LAWS 4305A 

CRIMINAL JUSTICE REFORM

TAKE-HOME MID-TERM EXAMINATION
Insert Your Name Here

Student Number Here
Instructions

All responses to questions must be typed, double-spaced, utilizing a 12-point font (Times New Roman, Arial, etc.), with a 1-inch margin top, bottom, left and right.  Your responses are to be written in your own words.  Brief quotations may be used for Part II and Part III.  Any material that is quoted or paraphrased must be cited (with the exception of the class lectures).  A priority will be placed upon the materials used in this course (readings and lectures). 

Part I:  Definition of Concepts and Terms (20 %, 5% per question)

In 100 words or less (for each question), answer the following questions:

1. Distinguish between ‘change’ and ‘reform’ with respect to criminal justice reform?
2. Identify the concepts and principles that animate the goals and/or objectives of reform?
3. How can the efficacy – effectiveness and efficiency – of criminal justice reform be determined?
4. What are the extra-legal influences that enable and constrain criminal justice reform?

Part II:  Short Answers (30 %, 10% per question)

In no more than 250 words per question, (total of 750 words for 3 questions):

1. The legal historian E.P. Thompson claimed that: “Law is an unqualified good.” Apply this claim to criminal justice reform?
2. How does the ‘problematization’ (i.e. the definition of the problem) both enable and constrain the possibility of criminal justice reform?
3. How is the criminal justice system and its reform implicated in the social control of those who do not transgress the law?

Part III:  Short Essay (50 %)

In no more than 1,000 words (approximately 4 pages double-spaced, 12 point font, Times New Roman), provide a critical analysis of the following:

A ‘problem’ (e.g. vagrancy, youth crime, etc.) can over time have several different discourses. Each discourse not only offers a particular claim to truth about why something is a problem but also serves to enable and constrain a particular (re)solution of the problem. 
Question: Is it possible to make sense of these differing discursive ‘truths’ about a problem without undermining the legitimacy of the criminal justice system and its reform?
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