies, their cultures, politics, economics and instances of punishment. The professor specializes in the political and cultural history of the death penalty in nineteenth-century Mexico. This expertise complements an ongoing research specialization and publications record concerning Mexican nationals condemned to die in contemporary Texas. The professor is best able to serve those who seek the challenge of engaging with, appreciating, and criticizing the structure and mechanics of written, oral/aural, and visual sources.

The professor’s goals are to facilitate students’ ability to improve their
· capacity to use the methods of textual analysis to examine punishment and society.
· reading ability, and to effectively communicate, both orally and in writing, the results of their analyses of written, visual, and oral sources. 

· awareness of, and consideration of various effects and dilemmas which present themselves when a society chooses to punish in particular ways.
Required Reading
Both titles are available at the Spartan Bookstore

Cesare Beccaria, On Crimes and Punishments. Translated by David Young. Indianapolis: Charles Hackett, 1986.

Joe Domanick, Cruel Justice: Three Strikes and the Politics of Crime in America's Golden State. Berkeley: University of California Press, 2005. 

Recommended Reading (available in King Library/area bookstores)
Allen, James, et al., Without Sanctuary: Lynching Photography in America. Santa Fe, NM: Twin Palms Publishers, 2005.

Gilmore, Ruth Wilson, Golden Gulag: Prisons, Surplus, Crisis and Opposition in Globalizing California. Berkeley: University of California Press, 2007.

Gonzales-Day, Ken, Lynching in the West, 1850 – 1935. Durham, NC: Duke University Press, 2006.

Hugo, Victor, Les Misérables. Translated by Charles E. Wilbour. New York: The Modern Library, 1992.
Liss, Steve, No Place for Children: Voices from Juvenile Detention. Austin, TX: University of Texas Press, 2005.

Rierden, Andi, The Farm: Life Inside a Women’s Prison. Amherst, MA: University of Massachusetts, 1997.

Schedule of Readings and Classes

2 Jan – 18 Jan

W2

Sovereignty: Origins of Imprisonment & Penal Reform

Hour 1
Course Introduction:

The Subject, the Approach, the Syllabus, the Format of the Class, Reading and Writing Requirements, the Instructor’s Specialization
Distribution of SJSU Academic Integrity Policy
9.20 – 9.30

Hour 2
Reading Presentation: Foucault, “The Execution of Damiens” from Discipline and Punish.
Discussion: What is Justice? What is punishment? What are corrections? What is society?
10.20 – 10.45
Hour 3
Read extracts from Beccaria, II, “The Right to Punish;” III, “Consequences.” 

11.35 – 11.45

Hour 4

Read extract from Beccaria, XII, “The Purpose of Punishments.”


Examine images of Executions from Downtown Mexico City.

R3
Death Penalty, Torture, & Sovereignty: Challenges to Political Legitimacy
Hour 1

Read Extract from Beccaria, XVI, “Torture.”
9.20 – 9.30

Hour 2

Documentary about Torture in Algeria

(Source from Criterion Collection Edition of Battle of Algiers.)
10.20 – 10.45

Hour 3

Read Extract from Beccaria, XXVIII, “The Death Penalty.”
11.35 – 11.45

Hour 4
Lecture: The Significance of the Contingent Abolition of the Death Penalty in Mexico? Or why did some of Beccaria’s proscriptions become relevant in c19th Mexico?)

(Source: Patrick Timmons, “Seed of Abolition: Experience and Culture in the Desire to Abolish the Death Penalty in Mexico, ca. 1840 – 1857,” Sarat and Boulanger eds, Cultural Lives of Capital Punishment: Comparative Perspectives. Stanford: Stanford University Press, 2004.)
T9
Birth of the Penitentiary
Test 1
20 Questions, 15 minutes
Hour 1
Read extract from Beccaria, XXIX, “Imprisonment.”

Read extract from Bentham, “The Panopticon Letters.”
9.20 – 9.30

Hour 2
Penitentiaries and their Construction throughout the Atlantic World.
10.20 – 10.45

Hour 3 & 4
Reading Time: Joe Domanick, Cruel Justice.
W10

Pain and Death Remain: Modernity, Race, and (Extra)legal

Punishment
Hour 1
Lecture: Lynching in the West: Mexicans, Native Americans, Immigrants, 1850 – 1935

Sources: Documents from Waldrep, Documents about Mexican Press Coverage of Lynching in the United States.
9.20 – 9.30

Hour 2 & 3
Film: The Ballad of Gregorio Cortés (1982) dir. Robert Young, with Edward James Olmos. (104 minutes)
11.15 – 11.35
Hour 4

In-class written Response to Gregorio Cortés.
Why is Gregorio Cortés a symbol for celebration amongst those of Mexican descent in Texas?
R11
Class: Labor Inequality and the Role of Punishment in Reinforcing Unequal Power Relations
Hour 1
If the legal, political, and moral hegemonic forces associated with punishment create racial hierarchies in a race-based society, do they also create class-based hierarchies whose meanings vary according to the type of economy?

9.20 – 9.30

Hour 2
& 3
Film I am a Fugitive from a Chain Gang (9.30 – 11.00)

11.00 – 11.20

Hour 4
In-class Written Response to I am a Fugitive…

Question to Answer: How Does Punishment Sustain the Class System?

T16
Women and Punishment
Test 2

20 Questions

Hour 1

Invisible No More: Women under Pain of Death in the c19th Americas
(Source: Aguirre essay in Joseph et al., Death Penalty Appeals from Mexico.)
9.20 – 9.30

Hour 2
& 3
Film: Camila (1984) Argentina, dir. María Luisa Bemberg.
11.10 – 11.30

Hour 4
Discussion: How should we understand the relationship between society and the punishment of women? What does the rise in incarceration of women reveal about society in the contemporary United States?

W17:

Final Paper Preparation, Five Pages.
R18:
Debate: “This House Believes that Three Strikes is Inhumane Punishment.”
Hour 1
Form Four Groups of Five: Two Form Each Position

Some Rules

9.20 – 9.30

Hour 2
In-class Debate.
Bk 10.20 – 10.45

Hour 3
Conclusion
Bk 11.35 – 11.45

Course Requirements

Attendance

According to University policy F69-24, “Students should attend all meetings of their classes, not only because they are responsible for material discussed therein, but because active participation is frequently essential to insure maximum benefit for all members of the class. Attendance per se shall not be used as a criterion for grading.”

Attendance is taken at each class meeting using sign-in sheets. Please speed the efficiency of this process by arriving early to sign in.

You may not leave the classroom until the instructor signals the end of the class, you have an emergency which requires your exit, or you have informed the instructor that you will be leaving the class.

Lateness

Students should make every effort to be in class on time. Should a student enter the classroom later than five minutes, that student should do so in a quiet and courteous manner, one that acknowledges that whatever the reason for tardiness, whenever a class participant is late, they are the source of disruption caused to the learning community.

Graded Coursework

Percent of Grade, and Tentative Due Dates*

Assignment



Percent of Grade
Date Due


Participation



60%


Ongoing
Final Five Page Essay


40%


01/17/06


*Due dates are subject to change with fair notice

Assessment of Participation

Participation is assessed through two tests and two media reviews.

2 Tests



20%


T 9 / T 16
This test takes the form of short answer questions related to the material presented up until the time of the test.
2 In-class Media Responses
20%


W 10 / R 11
These are reflections, prompted by questions, see above, and focused upon two of the selected films for this course.
Several In-Class One-Minute Papers
20%

No Notice / Impromptu

These will ask you to either summarize, critique, or discuss, primary and/or secondary sources discussed in class.

I envisage at least five one-minute papers worth 4% of the final grade.
Classroom Etiquette and Courtesy

The professor takes classroom etiquette very seriously. Cell phone disruptions, talking with classmates without including the whole class, and abuse of internet technologies (e.g., web browsing/IMing during class) will adversely affect your participation grade. Please turn off your cell phones.

Grading Scale for All Assignments
By letter. Percentage amounts.

A
90 - 100

Excellent, demonstrates original thought, superior command of written and classroom material, clarity and erudition in a structured presentation.

B
80 - 89

Above average, some originality of thought, solid command of written and classroom materials, developed structure.

C
70 - 79

Below average, little or no originality of thought, faltering command of written and classroom materials, awkward structure.

D
60 - 69

Well below average. No creative response. Cursory attention to detail. No appreciation for scholarship.

F
59 or below

Does not meet minimum expectations for this course.

Late Work
No work will be accepted after the due date. Please adhere to all stipulated due dates which have been established in order to facilitate grading and swift return of papers. If you are in any doubt about due dates and times please check with the instructor.
Makeup Exams

If a student has a written medical excuse for missing an exam, a makeup exam will be given at a time mutually-convenient to the student and the instructor. If the student does not have a written medical excuse, the student will receive a zero for the missed exam.

Description of Tests
Tests

These will be held in class. They are short answer tests which assess your mastery of key words, concepts, events, and their significance. They are not multiple choice tests.

University Policies

Course Add/Drop Statement

Instructors are permitted to drop students who fail to attend the first scheduled class meeting and who fail to inform the instructor prior to the second class meeting of the reason for any absence and their intention to continue in the class.  Some instructors will drop students who do not meet the stated course prerequisites.  However, instructors are not required to drop a student from their course.  It is the student’s responsibility to make sure classes are dropped.

You, the student, are responsible for understanding the policies and procedures about add/drops, academic renewal, withdrawal, etc. found at: http://sa.sjsu.edu/student_conduct 

Academic Integrity Statement

Academic integrity is essential to the mission of San José State University. As such, students are expected to perform their own work (except when collaboration is expressly permitted by the course instructor) without the use of any outside resources. Students are not permitted to use old tests, quizzes when preparing for exams, nor may they consult with students who have already taken the exam. When practiced, academic integrity ensures that all students are fairly graded. Violations to the Academic Integrity Policy undermine the educational process and will not be tolerated. It also demonstrates a lack of respect for oneself, fellow students and the course instructor and can ruin the university’s reputation and the value of the degrees it offers. We all share the obligation to maintain an environment which practices academic integrity. Violators of the Academic Integrity Policy will be subject to failing this course and being reported to the Office of Student Conduct & Ethical Development for disciplinary action which could result in suspension or expulsion from San José State University. The policy on academic integrity can be found at: http://www.sa.sjsu.edu/download/judicial_affairs/Academic_Integrity_Policy_S07-2.pdf
To better understand plagiarism and to aid you in making sure that you are not plagiarizing, please see me and/or visit:

http://tutorials.sjlibrary.org/plagiarism/index.htm
American with Disabilities Act

If you need course adaptations or accommodations because of a disability, or if you need special arrangements in case the building must be evacuated, please make an appointment with me as soon as possible, or see me during office hours.  Presidential Directive 97-03 requires students with disabilities requesting accommodations must register with DRC to establish a record of their disability.

Student Rights and Responsibilities
“The classroom is the essential part of any university. Both freedom to teach and freedom to learn should flourish in the classroom. The professor has the right and responsibility to control the classroom; however, as this control is exercised, the rights of students as set forth in this document should not be denied. 

A. Students have the right to consistent and judicious evaluation by the instructor. 

B. Students are free to take reasoned exception to the data or views offered in courses of study. They may be required to know the material set forth by the instructor, but they are free to reserve personal judgment as to the truth or falsity of what is presented. 

C. Students have the right to have faculty meet their classes at the scheduled times and make presentations appropriate to the course. When circumstances require cancellation of a class, the instructor shall make an effort to notify students. 

D. While faculty and administrators have primary responsibility in curricular matters, students shall have opportunity for participation in revising and improving the curriculum by serving on operational curriculum committees. 

E. Students are responsible for meeting standards of academic performance established for each course. Performance in the course shall be the sole criterion by which students are measured and the professor shall take no action to penalize students because of their opinions or because of their conduct outside the classroom in matters unrelated to the class. Students have the right to a course grade which is a just measurement of performance in the course. 

F. Information about a student's performance, views, beliefs, and political association which professors acquire in the course of their work as instructors, advisers, and counselors is considered confidential. 

G. Students enrolled in a class may be denied admission to the classroom or may be expelled for the remainder of a class period only for considerations relevant to the educational purposes of the class. A faculty member may recommend to the Dean of Student Services that a student be permanently withdrawn from a course if after suitable warning a student's disruptive actions are determined to be in violation of the University policy on "Student Discipline Relating to Conduct on State University Campuses". 

H. Students have the right to have instructional faculty schedule a reasonable number of office hours for student conferences.”

The full statement on Student Rights and Responsibilities may be found at:

http://www2.sjsu.edu/senate/s90-5.htm
� What accounts for the dramatic surge in student numbers in the Justice Studies department at San José State University? Students undoubtedly respond to the realities of an expanding need for labor in the “justice system.” The State and Counties demand labor for increased positions which officials say are necessary to “protect” society. Social Geographer Ruth Wilson Gilmore provides data about California’s “prison fix:” “The California state prisoner population grew nearly 500 percent between 1982 and 2000, even though the crime rate peaked in 1980 and declined, unevenly but decisively, thereafter. … Since 1984, California has completed twenty-three major new prisons … at a cost of $280 - $350 million dollars apiece. The state had previously built only twelve prisons between 1852 and 1964.” In other words, the state’s labor needs for prison expansion are unprecedented. See Ruth Wilson Gilmore, Golden Gulag: Prisons, Surplus, Crisis, and Opposition in a Globalizing California. Berkeley: University of California Press, 2007, p. 7, p. 119.
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