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The reality of fraternity and sorority hazing is a topically

serious issue that relates to a connection of law with not only
physical health, but mental health as well. This topic has particular
personal interest for the authors of this article in that hazing has
been an issue of concern, due to knowledge of various incidents, for
over twenty years. It is important to note that hazing occurs in
various settings and is not solely a university issue as many might
think. Hazing is a reality occurring within numerous studentrelated organizations, athletic organizations, school marching
bands, and even the military. In terms of how hazing is defined,
which is necessary to cover prior to this article's coverage of the
denial of hazing, the literature outlines different issues. There are
varying attitudes among individuals, especially students, about
hazing. Fraternity and sorority hazing is a factor within the process
for those wanting to join those organizations. It is an underlying set
of norms and an initiation process.
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President’s Message
“The Last Supper.” It is a collection of dinner
plates that illustrate final meal requests of deathsentenced inmates. This is art and activism, as
Ms. Green is opposed to the death penalty and
created this artwork as her way of expressing her
opposition. She has painted over 500 dinner plates
representing last meal requests of inmates all over
the United States; the installation in Dallas will
focus on last meal requests of Texas death row
inmates. As you all know, Texas is far and away
the leader in executions since the death penalty
was reinstated in 1976; as of December, 2012,
Texas had executed 491 people, or 37% of all the
executions in the United States. I am sure this
installation, and Ms. Green’s accompanying
presentation, will spur some dialogue and debate
about this most important topic.

Craig Hemmens, President, ACJS*

Greetings fellow ACJS members! I hope

your Spring term is going well. As you read this,
you are hopefully putting the finishing touches on
your presentations for the next annual ACJS
meeting, which takes place March 19-23, in
Dallas, at the Sheraton Hotel in downtown
Dallas. I believe we have put together a
conference that will illuminate and entertain, and
provide a stimulating break in the semester
routine.

The 2013 meeting will mark the 50th
Anniversary of the founding of the Academy of
Criminal Justice Sciences. To commemorate this
special occasion, every person who registers for
the conference will be given both a book on the
history of ACJS (written by ACJS Historian Will
Oliver), and a t-shirt noting the 50th Anniversary.
We will order enough t-shirts for everyone, but as
it is impossible to predict exactly the precise
quantity of each size, I do encourage you to stop
by the registration desk sooner rather than later—
it is “first come, first served” on the t-shirts! Other
events commemorating the anniversary include a
display highlighting all of the past presidents, as
well as a Past Presidents panel and reception, both
on Wednesday—so arrive early! Washington
State University is also hosting a reception—it
was at WSU, during a retirement party for a
faculty member there, that the plans to create
what became ACJS were first discussed.

The conference theme is “The Politics of
Crime and Criminal Justice,” and we have a
number of panels and presentations highlighting
this theme. We have several featured speakers
(including Dallas District Attorney Craig
Watkins, Texas capital appeals litigator David
Dow, and Chronicle of Higher Education writing
columnist Rachel Toor).
We will also have what I believe is a first
for ACJS, an art exhibition, or “installation.” The
artist is Julie Green, and the title of the series is
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The 2013 Annual Meeting will be the first
ACJS meeting without a printed program. We are
“going green” and providing the program in a
variety of electronic formats. It will be available
on the ACJS website, as one document and, just
prior to the conference, as multiple, smaller
documents with each day existing as a standalone document. This should make it easy for
people to download the program to their
computers, netbooks, and/or smartphone. I
realize that going paperless for the conference
program is a significant (and potentially
unsettling) change, but I believe it is the right
thing to do, both for ACJS and the environment,
and hope you will bear with us as we work
through the kinks that invariably accompany a
major change in procedure.

We are also in the process of renewing our
contract with Taylor & Francis, the publisher of
Justice Quarterly and the Journal of Criminal Justice
Education. Under the terms of this new contract
Taylor & Francis will continue to publish both
journals for seven more years, and ACJS will
receive an increased amount of royalties. It is the
revenue that ACJS is able to bring in from its
contract with Taylor & Francis that allows the
organization to keep its membership and
conference registration rates at such a low level.
It has been my privilege to serve as your
President during 2012-2013. My term as President
ends during the Dallas meeting in March. It has
been a whirlwind year, but the end is in sight. I
am confident the Dallas meeting will be a success,
thanks mainly to the hard work of my Program
Chair, Lorenzo “I can do that” Boyd. Please be
sure to express your appreciation to him at the
conference (and ask him what happened to his
Patriots). It has truly been a privilege to work with
Lorenzo, as well as Association Manager Cathy
Barth and Executive Director Mary Stohr.

I would be remiss if I did not thank all of
the conference sponsors for their generous support
of the Dallas conference. In particular I would
like to thank Cengage (who provides support for
the Wireless service in the Exhibit Hall), Taylor &
Francis (who provide support for the Past
Presidents reception), and Sage (and Sage
authors), who provide support for the Junior
Faculty Professional Development Workshop,
which has become an annual event at ACJS and
that this year had a record number of applicants
for the award(s).

I also want to thank all the folks who have
served with me on the Executive Board these past
six years. Every person with whom I have served
has worked hard to improve ACJS and to make it
an organizations that we could be proud of. I
encourage all of you to take advantage of the
opportunities to serve ACJS that exist at a variety
of levels—on the Executive Board, the Program
Committee or other ACJS Standing Committees,
in one of the sections, or in one of the regions.
The time will be well spent and the friendships
made will be lasting ones.

In other ACJS news, I am pleased to report
that we are in the process of selecting conference
sites for 2018, 2019, and 2020. We have signed a
contract for Baltimore in 2019, and are hopeful
that we will have in place very shortly contracts
for New Orleans in 2018 and San Antonio in
2020. I have toured the conference hotel sites, and
can tell you they are quite impressive. I know it is
hard to think that far ahead, but each of these
cities should provide a great venue for the
conference.

Finally, as many of you may have realized
by now, I am a huge fan of Bruce Springsteen.
Therefore, I would like to conclude my last
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ACJS Today, President’s Message, with a few
words for the hardest-working man in show
business and poet of our times:
Now I been out in the desert, just doin' my
time
Searchin' through the dust, lookin' for a sign
If there's a light up ahead, well brother I don't
know
But I got this fever burnin' in my soul
So let's take the good times as they go
And I'll meet you further on up the road
Bruce Springsteen, “Further On Up the Road”
on The Rising (2002)

*Craig Hemmens is the President of the
Academy of Criminal Justice Sciences. He is
also Department Head and Professor in the
Department of Criminal Justice at Missouri
State University.

.

Upcoming ACJS Meetings
March 19-23, 2013
February 18-22, 2014
March 3-7, 2015
March 29-April 2, 2016
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Dallas, TX
Philadelphia, PA
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Continued from Page 1
There are also different attitudes about
hazing. Since there exists such a variety of
attitudes on hazing expressed by students, it is
important to understand student perceptions, even
those who might not belong to these
organizations. It is also necessary to understand
whether university students can benefit from
exposure to appropriate scholarly education by
peers on fraternity and sorority hazing, rather
than anecdotally-based learning from peers.

theory assumes reasonably intelligent people can
say "no" to behaving in ways are prohibited
by society (Akers, 1990; Cornish and Clarke,
1986; Cullen and Agnew, 1999). The first study
specifically examined those who haze others and
those who receive the hazing, by creating
typologies for both groups (Montague, et al.,
2008). By using a database of a face-to-face focus
group, an online chat room focus group, and data
culled from an archived website dealing with
hazing, that research team identified several
distinct typologies about this criminal behavior
(Montague, et al., 2008).

Fraternity and sorority hazing has been a
topic which has been the subject of recent media
attention. This topic has particular personal
interest for the authors of this article, because
hazing has been an issue of concern for over
twenty years due to knowledge of various
incidents. The focus of this study is that hazing
occurs in various settings and is not solely a
university issue.

With respect to those who haze, the two
typologies which emerged were that of teachers
and fools (Montague, et al., 2008). The
respondents themselves identified these terms
with such frequency during the focus group
research that the research team labeled these
typologies in the same manner as presented to
them (Montague, et al., 2008). The teacher
typology identifies those who view his/her role as
an educator who is authorized to use methods of
instruction falling outside of what is allowed by
their organization or the law to reinforce learning
and respect for organizational tradition
(Montague, et al., 2008). The fool typology
identifies those who haze for one of two primary
reasons: they are under the influence of drugs or
alcohol, or they have self-esteem issues
(Montague, et al., 2008). The hazer within the
fool typology uses the fact that an initiate is an
easy target with a low probability of retaliation
(Montague, et al., 2008). Both the teacher and fool
typologies implied "choice" (Montague, et al.,
2008).

Literature Review
This study herein built upon the work of
an earlier work. The first study (Montague, et al.,
2008) opened the door to this second study, which
expands the research suggested in the first study.
The framework grounding the first study was
rational choice theory (Montague, et al., 2008).
There are several assertions under this theory
which were explored by that research team. First,
individuals who engage in behavior that is
criminalized or prohibited, do so based on their
own personal decision to engage in that behavior
(Akers, 1990; Cornish and Clarke, 1986; Cullen
and Agnew, 1999). Also, it is not logical to
discount the role of influence that others play in a
person's life since everyone’s situation is going to
be different (Akers, 1990; Cornish and Clarke,
1986; Cullen and Agnew, 1999). Finally, the

With respect to those who receive hazing,
it is important to note that many respondents
Continued on Page 7
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ACJS 2013 Annual Conference
“The Politics of Crime and Criminal Justice”
March 19-23, 2013
Sheraton Dallas Hotel
Dallas, Texas
Program Chair: Lorenzo M. Boyd, Fayetteville State University, acjs2013@uncfsu.edu
Host Hotel:
Sheraton Dallas Hotel
400 N. Olive Street
Dallas, TX 75201
214-922-8000

The ACJS General Business Meeting will be held at the 2013 Annual Meeting in Dallas on Friday, March 22,
2013, at 9:30 AM in the Lone Star A4 Ballroom on the 2nd Floor of the Sheraton Dallas Downtown Hotel.
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Continued from Page 5
indicated it is normal for many initiates to even
request to be hazed, believing it will make them
more of a member of the organization than those
not hazed. The respondent comments produced
three typologies, namely: legitimation seekers,
legacy seekers, and tunnel light lookers. The
legitimation seeker typology identifies those looking
for confirmation that they can be considered
successful at something they believe is valued by
society. The legacy seeker typology identifies
relatives of someone who is already a member of
that organization and feels pressure to join that
same organization to please their family.
Additionally, with respect to this typology, it was
indicated some hazers target legacy seekers because
it is believed, rightly or wrongly, that the legacy
seeker has a sense of entitlement and needs to be
taught a lesson.

entered bankruptcy in the late 1980s and early
1990s because of litigation associated with
hazing incidents and medical costs for those
harmed as a result of hazing. Second is an
intangible form, which is the psychological
impact on the victims and their families.
Data and Methods
This study seeks to examine whether or
not students who have been properly exposed
to what others students have said about hazing,
via a university lecture on a hazing journal
article, have the same views post-lecture as
they did prior to receiving the lecture. The
importance of this research question is twofold. First, it acts on the logical progression
from the original research which identified
actual typologies of those who haze and those
who receive hazing. Second, it specifically
establishes validity in that one of the major
concerns involving university hazing, like
many other activities involving like-minded
people, is that the students would be exposed
to what others like them had to say, rather than
coming from opinions of faculty or others who
are not their peers.

The tunnel light looker typology identifies
those who realize they have endured undeserved
or unregulated activity (i.e. activity beyond what
the authorized initiation process), and they tell
themselves to hang on just a little longer and
endure more. The term tunnel light looker was
created by the authors to express the similarity to
being in a tunnel and not knowing how much
longer it might be until you can see the light at the
end of the tunnel, signifying that the struggle is
almost over. It was pointed out by the
respondents that tunnel light lookers typically
endure hazing far beyond what some other
typologies will allow, meaning that the potential
harm is greater for tunnel light lookers since they
might allow hazing to continue until something
serious or fatal happens. Again, all three
typologies implied "choice."

To implement this methodology, direct
observation (Denzin and Lincoln, 1998) was
employed in criminological courses. We
focused our efforts on analyzing college
students at a Southwestern University. More
specifically, two fifteen-week semester courses
were chosen for implementation of this
methodology in order to observe application of
the lecture to lower-level and upper-level
university students longitudinally from Spring
2008 until Spring 2011, which made for three
years of annual iterations of the lecture during
the course. One of the two courses chosen was

There are two major types of impacts of
hazing. First, there is a tangible form in the cost
of litigation. Several fraternities and sororities
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Crime and Behavior (C&B), an upper-level course,
and used the Choice Theories module within the
curriculum for implementation of the lecture. The
students in C&B are mostly criminal justice
majors that are either juniors or seniors. The
second of the two courses chosen was Introduction
to Criminal Justice (ICJ), a lower-level course for
freshman and transfer students, with mostly
undeclared majors or minors of study. The
module of curriculum chosen for implementation
within ICJ was the module on victims and
victimology.

interaction with the same rules of confidentiality
in that the students were not allowed to identify
any particular organization or person, especially if
there was no verifiable disposition on a case
which might be in adjudication. The recourse for
students either knowingly or unintentionally
violating this restriction was to simply delete those
postings from the online discussion board and
have a conversation with the student in order to
discuss the matter.
In order to provide a baseline for
discussion allowing students to ground rational
choice theory, the specific law dealing with hazing
for the state this study was completed in was
provided and briefly discussed (Arkansas Hazing
Law, 1983). Therefore, in this case, the offense is
a class B misdemeanor prohibiting hazing, and
the aiding or assisting of hazing. As a comparison,
the students were informed that in some states
even the knowledge of a hazing incident, if not
reported, still qualifies as guilt of a lower offense.

This study also used fraternal
paraphernalia in order to supplement the lecture
(e.g. fraternal jackets, loveliers, Greek paddles,
and step-show canes). Again, the purpose of
bringing these materials to the lecture was to
make the topic as real as possible and to hopefully
attract an emotional connection, based on the
numerous stereotypes about joining university
organizations. Within the lecture, a particular
effort was made each time to facilitate the sharing
of experiences students have had with respect to
this issue. However, it was crucial that such
facilitation framed itself to not ask “...what is your
experience with hazing?” Rather, questions, such
as, "Are you aware of any hazing experience that
ever happened to someone?” were asked. The
research team considered this a more appropriate
approach, and it allowed more students to
participate in a manner that maintained
anonymity as to who the actual hazing
participants were.

Findings and Conclusion
This study was able to demonstrate
findings along three phases: initial, intermediate,
and current. The initial findings made clear that
not only was the topic of hazing largely unknown
to a significant number of lower level students; it
was clear that many upper level students indicated
they have mixed views on the topic. With respect
to the level of participation expressed by the
students during this phase, the lower level
students were reluctant or unable, based on topic
knowledge, to contribute to the discussion. The
upper level students had a high level of
participation during the class discussion with
particular interest in stating their views either in
support or against the worthiness of fraternities
and sororities based on stories about hazing they

In all, this portion of the lecture allowed
approximately thirty minutes for students to give
thoughts about hazing, education on hazing, and
any personal knowledge they wish to share with
the class. For the online students, the use of a
dedicated discussion board allowed this same
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shared with the class. With respect to the types of
comments made by the students, the lower level
students, having less knowledge of these
organizations, had less to contribute. The upper
level students on the other hand, fell into distinct
categories/typologies in terms of their comments,
which actually reflected more on their view(s) on
the topic on hazing.

the possibility of hazing impacting the views of
valuation held by non-members as to the worth of
these organizations. With respect to the student
connection to hazing, the findings flowed from
the areas previously discussed herein.
Limitations and Future Research
There are limitations to this study.
Nevertheless, the results indicate that many
students condone hazing and/or view it as
“work.” This research team believes many more
injuries and deaths will occur before attitudes
regarding hazing change. There is good news,
though. Students seem to connect the idea of
hazing with bad behavior once exposed to what
their peers said in the article. More recent media
coverage might also have helped. Future research
may further these changes in belief structure using
“infotainment” methodology, common to speech
communications discipline and pre/post testing
for the carousel method, concept art, and/or role
playing.

One category specifically reflected viewing
hazing as an "otherness," meaning that this
behavior is not relevant to them in their lives and
therefore not worthy of their attention in terms of
needing to focus on the purpose behind the
lecture. It is noted that many of the students
expressing this view explicitly in class did indicate
they belong to organizations, such as, band
fraternities or other school related organizations.
Some students fell into a category this research
team calls sobering impact in that they expressed
visible shock when they discovered the views
about hazing and extent of hazing injuries and
deaths as provided by the lecture. Some students
fell into a category this research team calls
entitlement in that they stated hazing is appropriate
and that society does not have to live with
initiates who are not "made right." In essence,
these students explicitly stated that society has no
business in the internal affairs of these
organizations, no matter the consequences. The
final category identified by the research team
during this initial phase was that of the brick wall,
in that these students indicated their perception
about these organizations will always be what it is
while they are college students and that behavior
probably does not change once these organization
members have graduated college. The
implication of this brick wall category is that either
their previous experiences or anecdotal knowledge
has tainted their view on the value of fraternities
and sororities, a finding which connects with the
the Montague, et al. (2008) study which identified
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The Four-Percent Solution: A Discussion of
the Caveats of Catching Big Fish with Nets
COP STOP

All we would need to do is identify,
through police and the courts, the poorest,
most desperate, and most troubled four
percent of white men — roughly the
percentage of black men presently
incarcerated — and lock them up. Thanks
to drug prohibition, law breakers are not in
short supply. It’s just a matter of cracking
down on whites like we’ve done to blacks.

Peter Moskos*

The cost of keeping the rest of us
safe, by housing five million prisoners, is
but $150 billion per year, or the equivalent
of the budget of the US Navy. But spent
wisely, by focusing incarceration on the
jobless, as we do, overnight we could cut
the unemployment rate in half!

Of the twenty-five worst shootings in

the US since 1994 only one was committed by
an African American. The vast majority of
shootings, twenty-two of twenty-five, were
committed by whites and Asians. And these
are the two groups most underrepresented in our
criminal justice system.

Along with taking five million
potential criminals off the streets, one
million new correctional officers would be
needed to guard so many white men. Think
of the boost to poor, rural, prison-hungry
communities. And this doesn’t even count
the additional jobs in court, police, and
probation related fields.

It’s entirely conceivable that AfricanAmericans are underrepresented in the annals
of mass murders because of mass
incarceration. If you’re dangerous, emotionally
disturbed, and a young black man, there’s a
very good chance you’re already behind bars.
Prisons are already the largest provider, albeit
an extremely incompetent one, of mental
health services in the US. More massive
incarceration could prevent mass shootings
because, well, if you cast a wide-enough net,
you’re bound to catch a fish or two.

Of course… even if it would reduce
mass shootings and provide jobs, we won’t
and shouldn’t lock up four percent of any
population. The moral and financial
devastation of such a gulag far outweighs
any possible benefit. But, so why then do
we lock up four percent of AfricanAmerican men and have the largest prison
system in the world?

President Obama recently said, “if we
can save the life of even one child, then we
have a responsibility to act.” Indeed, so let us
be bold and incarcerate five million white men.
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Even without locking up one more
person, we already have the largest incarceration
system in the world. In rate and numbers, we
lock up more people than any country in the
world. Ever. We have more prisoners than
China, and they have one billion more people.

while the city’s population increased by more
than a million, the number of incarcerated New
Yorkers actually substantially decreased.
Of course my four-percent proposal is a
Swiftian ploy. Luckily the solution of fewer
prisoners could also reduce shootings. More
palatable options are, in fact, plentiful. We can
provide mental health services for those in need.
We can restrict gun possession while fully
respecting Second Amendment rights. We can
expand punishments that don’t involve jail. We
can establish a social safety net for all. If we want
to stop violence and prison, these are exactly
what we have to do. Anger, fear, and retribution
only make the problem worse. They’re also not in
the best spirit of our exceptional national
character.

Were we to expand our incarceration
levels to, in effect, level the playing field for
whites, blacks, Hispanics, and Asians, the
incomprehensible failings of the status quo would
be readily apparent.
Are Americans such an evil people that
we need to lock up so many? Are so many
prisons necessary for public safety? Of course
not. We got into this mess after 1970, when we
decided that the war on drugs and longer
sentences were the answer. Historically our
country has had its fair share of moral failings,
often related to race. More than two million
people behind bars reflects American society —
all of America — no less than did slavery and
segregation.
This is not about “them,” the prisoners; it
is about us.

*Peter Moskos is an Associate Professor in the
Department of Law and Police Science at John Jay
College of Criminal Justice and the City University
of New York's Doctoral Program in Sociology.
Moskos is a Harvard and Princeton trained sociologist
and former police officer. He specializes in police
culture, crime prevention, qualitative methods, and
ending the war on drugs. His first book, Cop in the
Hood, won the 2008 American Publishers Award for
Professional and Scholarly Excellence, Best Book in
Sociology. His second book, In Defense of Flogging,
is a subversive attack on the prison-industrial
complex. It was listed as a "Favorite Book of the
Year" by Mother Jones and earned Moskos
recognition as one of Atlantic Magazine's "Brave
Thinkers of 2011."

To bring our incarceration rate back not
just to world standards but to where it was for
most of American history, eighty percent of all
prisoners would need to be freed. That won’t be
easy, but again, the norm in America was to lock
up one person per 1,000, not, as we do, seven.
The good news is that prisons can be
closed without increasing crime. Take New York
City: Last year there were 414 murders in the
city; in 1990, there were more than two
thousand. Were all the potential murderers
locked up? Quite the contrary. During these two
d d
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suggested by Dr. Rosemary Gido.
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Exploring Street Code Adoption Among Females:
Revisiting Elijah Anderson’s Theory
wanted to see if there was any way I could work
on a quantitative project on gender and street
codes, and that’s how I got started with it.
RW: And, what was your research strategy?
JN: I used data from the first few waves of the
National Youth Survey (NYS). Essentially what I
did was go through the NYS codebook and find as
many items as possible that pertained to
Anderson’s Code of the Street thesis. I scaled
these items as my dependent variable. I used other
items to construct independent variables, such as
family attachment, neighborhood perceptions, and
a host of control variables, sometimes using scales,
other times not. I ran separate Ordinary Least
Squares (OLS) regression analyses for boys and
girls and to the extent possible, compared
coefficients across models.

Jeffrey S. Nowacki, University of New Mexico*
In his groundbreaking book, Code of the Street,
Professor Elijah Anderson (1999) describes how
structural disadvantage contributes to higher rates of
violence among inner-city men. In a recently published
paper, Doctoral Candidate Jeffrey S. Nowacki
attempted to ascertain whether or not a similar
phenomenon extends to females. I caught up with
Jeffrey who graciously agreed to answer a few questions
and shed light on this very important topic.

RW: Now, if I’m not mistaken, the data you
analyzed was fairly old?
JN: Correct. The NYS data that I used was from
1980. But, I believe that the findings are still
generalizable. At the core, Anderson suggests that
the Code of the Street thesis is a response to
alienation, joblessness, and things like that. I feel
that those conditions are still present in many
neighborhoods and inner-city ones in particular.
Therefore, I would expect similar results from a
study with more recent data. Nevertheless, I think
a replication with more contemporary data would
be interesting. But, again, I would expect similar
findings, with perhaps a few nuances. I am not
certain what those nuances would be.

RW: You recently published a paper in Deviant
Behavior where you examined whether Elijah
Anderson’s Code of the Street thesis is applicable
to females. What made you decide to embark on
this project in the first place?
JN: Well, I have always been a fan of Anderson’s
work. This project was inspired by a presentation
I saw at the 2007 American Society of
Criminology Conference, which was the very first
major conference I attended. The entire panel
was on neighborhood effects and street codes. I
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that they won’t put up with it. This is the same
thing that happens with boys, although I would
suggest that the average violence level is not as
high for girls. Some of this difference is because
the willingness to use violence may be enough for
girls instead of the actual use of violence.

RW: How do your findings about girls and street
codes differ from what Elijah Anderson reports in
his groundbreaking book?
JN: While I am a huge fan of Professor
Anderson’s book, I feel that he did not pay a great
deal of attention to girls. Given his data, he seems
to view it as unlikely that girls would use violence
to gain respect (or “juice”) in an inner-city
environment. He did note that this sort of
behavior was happening more and more, but this
was certainly not his focus. This paved the way
for other scholars, such as Jody Miller and Nikki
Jones, as well as myself, to examine how girls
might use violence to negotiate cultural capital
often similar to how boys do.

RW: In your study, you found that family
attachment deters youths from embracing street
codes.
JN: Correct. In a lot of cases, I think these youths
are lacking a supportive family environment, so
they turn to the streets to find some sort of
acceptance. For the youths who are receiving the
acceptance at home, this negotiation of status and
respect on the street is not as necessary. Thus, I
expect the youths with more stable family relations
to be less likely to embrace violence.

RW: It’s been a while since I’ve read Code of the
Street. But, if remember correctly, Anderson
argues that females in the inner-city accrue respect
through finding commitment from a man or
childbirth? Do you agree with this?

RW: That makes sense.
JN: Yeah, in general, I feel that family attachment
is more protective for females. I think that, on
average, females place more value on relationships
than males do, so having those stable family
relations can really do a lot of good for girls – even
more so than boys.

JN: I think that there is more to girls in the innercity and gaining respect. I believe that girls simply
negotiate their reputations differently from how
boys do, and Anderson notes this. But I also think
that they engage in some of the same behaviors
that boys do, such as fighting for some of the same
reasons.

RW: Often there are middle-class and even
wealthy areas within the inner-city. So, what
happens with girls from these backgrounds? Do
they try to mimic the behaviors of lower-class girls?

RW: Why do you suppose females are so willing
to use violence to gain respect?
JN: I think that social status is important for all
youths, boys and girls alike; and I think they need
to do what they can to establish a reputation. In
some ways, this is a defense mechanism. If
females are seen as weak, they are more likely to
become the targets of other girls; so to fend off this
type of behavior, sometimes they just have to show

JN: I would expect that most girls would be aware
of the code. Even those who do not need to use it
to negotiate status need to be aware of it, if for no
other reason than to simply avoid violence. These
are the types of girls more likely to engage in
“code-switching” as Anderson and Jones refer to
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it. This is very similar to Erving Goffman’s
dramaturgical model. Essentially, they need to
know when they are in danger and when they are
not. Understanding the code makes it easier to
escape potentially violent situations.

JN: I hope so. When I started the project, I
certainly considered it more of a test of
subcultural theory, but as it developed, control
theory became more relevant. I do not find this
surprising, as I consider myself to be a bit of a
control theorist. I still think, at the end of the day,
I am attempting to test subcultural theory
(Anderson’s thesis in particular), but hopefully I
have shown that the control perspective is
important for understanding subcultures of
violence as well.

RW: Did you have any interesting findings in
regard to race?
JN: One thing that I found interesting was that
African-American girls showed more support for
code-related items than white girls, but this was
not statistically significant. There was a
statistically significant difference for boys. This
could be related to a number of factors, and I
think it’s an issue which calls for further research.

RW: I think you have.
JN: Well, there is a lot more work to be done in
this area. One of the greatest limitations of my
paper is that the data that I used was not geocoded. It would be really interesting if someone
had data where they could more explicitly test for
neighborhood effects and how they influence
these attitudes toward street codes. I also think
that future research with measures of actual
violence rather than attitudes toward it could
more explicitly test some of these arguments. We
need to know more about in what contexts girls
are willing to become violent, and I believe that
my work merely scratches the surface from a
quantitative perspective.

RW: How does your paper advance Elijah
Anderson’s work?
JN: I believe that my paper advances Anderson’s
work in a couple of ways. First, it provides a
quantitative test for some of his ideas. I am
certainly not the first to do this, but I believe that
my paper is one of a select few that pays close
attention to gender. I believe that this is where
qualitative and quantitative research works the
best together – providing more questions to be
answered. My findings help provide new themes
for qualitative researchers to look at more closely.
Second, as Nikki Jones, Jody Miller, and Jennifer
Cobbina have also suggested, the Code of the
Streets does not seem to apply solely to males,
and it does seem to have a great deal of relevance
for girls as well. I hope my paper is not the last to
quantitatively examine the relationship between
gender and street codes.

*Jeffrey S. Nowacki is a Doctoral Candidate in the
Department of Sociology at the University of New
Mexico. His research interests include
criminological theory, gender and crime, police
discretion, research methodology, and racial
disparities in federal sentencing outcomes. His
recent article, “Sugar, Spice, and Street Codes: The
Influences of Gender and Family Attachment on
Street Code Adoption” was published in 2012 in
Deviant Behavior.

RW: I have no doubt that your paper will
encourage other scholars to delve into this
fascinating area.
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Substance Abuse, Mental Disorders, and
Juvenile Delinquency
PARENS PATRIAE

current response to substance use and mental
disorders; and (3) concludes with “what works” in
treating teens with substance use and mental
disorders.
Responding to Substance Use and Mental
Disorders
Although substance use among adolescents
is considered one of the most pressing public
health concerns today, available evidence strongly
suggests that the justice system is not responding in
a way that is commensurate with the magnitude of
the problem. A recent survey revealed that less
than half (45%) of juvenile correctional facilities
provided both substance use treatment and
educational programming (Young, Dembo, &
Henderson, 2007). Among serious juvenile
delinquents who had been diagnosed with
substance use problems, only 44% received drug
treatment while they were institutionalized. The
infrastructure needed to adequately respond to the
need for treatment is simply not available. It is
estimated that the total number of adolescents who
need treatment is at least six times the number that
institutions are capable of serving (Nisseu, et al.,
2006).

Michael Brown, Ball State University

It is well established that delinquents have

a higher rate of substance use than nondelinquents (White, et al., 1999); that using drugs
or alcohol increases the likelihood that
adolescents will have contact with the juvenile
justice system (CASA, 2004); and that higher
levels of substance involvement is related to
higher rates of offending and the commission of
more serious offenses (Sealock, Gottfredson, &
Gallagher, 1997). Substance use is also common
among adolescents who suffer from mental
disorders. One study found, for example, that
adolescents with major mental disorders (e.g.,
psychosis or depression) are as much as 4.1 times
more likely to have a substance use disorder than
teenagers who did not suffer from similar
disorders (Teplin, et al., 2003). This brief essay
examines (1) the juvenile justice system’s response
to substance use and mental disorders; (2)
delineates the potential consequences of the

Making the treatment of teen substance use
more complex, many institutionalized juveniles
also suffer from psychiatric disorders (Teplin,
Abram, McClelland, and Dulcan, 2002). As many
as 75% of anxiety disorders and impulse control
disorders are developed during adolescence
(Rushton, Forcier, and Schectman, 2002), and
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comorbid mental health and substance use
disorders are quite common. It is estimated that
between 60% and 75% of institutionalized
juveniles suffer from both substance use disorders
and major mental disorders (Abram, Teplin, and
McClelland, 2003).
Although about 10% of young people in
the general population of the United States suffer
from serious mental health problems (U.S.
Department of Health and Human Services,
1999), a recent survey revealed that about 20% of
those who are under the supervision of the
juvenile court have similar disorders (Skowyra &
Cocozza, 2006.) Comorbid substance use and
mental disorders are common among those
serving their sentences in the community, and
community-based programs have found it
necessary to integrate treatment services to meet
the psychiatric and substance addiction needs of
juveniles. But, like institutional settings,
community-based programming fails to meet the
treatment needs of youth (Gruttadaro, Markey,
and Duckworth, 2009) in spite of a general
consensus that community-based programming is
important and necessary.
The lack of available community-based
mental health services has reached a crisis stage.
One-third of parents in one study reported that
their children were referred to the juvenile justice
system because mental health services were not
available to them in the community (National
Alliance on Mental Illness, 1999). In fact, there is
considerable evidence that some parents are
turning to the juvenile justice system for mental
health treatment as a last resort because mental
health services are inadequate in the community
(Osher & Shufelt, 2006; U.S. House of
Representatives, 2004). While it is unclear how
many delinquents could potentially benefit from

March 2013

community mental health services, we know that
less than 10% of serious delinquents who were
diagnosed with substance use problems actually
received treatment while serving out their
community-based sentences (Mulvey, Schubert,
and Chung, 2007).
Potential Consequences
Leaving mental disorders untreated often
leads to substance disorders (Kapphahn, et al.,
2006), and mixing substance use with mental
disorders is a formula for delinquency and adult
criminality. Copeland and associates (2007)
conducted a study that provided insight into the
effects of mental disorders and illegal substances
on long-term law breaking behaviors. On the one
hand, depression or anxiety—independently or
combined—during adolescence slightly increased
the likelihood of adult offending. On the other
hand, substance use during adolescence was more
predictive of adult offending than depression or
anxiety. However, when substance use was paired
with either depression or anxiety, the likelihood of
serious and violent adult offending increased
significantly and was more predictive of adult
offending than substance use alone. It is also
worth noting that greater than 90% of adults with
substance use disorders started using before they
turned 18 and half of them started before they
turned 15 (Dennis, 2002).
The strong correction between delinquency,
substance use, and mental disorders suggests that
effective treatment of addiction and improved
mental health can bring about a decline in
delinquency (Cuellar, Markowitz, and Libby,
2003). Most researchers agree that integrating
treatment for mental health and substance use
disorders is the best approach (National Survey of
Drug Use and Health, 2006; Drug Strategies,
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2002). Also, sustained treatment of at least 90 days
and family participation in the treatment are two
essential elements of best practice (National
Institute of Drug Abuse, 2006). Finally, a review of
the research literature revealed that cognitivebehavioral therapy in combination with functional
family therapy, and cognitive-behavioral therapy
combined with motivational intervention produced
the best outcomes for adolescents suffering from
substance and mental disorders (Becker and Curry,
2008).

Dennis, M.L. (2002). Treatment research on
adolescent drug and alcohol abuse: despite
progress, many challenges remain. Academy
for Health Services Research and Health
Policy. Retrieved from
www.academyhealth.org/publications/con
nection/index.htm.
Department of Health and Human Services
(1999). Mental health: a report of the
surgeon general. Rockville (MD):
Department of Health and Human
Services. Retrieved from
http://profiles.nlm.nih.gov/ps/retrieve/Re
sourceMetadata/NNBBHS.
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The second part of the book is told
from the perspective of Ronald Cotton, the
young, black male whom Jennifer identified
as her attacker during a police lineup.
Ronald recalls many of the same pivotal
points during his case as his accuser, but
from his own perspective and experience.
He recalls the police lineup, his conviction
for Thompson-Cannino’s rape, a failed
attempt to appeal the conviction, and – in a
surprising turn of events – an additional
conviction for a second rape that occurred
on the same night Thompson-Caninno’s
attack. Moreover, Cotton also discusses the
time he spent behind bars for someone else’s
crime, as well as his own personal quest to
find the man who was actually guilty of the
crime for which he was convicted.

Book Review
Thompson-Cannino, J., Cotton, R., & Torneo,
E. (2009). Picking Cotton: Our Memoir of Injustice
and Redemption. New York, NY: St. Martin’s
Griffin.

Picking Cotton provides a unique
examination into the topic of wrongful
conviction and exoneration. As an
autobiographical account told from the
perspective of both the victim and the accused,
readers are privileged with an intimate look into
the process through which justice is done. While
this is by no means a “feel good” story, it is a
troubling tale with a happy ending. Readers are
left with little choice other than to walk away
from this book relishing the human capacity for
empathy and forgiveness, and an earnest desire
to see necessary reforms to safeguard against
wrongfully convicting an innocent person.

The third part of the book is
especially unique in that the remaining
chapters in the book alternate between
Jennifer and Ronald’s voices, giving the
audience an in-depth look at how life
unfolded for each of them. While one was
falling in love, getting married, and
beginning a family, the other was confined to
a hostile, loveless environment, struggling to
survive, and seeking to right an intimately
felt wrong. After eleven years, Cotton was
exonerated by DNA evidence for both
convictions. Having met ThompsonCannino’s assailant when both men were
incarcerated at the same prison, Cotton was
also instrumental in the identification of the
actual culprit, Bobby Poole. Since his
exoneration, Cotton and ThompsonCannino have forged a strong friendship,
often traveling together to educate others
about the issue of wrongful conviction, the

The book begins with Jennifer
Thompson-Cannino’s recollection of the night a
stranger broke into her apartment. As the victim
of a home invasion and sexual assault, Jennifer
recollects the incident, recounting her
determination to mentally note the facial features
of her attacker. She discusses the mental anguish
she suffered after her attack, as well as her
experiences working with police and prosecutors
to secure a conviction for the man she identified
as her attacker. As a young, white victim of
sexual assault in a Southern town, the local
authorities responded to her allegations swiftly
and sternly. Determined from the beginning to
identify the man who raped her, ThompsonCannino was certain she had identified the right
culprit.
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fallibility of eyewitness testimony, and other
issues related to false accusations.

Teaching our students that knowledge
comes from many different sources is just as
important as teaching them content, especially if
we can spark their interest in a particular topic.

Although this work is not the typical
academic resource, it makes an important
contribution to the field. The authors also
draw salient connections between their
experiences with the justice system and
current empirical research on wrongful
conviction and eyewitness identification, as
well as ongoing policy debates regarding
compensation for wrongful incarceration. It
will be of interest to anyone interested in the
workings (and failings) of the criminal justice
system, as well as scholars who are interested
in the subtle ways in which personal biases
influence criminal justice system outcomes.
Academics and activists interested in
exoneration will find this work informative,
as will practitioners who wish to better
understand the fallibility of eyewitness
testimony.

M.J. Gathings
North Carolina State University

The topics raised in the book are
appropriate for undergraduate courses in
psychology, criminology, and criminal
justice-related courses, and students will
certainly appreciate the readability of this
work in relation to more formal styles of
academic writing. When read in addition to
relevant empirical research, Picking Cotton
serves as an invaluable teaching resource,
providing depth to students’ understanding
of the topics of wrongful conviction,
exoneration, and miscarriages of justice.
After using this book for many years in a
criminology class, I can say that students
overwhelmingly enjoy the book, with several
commenting that they enjoyed the book
despite their own personal distaste for
reading.
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As it now stands, there has been some loss.
At some point in the mid-1970s, the ACJS
Executive Board decided to create the official
newsletter of the Academy, naming it ACJS
Today. The first editor of the newsletter was
Dorothy H. Bracey (22nd ACJS President, 19841985). She was editor for the first year, and it was
then taken over by Lee S. Weinberg in 1979, who
served as editor through the Spring of 1981
(Today, Lee S. Weinberg is an Associate
Professor in the Graduate School of Public and
International Affairs at the University of
Pittsburgh). All of the issues published by Bracey
and Weinberg have been lost to time. Neither the
national headquarters of ACJS nor anyone I have
spoken to thus far have paper copies of the 1978,
1979, or 1980 issues of ACJS Today. I realize that
these early issues were typewriter driven and were
published more sporadically, so no one is even
really sure how many issues were published
during this time frame. If you happen to own any
of these missing issues, please let me know and I
will get them scanned and added to the archive.

GREETINGS!

As of this issue of ACJS

Today, I will have served
as the ACJS Historian
for one year. In that
time I have researched
and written the official
ACJS History that will
Willard M. Oliver*
be available to anyone
who registers for the
upcoming conference in Dallas, Texas. This will
also eventually be made available for all to see on
the ACJS website. In addition, I have written
biographies of the past 50 presidents (1963-2013),
which will also be included in the conference
publication and eventually linked to the “Past
Presidents List” on the ACJS Website. One other
project that has also been underway is the
archiving of the past issues of this very newsletter,
ACJS Today.
If you access the ACJS website, under the
tab “ACJS Today,” there is a link to “See all Past
Issues of ACJS Today.” If you click on that link,
you will find a list of the previous issues of the
newsletter from the year 2004 to the present.
ACJS Today, however, began publication in 1978,
which means that all of the issues from 1978 to
2004 are not available. For purposes of preserving
our institutional memory, I am working with
graduate students at Sam Houston State
University to scan the paper copies of ACJS Today
into PDF files in order that they may be made
available for future generations and not lost.

The first issue for which ACJS does have
preserved copies is the October 1981 edition,
when my very own Dean – Vincent J. Webb (28th
ACJS President, 1990-1991) here at Sam Houston
State University – took over as editor of the
newsletter. Vince was serving as the chair of the
Department of Criminal Justice at the University
of Nebraska at Omaha, which was also home to
the national office of ACJS at the time. As Vince
wrote in his From the Editor in that October 1981
issue, “This issue marks the rebirth of ACJS
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Today. Perhaps revival is a better term since
the Academy’s newsletter was never dead.”
Hence, it seems that there were previous
issues dating back to 1978, but again, it is
unknown how many there actually were.
There is also the chance that the newsletter
started even earlier, for President Robert G.
Culbertson (19th ACJS President, 1981-1982)
in his “From the President” column notes
that, “Over the past five years we have had a
number of exceptional issues; however
publication for the last two years has been
erratic in spite of the desire and commitment
of a number of persons.” That might suggest
the newsletter actually started publishing as
early as 1976 or 1977. Again, if anyone has
copies of any of these early issues, your
resident historian would love to see them.

Administrative Assistant (Vanessa SandersFord).
In the next issue (December 1981), the
first ACJS Historian, Edward A. Farris from
New Mexico State University, wrote “A
Founder’s Farewell” to Col. William A.
Wiltberger, who had died on July 11, 1981. It
is an interesting farewell and biography for
Wiltberger had been one of August Vollmer’s
“College Cops” with the Berkeley Police
Department in the 1920s. Wiltberger was a
World War I veteran when he attended the
University of California at Berkeley, and he
answered the ad in the newspaper to serve as a
Berkeley Police Officer at night while attending
college classes during the day. He went on to
serve in World War II and the Korean conflict
as well. In 1934, he took over the first formally
structured police school at San Jose State
University and advanced it into a well renown
police program. Wiltberger was also one of the
founding members of the National Association
of College Police Training Officials in August
Vollmer’s living room in late 1941, which
became the American Society of Criminology
(ASC) and later spun off the Academy of
Criminal Justice Sciences.

These early issues are entertaining to
read for you quickly come to grasp how
embryonic the Academy really was during
this time frame. In the October 1981 issue,
the big news, in addition to the slate of new
executive board candidates, was the proposal
“to establish a permanent Secretariat with a
professional executive secretary.” In other
words, from 1963 to 1981, members of the
executive board had to run and coordinate
everything for ACJS, which usually fell to
the secretary/treasurer which was a
combined position at the time. One can only
imagine how much work fell to that
particular person. People like Dorothy
Bracey (1980-1982), Ed Latessa (1982-1984),
and Larry Gaines (1984-1986), really had
their work cut out for them. Today, we have
the two positions separated (Secretary and
Treasurer), as well as the Executive Director
(Mary K. Stohr), the Association Manager
Cathy L. Barth), and, more recently, an

The next issue (February 1982), was
especially interesting in that the lead article for
the newsletter was “Gun Control – Two Points
of View.” The Executive Director of the
National Rifle Association and the Chairman
of Handgun Control, Inc., were both featured
in opposing columns. Vince Webb wrote in his
“Editor’s Note” between the two editorials that
“Gun control continues to be the subject of
intense debate.” In light of the recent events at
Sandy Hook Elementary School and the
political call for gun control measures, it truly
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shows us that history does tend to repeat itself. If
I had not known the date of that particular ACJS
Today, I could easily have thought that I was
reading this issue, not one from October of 1981.
While I could go on reviewing these early
issues of ACJS Today, I will stop here and get
back to scanning. That way in the near future, I
hope you will have the opportunity, as I have
had, to browse through these past issues of our
official newsletter, and either learn more about
our early history or for many of you - to stroll
down memory lane. But, for now, take a look at
the following page. You see award ceremony
photos taken at the annual meeting of ACJS at
the Galt House in Louisville, Kentucky, 1982.
These photos appeared in the May issue of ACJS
Today. In fact, if you look at the upper left hand
corner, you will see this was taken from Page
Three of the 1982 May issue. Enjoy this blast
from the past!
*Willard M. Oliver, Ph.D., is a Professor of
Criminal Justice at Sam Houston State University, as
well as Past President and Regional Trustee of the
Southwestern Association of Criminal Justice.
Professor Oliver holds a doctorate in Political Science
from West Virginia University and has published in
journals, such as, Criminal Justice Review, Journal of
Criminal Justice Education, Police Quarterly, and the
American Journal of Criminal Justice, among others.
He presently serves as the ACJS Historian.
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Department of Criminal Justice
Texas A&M University
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Phone: 254.519.5706
worley_r@ct.tamus.edu
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Publication Dates
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P.O. Box 2296
Huntsville, TX 77341
Phone: 936.294.4173
woliver@shsu.edu
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criminal justice, criminology, law, sociology or related
curriculum and interesting to our readership. Please
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Submission of an article to ACJS Today implies that
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currently under submission to another publication.
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