Volume XXl/, Issue 4

ACJSToDAY

Today
Volume XXII • Issue 4 • November/December

AN ANALYSIS OF 2002 ACJS

2002

PAPERS:

WHAT MEMBERS PRESENTED ABOUT AND WHAT THEY IGNORED
by

MATIHEW

B. ROBINSON

Appalachian State University

Abstract
This paper reports on a careful review of the ACJS program
book for the 2002 annual meeting, including the inserted program
addendum. Papers scheduled to be presented to the 2002 annual
meeting were grouped into 18 main categories based on the main
topic examined in the paper. A total of705 papers were scheduled
for presentation at the annual meeting, by a total of 1,099 participants. Findings show that the largest category of papers was related to types of crime (n= 182 papers, 26% of the total). The second
largest category was comprised of papers related to policing (n= 140,
20%). The third largest category was papers related to corrections
(n=99, 14%) The fourth largest category consisted of papers concerning criminal justice education (n=69, 10%). No other category
comprised as much as 10% of the total papers scheduled for presentation. Implications for the understanding of criminal justice are
discussed.

Introduction
At the recent ACJS meeting in Anaheim, CA, I was so busy that
I did not have time to examine the panels I was missing during my
own presentations and social activities. Yet, I wondered how many
papers on topics relevant to my interests and areas of expertise
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were being presented. I decided on the return trip home to begin
examining the program book in detail and ended up spending weeks
reading each title and abstract.
You might ask, "why would you read the entire program book
after the conference was already over?" My answer is, how can we
know what our organization is really about if we do not have a
complete understanding of the research and teaching interests of
our members? Given this concern, the examination that follows is a
summary of papers scheduled for presentation at the 2002 ACJS
conference in Anaheim, CA. My goal is to provide the membership
with a rough state of the discipline based on the papers scheduled
for presentation at the most recent annual meeting.

Methodology
As mentioned above, this analysis grew out of a careful review of the 2002 ACJS program book, including the inserted program addendum. I read the title of each paper scheduled to be
presented and the abstract if needed to clarify the main subject of
the paper. Papers were grouped into 18 main categories based on
the main topic examined in the paper. Most of the papers were
easily classified into one single category (e.g., 23 total papers on
continued
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PRESIDENT'S MESSAGE

October has been a trying time in the
Washington, DC area where the ACJS headquarters is located and where I live with my
family. The random murders by a pair of
snipers generated enormous fear among the
population and a desire by the media to
understand what was happening and why.
They turned to criminal justice professionals across the nation for explanations. I saw
many of my fellow ACJS members on television, heard them on the radio, or read their
quotes in newspapers and magazines, providing useful insights to a concerned international audience. What I observed was
what ACJS is all about: advancing and disseminating the knowledge base in the field
of criminal justice. I felt proud to be in our
field and to have you as colleagues.
Advancing
and disseminating
our
knowledge base via the media is only one
way in which this organization and its members advance society's understanding
of
crime and justice. Our two journals, this
newsletter, our activities in the classroom
and our annual conference are also important opportunities for knowledge exchange.
Our annual meeting in Boston on March 4th
through 8th will be an exceptional opportunity for us to continue this tradition. Beth
Grossi and the entire Program Committee of
over 50 members is in the process of assembling panels, workshops and roundtables
on a wide range of topics. Participants in
this year's program will include not only our
academic colleagues, but also practitioners
from around the LT nited States and abroad.
They will present sessions that explore issues spanning the field of criminal justice
such as terrorism, police accountability,
comparative justice systems, prisoner reentry, and legal research methods.
My pride in this organization and its
membership was also increased by attending the annual meetings of the Southern,
Western, Southwestern, and Midwestern
regional organizations. They were great
opportunities to attend some scholarly sessions, see longtime friends, interact with
students, and meet individuals who do not
normally attend our national meetings. The
smaller size of the gatherings made it possible to talk with all of these people about
their professional concerns, their perceptions of ACJS, and what ACJS can do for

them. The major themes that emerged from
these conversations were about the accreditation of programs, assessments, distance
learning, and the financial resources of their
home institutions (particularly the availability oftravel funds for our annual meeting). I
have alerted Barbara Hart and Mary Parker
of our Ad Hoc Accreditation Committee concerning the issues around accreditation, and
David Owens and Barbara Peak of our Ad
Hoc Assessment Committee regarding the
issues about assessment. Both committees
have been working hard on these issues for
the past six months. They plan to report their
findings to the Executive Board and to the
membership at the Boston meeting.
This December you will receive a ballot
for voting on the offices of 2nd Vice President, Trustee-at-Large,
and for Regional
Trustee if you are a member of the Southwestern Region (Region 4). We have a strong
slate of candidates and regardless of who
emerges victorious, the Academy's future
will be in good hands. The ballot will also
contain constitutional and by-law amendments. The proposed amendments are a result of the extensive work of Craig Hemmens
and his Constitutional and By-laws Committee. Since March of last year, his committee
has been scrutinizing our constitution, bylaws and policy manual for inconsistencies
and areas where clarification is needed. The
committee has done an excellent job and the
results of their laborious work will be found
on the ballot. Although you will find them
to be noncontroversial and "house-cleaning" types of issues, please be sure to read
the explanation of each proposed amendment carefully. This is your organization and
its leadership and constitutional framework
are in your hands, so please vote.
Our Graduate Guide is going into production soon. At the present time, it contains descriptions of 54 graduate programs
along with a listing of their faculty and other
relevant data. This publication has been of
great benefit to our students in selecting a
graduate program that matches their interests, and this updated edition should prove
to be very valuable. My thanks to all the
programs that took the time to supply us
with their data.
Frank Cullen and his Ad Hoc Survey
Committee will be fielding a survey of our

members shortly. The survey asks for an
evaluation of services offered, requests your
ideas about other services ACJS could provide, and includes diagnostic questions regarding member retention, satisfaction, and
meeting attendance. If you are one of the
people randomly selected for the survey,
please take the time to respond so the results will, in fact, reflect the attitudes and
concerns of our entire membership. Frank
and his research team plan to present the
survey results at the Boston meeting. An
advance copy of the findings will be discussed by the Executive Board to help us
shape initiatives and ACJS policy in accordance with your desires.
This is the penultimate issue of A CJS
Today in this format. Starting in March 2003,
the newsletter will be published on our web
site. This move to an electronic medium will
allow us to include more articles, news stories, and to add exciting new feature sections. We will notify you of its "publication" each time by sending out an e-mail to
all members. When at www.acjs.org, please
spend a few additional minutes checking
out the other contents there, such as
"Links" which contain valuable links to web
sites for faculty and students doing research
on a variety of criminal justice topics. Be
sure to peruse our "Announcements" section for news about journals, meetings and
events of general interest. Also check out
Mike Israel's "Legislative Updates" section
for important legal and policy developments. I would like to thank Richard Holden,
our Web Master, for his untiring dedication
to keeping our web site up-to-date and as a
great source of information for our members and other interested parties.
I hope all of you have submitted abstracts for the annual meeting in Boston
and are making plans to attend. This meeting promises to be one of the best ACJS
has ever had. There will be something exciting for everyone whether you are a
scholar, a researcher, or a practitioner. See
you in Boston in March!
Respectfully,

Richard R. Bennett
President, ACJS 2002-2003
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community policing were placed into the
"policing" category), but as one might expect, many papers were related to more than
one area. Here, I used my judgment based
on the description of the paper in the abstract to determine which category was most
appropriate. For example, 12 total papers on
delinquency risk factors were classified into
the "theories of crime" category based on
the fact that they reported on studies related to why delinquency occurs.
It is certain that another scholar might
classify individual papers into slightly different categories. This is not problematic
given the goal to provide members with a
general picture of the types of papers scheduled for presentation at the most recent ACJS
conference. More problematic is the undeniable fact that some of the papers counted
and grouped into the categories were not
actually presented at the conference. There
is no way to know how many of the 705
total papers I counted were actually presented, even after making the adjustments
reflected in the program addendum. I can
say that ofthe six panels I was involved in,
at least 4 of the 28 papers (or 14%) were not
presented because the authors were not
present. It is possible that lower or higher
percentages of some categories of papers
were presented than others, but this is not
likely and there is no way to determine this.
Keep in mind that the analysis is of papers
scheduled for presentation rather than actual paper presentations. Finally, I did not
differentiate between roundtables, workshops, and papers; thus, one roundtable or
workshop on a topic might include as many
as four or five speakers. The analysis includes all of these scholarly activities, but
for simplification, I use the term "papers
scheduled for presentation" in the analysis.

Findings
Table 1 shows the main categories of
papers scheduled for presentation at the
2002 ACJS conference. According to the
analysis, a total of 705 papers were scheduled for presentation. The program book
lists 1,099 participants for the conference,
including presenters, paper co-authors,
panel chairs, and discussants. The largest
category was made up of papers related to

types of crime (n= 182 papers, 26% of the
total). The second largest category was
comprised of papers related to policing
(n=140, 20%). The third largest category
was papers related to corrections (n=99,
14%). The fourth largest category consisted
of papers concerning criminal justice education (n=69, 10%). Noothercategorycomprised as much as 10% of the total papers
scheduled for presentation, including papers on courts (n=51, 7%), theories of crime
(n=35, 5%),juvenilejustice(n=29, 4%), crime
prevention (n=17, 2%), race (n=16, 2%),justice (n= 14, 2%), methods/statistics (n= 12,
2%), media (n=6, 0.85%), comparative criminal justice (n=5, 0.71%), crime analysis/crime
mapping (n=5, 0.71%), ethics (n=5, 0.71%),
public opinion (n=4, 0.57%), mental health!
illness (n=4, 0.57%), and the other category
(n=12,2%).
Table 2 provides a more detailed breakdown of papers scheduled for presentation
in the general category of "types of crime."
Not surprisingly, the largest category of
papers scheduled for presentation pertained to terrorism and/or national security
(n=32 papers, 18% of category), followed
by domestic violence (n=20, 11%), and
school violence/victimization (n= 13, 7%).
The largest number of scheduled papers for
property crime was computer/technological (n=10, 5%) and the largest number for
drug crimes was a general category of papers about drugs (n= 13,7%) and substance
abuse/use (n= 13, 7%). Attendees were thus
scheduled to present III total papers on
violent crime (61 % ofthe category), 38 papers on property crime (21 %), 27 papers on
drug crime (15%), and 6 on other forms of
crime/deviance (3%).
Table 3 provides a more detailed breakdown of papers scheduled for presentation
in the category of "policing." Not surprisingly, the largest category of papers scheduled for presentation pertained to community/problem-oriented
policing (n=23 papers, 16% of category), followed by education/training (n= 16, 11%), and then a whole
range of other topics.
Table 4 provides a more detailed breakdown of papers scheduled for presentation
in the category of "corrections. " The largest category of papers scheduled for presentation pertained to drug treatment (n=20
papers, 20% of category), followed by pris-

ons (n= 10, 10%) and probation (n= 10, 10%),
and then a whole range of other topics. Several of the other papers also dealt with prisons, including staff/stress, rule violations,
art, homosexuality, health care, elderlyikids,
conjugal visits, escape, and moms; thus the
prison category could be expanded to include a total of23 papers (23% of category).
Table 5 provides a more detailed breakdown of papers scheduled for presentation
in the category of "criminal justice education." The largest category of papers scheduled for presentation pertained to general
education/distance education/Internet/technology (n=23 papers, 33% of category), followed by a whole range of other topics.
Table 6 provides a more detailed breakdown of papers scheduled for presentation
in the category of "courts. " The largest category of papers scheduled for presentation
pertained to sentencing (n= 11 papers, 22%
of category), followed by a whole range of
other topics.
Table 7 provides a more detailed breakdown of papers scheduled for presentation
in the category of "theories of crime." The
largest category of papers scheduled for
presentation pertained to delinquency risk
factors (n= 12 papers, 34% of category), followed by social/self control (n=5, 14%),
strain/poverty (n=4, 11%), and a small number of other theoretical perspectives.
Table 8 provides a more detailed breakdown of papers scheduled for presentation
in the category of "juvenile justice." The
largest category of papers scheduled for
presentation were general papers about juvenile justice (n= II papers, 38% of category), followed by direct transfer (n=6,
21 %), and a small number of other juvenile
justice issues.
Table 9 provides a more detailed breakdown of papers scheduled for presentation
in the category of "justice. " The largest category of papers scheduled for presentation
pertained to restorative justice (n=9 papers,
64% of category), followed by a small number of other specific justice issues.

Conclusion: A Critical Assessment
It is not surprising that most of the papers scheduled for presentation were related
to crime; after all, we are an organization that
studies crime for a living. As shown in the
analysis, conference attendees presented
continued
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papers on an impressive variety of types of
crimes. With regard to papers on crime, the
volume of papers on terrorism and national
security is understandable given the attacks
of September 11, 2001. Some troubling trends
were observed in the analysis of papers on
crime. For example, most of the papers scheduled for presentation concerned violent
crimes despite the fact that the vast majority of criminal behavior is committed against
property. Our focus on violent crimes serves
to reinforce myths about criminality. Additionally, there were few papers on whitecollar and corporate crimes scheduled for
presentation, despite the recent reminders
by the FordlFirestone and Enron scandals
that these acts are far more damaging than
street crimes. Unless and until we focus on
these acts and call widespread public attention to them, our justice system will also
continue to pursue street crimes almost exclusively to the detriment of our society.
There were also few papers on parents
killing their children, which is surprising
given the recent media attention devoted to
a few notable cases. Papers on school violence and victimization are still popular even
though school crime rates fell through the
1990s. The significant number of papers on
domestic violence is refreshing given the
harmful nature of these crimes. Our members were scheduled to present dozens of
papers on drugs, but these were mostly on
illicit drugs rather than the more harmful legal drugs of alcohol and tobacco. Again,
our focus tends to reinforce myths about
crime, in this case the myth that illegal drugs
are more harmful il.an legal drugs. Finally,
we presented few papers on crimes against
the most vulnerable members of our society, such as the elderly, children, and the
mentally ill. There is no sensible justification for using jails and prisons to house the
mentally ill, yet, there were almost no papers on this topic.
With regard to papers on our systems
of criminal justice, there were far more papers scheduled for presentation on the police than on courts or corrections. The largest share of these scheduled papers were
on community policing, still the buzz word
in policing. And there were also numerous
papers on police education and training.
True to the critical nature of academia, a lot
of papers were also scheduled to be presented on topics such as police misconduct,

corruption, accountability, civilian complaints and satisfaction, and related issues.
Yet, there were not many papers on police
profiling despite its apparent prevalence in
police practice.
Of the three components of the justice
system, the least amount of papers were related to courts. Is it fair to ask whether some
might suggest that there isjust less to study
about courts? After all, we give far fewer
resources to operate our courts than to operate our police and correctional facilities,
and courts employ far fewer people than
police or corrections. This leads to overburdened courts that must rely on processes
such as plea bargaining to maintain efficiency at the expense of justice. The disproportionate focus by presenters on police and corrections can be justified on many
grounds, but I believe much more attention
should be placed on the courts, such as the
effects of the wars on crime and drugs on
everyday courtroom operations and how
they interfere with the outcome of justice.
The largest share of courts papers were
on issues related to sentencing, including
the detrimental effects of mandatory sentences such as three-strikes and bias in the
sentencing process. Additionally, numerous
papers were scheduled to be presented on
other negative aspects of courts such as
bias in the law and in courts, wrongful convictions, the use of peremptory challenges
to dismiss jurors, and abuse of discretion
by prosecutors.
The most studied topics in corrections
were related to treatment including sex offender treatment and drug treatment, followed by numerous aspects of prisons.
There were very few papers scheduled for
presentation on capital punishment, which
is surprising given that it is the ultimate sanction and that at least five bills are being considered by the U. S. Congress that could lead
to a national moratorium or the abolishment
of the death penalty.
There were also far less papers scheduled for presentation on crime prevention
rather than our largely reactive agencies of
police, courts, and corrections. Similarly,
there were few papers on alternatives to
criminal justice such as restorative justice,
community justice, and so forth. There were
also far less papers on juvenile justice despite the fact that it is in the adolescent
years that street crime peaks. Our members

are failing to promote the promising trends
in criminal justice practice toward alternative forms of justice and toward early intervention in delinquency to prevent the emergence of career criminality.
Despite the large numbers of papers
on police, courts, and corrections, there were
few papers scheduled for presentation on
the media, comprised of institutions outside
the system but which play major roles in
creating inaccurate criminal justice images
and reinforcing myths of crime. By not focusing our attention on media structure and
process, we allow our audience to ignore
the critical role that media institutions play
in promoting certain political, moral, and financial interests through their coverage of
crime and criminal justice.
Other areas of research that appeared
to be underrepresented in those scheduled
for presentation include race, gender, and
especially class related justice processing,
comparative criminal justice, and ethics. I
find it stressing that our members do not
view these issues as some of the most important to our discipline. Achievingjustice
requires an explicit devotion to not discriminating based on extra-legal factors, yet a
relatively small number of papers assessed
bias in our systems of justice or ethics as it
relates to criminal justice. We also failed to
present more than a handful of papers that
compare our practices with those of other
nations, as we have nothing to learn from
others.
Even some "hot areas" such as forensics and cloning did not attract more than a
few papers. Finally, there were relatively less
papers on theories of crime, as one might
expect given that we are a criminal justice
organization.
Those that were scheduled
to be presented represent historically significant theories such as social control and
strain, but almost none of the more imaginative approaches such as theoretical integration, developmental theories, and similar approaches.
Thus, despite the many good things
that can be said about the hundreds of papers scheduled for presentation at the 2002
annual conference, we have failed to address
with our research some very important topics that are critical to the practice of criminal
justice. It will be interesting to see how this
changes at next year's conference.
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Table 1
of Papers Scheduled for Presentation
at the 2002 ACJS Conference

Category
of Papers

Number
of Papers

Types of Crime
Policing
Corrections
Criminal Justice Education
Courts
Theories of Crime
Juvenile Justice
Crime Prevention
Race
Justice
Methods/Statistics
Media
Comparative Criminal Justice
Crime Analysis/Mapping
Ethics
Public Opinion
Mental HealthlIllness
Other
TOTAL

Table 3
Topics Related to Policing

Percentage
of Total

182
140

26%
20%
14%
10%
7%
5%
4%
2%
2%
2%
2%
0.85%
0.71%
0.71%
0.71%
0.57%
0.57%
2%
100%

99
69
51
35

29
17
16
14
12
6
5
5
5
4
4

12
705

Number

Paper Topic

Policing Generally
4
Community/Problem-oriented
23
Education/Training
16
8
Assessment/ Accountability/Moni toring
7 each (14)
Profiling; Integrity/Misconduct
6 each (12)
Civilian Complaints/Satisfaction; CulturelValues
Corruption; Use of Force; Stress/Suicide;
5 each (20)
Leadership/Management! Administration
4 each (8)
Stops; WomenJRace
Technology; ArrestslRace/ Age; Civil Liability;
Patrol/PursuitslResponse
3 each (12)
Injury/Disability; Investigation; State PolicelFOP
2 each (6)
Number of Police; Service; Relationship with
1each (17)
Researchers; Myths; Drug Enforcement; Careers;
Affirmative Action; Professsional Status; Eras;
Private; Volunteer; Assaults on Police; Forecasting;
Afghan; Arab; Human Rights; Special Populations
TOTAL
140

Table 4
Topics Related to Corrections

Table 2
Paper Topics Related to Types of Crime
General
Crime Type
Violent

Property

Drugs

Other

TOTAL

Category of
Crime Examined

Number
of Papers

Violent Crime Generally
3
Terrorism/National Security
32
Domestic Violence
20
School Violence/Victimization
13
Homicide; Sex Offenses; Gangs
6 each (18)
Hate Crime; Guns
4 each (8)
Parents Killing Their Children;
Kidnapping; Robbery
2 each (6)
Assassination; Genocide; Suicide;
Workplace Violence; Torture;
Child Abuse; Road Rage; Child
Pornography; Disability Victimization; Harassment
1 each (11)
ComputerlTechnologoical
10
Organized
5
White-collar
4
Transnational, Campus Crime
3 each (6)
Fraud; Parenting
2 each (4)
Casino; Raves; Convenience Stores;
Espionage; Environmental;
Pharmacies; Church; Motor Vehicle
Theft; Elderly Victimization
1 each (9)
Drug Crimes Generally; Substance
AbuselUse
13 each (26)
DUI
1
Immigration
3
Homophobia
2
Civil Disobedience
1
182

Number

Paper Topic
Drug Treatment
Prisons; Probation
Rehabilitation/Treatment; Capital Punishment
Sex Offender TreatmentlRegistration
Jails; Staff/Stress; Parole
Rule Violations; Art
Homosexuality; Health Care; Elderly/Kids
Conjugal Visits; Escape; Moms; Punitiveness
TOTAL

20
10 each (20)
8 each (16)
7
6 each (18)
4 each (8)
2 each (6)
1 each (4)
99

TableS
Topics Related to Criminal Justice Education
Number

Paper Topic

GenerallDistance EducationiInternetlTechnology
23
Student Perspectives; ModelslProgram Development!
Curricular
6 each (12)
ACJS Issues/Accreditation
5
Publishing; Critical Pedagogy
4 each (8)
Internships; Service Learning; Women
3 each (9)
Community Colleges; Job/Interviews; Mentoring
2 each (6)
Library; Taped Lectures; Promotion; Practitioners;
Affirmative Action; CJ/Social Work
1 each (6)
TOTAL
69
continued
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Table 6
Topics Related to Courts
Number

Paper Topic

Sentencing
11
Juries/Jury Consultants
4
Supreme Court; Expert Witnesses; Wrongful
Convictions; Courts and Families; Affirmative
3 each (15)
Defenses
Eyewitness Identification; Case LawlRights
2 each (4)
Law and Bias; Court Appearance; Judge Decision
Making; Preemptory Challelnges; Bail and Race;
Prosecutor Discretion and Race; Litigation; Plea
Bargains; Due Process; Habitual Offenders;
McDonaldization; Felony Convictions; Post Conviction Relief; Testimony; Recovered Memories;
Victims Rights; International Courts
1 each (17)
TOTAL
51

Editorial Staff
Editor:
Laura Myers
Director of Research and Professor
College of Criminal Justice
Sam Houston State University
Huntsville, Texas 77341-2296
(936) 294-1654
icc_lxm@shsu.edu
Publication Specialist:
Kay Billingsley
College of Criminal Justice
Sam Houston State University
Huntsville, Texas 77341-2296
(936) 294-1689
icc_akb@shsu.edu

Table 7
Topics Related to Theories of Crime
Paper Topic

Number
Book Review Editor:
Cary Adkinson
College of Criminal Justice
Sam Houston State University
Huntsville, Texas 77341
(936) 294-1654
stdcda 11@shsu.edu

Delinquency Risk Factors
12
Social/Self Control
5
StrainIPoverty
4
Gender; I.Q.
3 each (6)
Social Disorganization; Rational Choice;
Organizational Theory; Culture; African American
Theory; Age; Integrated; Violence Exposure
1 each (8)
TOTAL
35
Table 8
Topics Related to Juvenile Justice
Paper Topic

ACJS Today is published four times a year (January/
February, May/June, September/October and November/December). Copyright © 2000 by the Academy of
Criminal Justice Sciences. All rights reserved. Distributed to all current members of ACJS.

Number

Juvenile Justice Generally
Direct Transfer
Treatment
Probation; Detention
Delinquency; Boot Camps; Drug Courts; Legal
Representation; Child Custody
TOTAL

11
6
3
2 each (4)

Inquiries:
Address all correspondence concerning
editorial materials to: Editor, ACJS Today, c/o Dr.
Laura Myers, College of Criminal Justice, Sam Houston State University, Huntsville, Texas 77341-2296 •
(936) 294-1654 • Fax (936) 294-1653.

1 each (5)

29

Postmaster:
Please send all address changes to:
ACJS Today, c/o Laura Monaco, 7319 Hanover Parkway, Suite C, Greenbelt, Maryland 20770.

Table 9
Topics Related to Justice
Paper Topic
Justice Generally
Restorative
Peacemaking
Goals of Criminal Justice System; Mediation
TOTAL

Membership:
For information concerning ACJS
membership and advertising materials, contact Laura
Monaco, 7319 Hanover Parkway, Suite C, Greenbelt,
Maryland 20770 or visit our website at http://
wwwacjs.org.

Number
I
9

2
1 each (2)
14
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TOLEDO: RESPITE AT THE CENTRE OF THE MAZE

ROSEMARY BARBERET

University of Leicester
CRISTINA RECHEA ALBEROLA

Universidad de Castilla-La Mancha
The Second Annual Conference of the
European Society of Criminology in Toledo,
Spain, was a huge success, not only because
of the number of participants and the beautiful venue, but also because of the high
quality of sessions and promising plans for
further conferences and ESC related activities. The feedback from the conference has
been overwhelmingly positive, and plans are
underway for the 2003 conference
in
Helsinki, 27-30 August, 2003 (www,
eurocrim2003.com). The ESC has thus established itself as the main European venue for
discussing research-based criminology and
the main conference, after the American Society of Criminology. Most ofthe success of
the conference, of course, is due to the bravery of its participants, who first had to submit abstracts, register, and reserve hotel
rooms in three different countries, then had
to find the conference site among the small
winding streets of medieval Toledo, and finally locate rooms for sessions in a university building that architects had miraculously
converted from its original use as a monastery. Certainly the acoustics of some of the
rooms also made for challenging communication, forcing at least one of us to climb to
a church pulpit in an effort to be heard.
"Spain is different" as the tourist office slogan goes, and the feedback from the conference has been overwhelmingly positive.
The conference was inaugurated by the
Minister of Justice, Jose Maria Michavila,
the Regional President of Castilla-La
Mancha, Jose Bono, the Mayor of Toledo,
Jose Manuel Molina Garcia, the Rector of
the University of Castilla-La Mancha, Luis
Arroyo Zapatero, ESC President Josine
Junger- Tas and Conference Organizer
Cristina Rechea Alberola. Much of the
Minister's and Regional President's comments dealt with the importance of combating terrorism, particularly Basque Nationalist Terrorism, and referred to recent developments in Spain whereby the political party
that supports ETA, Herri Batasuna, was in
the process of being illegalised. This is a
particularly sensitive issue for Spain; indeed
Regional President Jose Bono's political

party (pSOE, the Spanish Socialist Workers
Party) was illegal under Franco's regime.
Rector Luis Arroyo, also Professor of Criminal Law, gave a lengthy and well received
speech on the history of criminology and its
usefulness for informing criminal law. ESC
President Josine Junger- Tas provided a gracious welcome to all ESC participants, thanking the University of Castilla-La Mancha for
its hospitality, and Conference Organizer
Cristina Rechea noted the important symbolism of the conference venue, the city of
Toledo, where for eight centuries, Muslim,
Jewish and Christian cultures lived in harmony. Rechea also welcomed the 12 participants from EU Accession States for whom
the ESC had spent 8000 euros in travel grants
in order to encourage attendance.
ESC- Toledo attracted a total of 500 participants. 376 papers were presented on 91
panels. Four plenary sessions (on criminal
justice experiments; the contribution of psychology to criminology; research on violence; and transitions and problems of crime
and order) were complemented by an attractive poster session with 20 posters, a sizeable book exhibit, a restricted but fascinating visit to the new Aranjuez prison where
family cells have been built where women
and men who are both serving a sentence
may reside with their young children, and
many opportunities for meeting others,
whether at refreshment breaks, over meals
or at the gala dinner on the Friday evening.
Participants commented on the agreeable
nature ofthe cloister patio for coffee breaks,
"a welcome change from dark hotel corridors."
Participants came from a total of 47 countries, including Albania, Argentina, Armenia,
Australia, Austria, Belarus, Belgium, Canada,
Croatia, Czech Republic, China, Chile,
Cyprus, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France,
Georgia, Germany, Greece, Hungary, Ireland,
Israel, Italy, Japan, Lithuania, Malta, Mexico,
New Zealand, Luxembourg, Norway, Poland,
Portugal, Russia, Slovakia, South Africa,
Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, Gambia, The
Netherlands, Togo, Turkey, Ukraine, United
Kingdom, USA and Venezuela. Most represented were the UK (24%), Switzerland (14%)
and Spain (11 %). Many leaders of other
criminology associations were in attendance:
Larry Sherman of the International Society
of Criminology, Chris Eskridge of the American Society of Criminology, Richard Bennett
of the Academy of Criminal Justice Sciences,

Michel Born of the Association Internationale de Criminologues
de Langue
Francaise, Pierre Tournier ofthe Association
Francaise de Criminologie, and Anatoliy
Zakaliuk of the Ukrainian Public Association
on Criminology. Encouragingly, 91 or nearly
a fifth of those attending were students.
The conference programme suggests a
variety of areas that need development in
the European Society of Criminology. Papers that were coauthored by scholars from
different countries were very much in the
minority (3%), which suggests that we need
to do more to encourage collaborative
transnational research, and comparative papers, which dealt with issues or empirical
results from more than one country, only
constituted 8% of the papers presented.
There were a number of sessions which reflected collaborated, transnational research
but again, this is an area where more work
should be encouraged and fostered by the
ESe. Finally, the most popular themes at the
conference were organised and white collar
crime (11 panel sessions), Corrections and
Alternatives to Incarceration (10 panel sessions), Policing and Social Justice (8 panel
sessions) and Violence (7 panel sessions).
There were very few papers delivered in the
areas of Education and Training, Treatment,
Race and Ethnicity, and Political Transitions
and Crime, which is disappointing given the
need for research in these areas in Europe.
This year, the ESC President, the
Programme Chair and the Conference
Organiserwere all women. This, coupled with
the fact that the programme committee was
50% women and 50% men, surely had something to do with the fact that women were
well represented at the conference. Forty
percent of the presenters were women as
were 42% of the session chairs. These numbers are relatively high compared to other
criminology conferences. In addition, 25%
of the plenary speakers were women.
We will all remember this very successful conference and the smiling faces of conference coordinator Paula Cavana and her
student helpers who commandeered the "respite at the centre of the maze" and cheerfully helped many of us learn Powerpoint in
Spanish for our presentations. Thanks to
them, the Programme Committee, and the
University of Castilla-La Mancha for such
an enjoyable experience in "sharing borders,
sharing a discipline."
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Editor's Note:
It is not often that an editor has an opportunity to publish a debate, especially such an important debate as the
one discussed below. The stature of
criminal justice as a discipline is probably the most critical issue in our scholarlyexistences. In a recent issue of A CJS
Today, I published
an article by
Mathieu Deflem on the teaching of
criminaljustice. Within afew short days
of the mailing of that issue, Craig
Hemmens sent me a reply to Deflem s
article. I sent Hemmens ' "Reply" to
Deflem, who in turn wrote his own response. I then sent that response to
Hemmens who made afinal reply. That
dialogue is presented here for your interest, as well as your input. I think it
creates even more issues for discussion
and I would be pleased to hear from
any of you as we continue this dialogue.

TEACHING CRIMINAL JUSTICE:
REPLY TO A SOCIOLOGIST

by CRAIG

HEMMENS

Boise State University

Introduction
In the May/June 2002 issue of ACJS
Today, Mathieu Deflem wrote of his experiences teaching a criminal justice class. He
makes a number of assertions regarding the
validity of criminal justice as an academic
discipline and the proper approach to teaching a subject which is the subject of both
scholarly study and vocational interest. I
wish to take him up on his invitation to "disagree with [his] thoughts," as I find his approach to criminal justice education exemplifies the misunderstanding of the discipline which is apparently shared by many
academics in other disciplines. My comments may appear harsh, but I do not mean
them personally. In addition, I wish to take
the matter a step further, and use this discussion about teaching a criminal justice
course as an opportunity to encourage criminal justice educators to stand up for their
discipline and work to correct the misperceptions of our discipline, and to fight for
the recognition that we deserve.

Teaching Criminal Justice Means
Teaching Criminal Justice
The precipitating event that led to Professor Deflem's examination of the discipline
of criminal justice is the apparently bad experience he had teaching a basic "introduction to the criminal justice system" -style
course. The first time he taught SOC 328:
Criminal Justice, at Purdue University, he
"[d]ecided to teach the course as a sociologically oriented course." He claims students responded by trying to "[o]utsmart
me with questions on very specific aspects
of criminal justice administration" and that
because he was "mostly ignorant" on the
subject he would respond to such queries
not by answering them as best he could or
explaining that he did not know the answer,
but by "[s]teering away to related issues
with a more distinct sociological relevance."
Professor Deflem argues that the questions asked in this class demonstrate that
criminal justice students are less interested
in academics and more interested in obtaining vocational training. This is a conclusion
wholly unmerited by his experiences as described. I would suggest his students' negative response to this approach may well have
had less to do with their professional orientation and more to do with his defensiveness and their dismay at his lack of know 1edge about criminal justice.
Professor Deflem's response to his poor
teaching evaluations? Change the course.
He does this by making it "[tlhe easiest class
anybody could ever take at the university"
and telling students to come watch him "sell
out big time!" These comments reveal the
depth of Professor Deflern's misunderstanding of the discipline, and are insulting to
those of us who teach criminal justice. Apparently "selling out" means teaching students about the criminal justice system in a
course that is supposed to be about the
criminal justice system, rather than teaching students about Durkheim's views on the
morality of science (the first assignment in
the prior version of the class). Yet an introduction to the criminal justice system is supposed to be just that-an
examination of
the primary components ofthe criminal justice system. As the student evaluation that
referred him to the course catalog suggests,
he got poor evaluations not because he
failed to pander to students or teach them
how to be cops, but because he did not
teach the course that was advertised and
which the students signed up for.
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Professor Deflem then intimates that he
somehow turned the course into a more "vocational" or "practical" -oriented course
when he changed how he presented the
material and added videos and guest speakers. He argues that the fact that students
liked this approach showed they had "professional, rather than scholarly interests in
criminal justice." I would suggest that perhaps they liked it because the guest speakers discussed issues actually relevant to the
course. Apparently Professor Deflem cannot be accused of doing so, as he admits he
liked the new approach because it "alleviated me from the gruesome task of memorizing technical information on the criminal justice system." Gruesome task? Technical
information? These two descriptive phrases
reveal all too clearly both the depth of Professor Deflem's distaste for criminal justice
as a field of study and his misunderstanding of criminal justice as an academic discipline.

What is Criminal Justice?
Professor Deflem argues that an introductory criminal justice course, because it
typically involves describing and explaining how the criminal justice system works,
is a "technical" course and thus somehow
non-academic in orientation. This is simply
astounding. Is an introductory political science course which describes how the United
States federal government works non-academic? Is an introductory English course
which teaches the basics of writing and grammar non-academic?
Professor Deflem rehashes the old debate about criminal justice as a viable standalone discipline. This argument has been
made numerous times (Cullen, 1995;
Flanagan, 2000; Marenin and Worrall, 1998).
He notes that the number of criminal justice
programs has increased dramatically since
the 1960s, and are common at both two year
and four year schools. He then claims, without empirical support or relevant citation to
authority, that these programs are largely
technical in orientation and thus "[ c]riminal
justice education is often seen as a mere
training ground ... " He also claims that
criminal justice is popular among students
because il is seen as pre-professional training.
Professor Deflem paints with too broad
a brush. Of course some students major in
criminal justice because they want to become police officers, probation officers, or

Volume XXII, Issue 4

work in the criminal justice system in some
capacity. But that is simply not the case for
all of them. As long as we are reasoning by
anecdote, at my institution we have in excess of four hundred criminal justice majors. Of those, less than half end up working in a criminal justice-related field. Many
of our majors choose it as a major simply
because it is interesting, topical, and relevant. And no one ever accused me of wanting to be a historian just because I majored
in history in college.
Furthermore, I would argue that even if
all criminal justice majors want to work in
criminal justice, that does not necessarily
mean they want technical training in college. Again, some would undoubtedly love
to take courses in handcuffing or firearms
use, but others simply want to learn about
the subject and work in the area. What a
concept. My response to students who
want technical training is to explain to them
that this is not the purpose of a liberal arts
education. Rather, the purpose is to provide
students with a fuller understanding of the
world, of which the criminal justice system
is one part. What I do not try to do is teach
them about search and seizure law in a
course about American foreign policy (or
Durkheim in a course about the components
ofthe criminal justice system).
Professor Deflem acknowledges that
criminal justice can be better taught by a
stand-alone department, which will allow the
subject to be taught from a "multitude of
viewpoints." Here, at least, he is absolutely
right. The problem with criminal justice is
not students who want training in how to
be cops instead of how to conduct research
or understand theories of crime; the problem lies with instructors who do not understand what they are teaching and sociology (and other) departments that want the
enrollments that criminal justice courses
bring but who refuse to accord the discipline its due as a valid field of study.

Where Do We Go From Here?
Professor Deflern's comments are symptomatic of the continuing misperception of
criminal justice that is shared by too many
sociologists, political scientists, and others
across the spectrum of academic departments. All too often these same individuals
who denigrate criminal justice as "non-academic" or "vocational training" are happy
to claim the credit hours and enrollments
that criminal justice brings to the table. This
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is a problem that must be addressed head
on by all who teach in criminal justice departments. We cannot, as a discipline, allow
these unwarranted criticisms and abuse of
our discipline to go unanswered. We must
educate and liberate! This can be done in a
variety of ways.
We must educate other academics and
administrators regarding what criminal justice is today (as opposed to thirty years ago).
We must demonstrate that we are not a "cop
shop," that we are an academically rigorous
program of instruction taught by qualified
scholars. We can do this by continuing the
movement to upgrade the requirements for
teaching in a criminal justice department. We
should require all full time, tenure track faculty to have a PhO, not just a ID or MA. We
should require criminal justice instructors
to be scholars as well as teachers. We should
develop a generally accepted core curriculum and supporting disciplinary accreditation of criminal justice programs (both
through ACJS).
Requiring a Ph.D., preferably in criminal
justice, will increase the academic prestige
of criminal justice departments and demonstrate that criminal justice is similar to other
more traditional disciplines in its academic
requirements for instructors. I am familiar
with the arguments for allowing a ID to substitute for a PhO (Russell, 1998), but I do
not accept them. Certainly training in the
law is essential to effective teaching and
research in legal areas, but this training can
be obtained without the ID credential (witness the excellent research by non-IDs that
is currently available in the criminal justice
literature). Furthermore, there are individuals with both a ID and a PhO who can teach
criminal justice. Require the PhO and those
who wish to teach will obtain it-I (and my
student loans) are living proof. Training in
the social sciences is essential to doing social science research, and the ID course of
instruction simply does not provide this
training. There is a certain snobbery to the
PhO requirement, but I would argue it is a
snobbery based in fact, and if criminal justice wants to be treated as an academic discipline rather than a technical or vocational
program, then the discipline should not
settle for aID, which is, at its heart, a vocational degree.
We must require criminal justice instructors to be scholars as well as teachers. While
this is, of course, already a requirement, I
would argue that we must place an even
greater emphasis on research and scholarly

productivity within departments, so that we
can demonstrate, via the conventional measure of academic success, that criminal justice is every bit as "academic" as any other
department, be it history, English, or chemistry. At one time prior criminal justice practitioner experience could substitute for a
PhO, on the theory that these individuals
could use their work experience to enhance
their teaching. I have no doubt that this is
true (although I had my share of instructors
who did nothing but tell "war stories"), but
if we want to be accepted as an academic
discipline, we must measure ourselves in the
way that other departments measure themselves. That does not mean we must "publish or perish," but it does mean we must
play by the same rules as other disciplines
if we want to be part of the "in crowd." Ifit
walks like a duck and quacks like a duck,
then you may assume it is a duck. We have
a large and fast -growing body of research,
with our own distinct theories; we should
encourage the members of our discipline to
continue to engage in meaningful, productive research that will serve to increase the
visibility, viability, and prestige of our discipline.
Developing a core curriculum will increase the visibility of our discipline with
our administrators, and enhance our academic credibility. Developing a core curriculum will also help to standardize the delivery of instruction and establish consistency across regions and institutions. There
is no need for a large number of formal requirements, but requiring some basic, core
classes, all of which are offered at virtually
every criminal justice department, will help
to increase our credibility vis-a-vis other
academic departments with similar core curriculum requirements. Much ofthe work in
this regard has already occurred (ACJS standards, 1998; Southerland, 1998).
Disciplinary accreditation will also increase the credibility of our programs. As
with the addition of core curriculum requirements, it will put criminal justice in the academic mainstream, and demonstrate to other
departments that we have a standardized
regimen of instruction and basic, nationwide
standards. This should help dispel the idea
that criminal justice is just a "cop shop" lacking in academic rigor. Nothing gets the attention of an administration like an accrediting body that says an academic department is doing a goodjob (or a bad one). We
can remind the administration of all that we
continued
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do and argue for more resources and recognition, but get an outside agency to do the
same and watch the difference in the
administration's response.
We must also seize control of the accreditation process. We should require that
accreditation be conducted through ACJS,
as the recognized national criminal justice
organization. Ifwe allow disciplinary outsiders into the process, we cannot control
their demands. I am the director of a paralegal program which has recently undergone
approval by the American Bar Association.
I can tell you from personal experience that
you do not want those who do not fully
understand your discipline evaluating your
program.
Finally, we must seek to liberate criminal justice. By this I mean we should insist
on the creation of stand-alone criminal justice departments. Criminal justice is often
housed in sociology or political science departments, where it may provide the bulk of
the majors and the enrollments, but is often
not accorded its fair share of resources. This
is unfair, and unacceptable. We must make
the case to the administration at our institutions that criminal justice is worthy of being
its own department. The case is generally
easy enough to make-the institutional compiles the relevant statistics on faculty, FTEs,
enrollments, majors, and the like. Compile
this information, and make a case for creating a separate department. Will your current non-criminal justice colleagues like it?
Probably not. Too bad. Administrators listen to the numbers. If a strong case can be
made, make it. I am in a stand-alone criminal
justice department which for many years was
part of a combineo sociology/anthropology/
criminal justice department. When criminal
justice broke off, it had three full-time faculty and a handful of adjuncts. Five years
later there were eight faculty lines, and a
tremendous increase in the amount of money
for adjunct faculty. As the other two departments continue to lose majors and resources, my department continues to grow.

Conclusion
I wish Professor Deflem well in his soci010gy department. It is clearly where he belongs. He should teach that which he knows
best, as should we all. I would not presume
to teach a course on the sociology of aging; sociologists not trained in the area
should not be forced to teach courses in
criminal justice. More importantly, students
who sign up for a course on the criminal

justice system should get what they pay for,
and what the course catalog tells them to
expect.
I encourage all who teach criminal justice to work to increase the standing of their
programs on their campus. We have come a
long, long way since the LEAA days, but as
Professor Deflem's comments clearly indicate, we still have a ways to travel. We must
work for full acceptance in the academic community, and we must seize what is rightfully
ours in terms of resources and respect. The
time is right, but we cannot expect to receive what we deserve without asking (and
fighting) for it.
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REPLY TO " REPLY"

by

MATHIEU DEFLEM

University of South Carolina

"And J say this out of astonishment,
aggressiveness ...
-Michel

not

Foucault

I am puzzled and distressed by the many
misrepresentations of my essay on the teaching of criminal justice and the unjust criticisms on my educational accomplishments
in Craig Hemmens' "Reply." Most disturbingly, the "Reply" is a highly selective, inaccurate, and biased representation of my
essay. Parts of sentences of my essay are

quoted out of context and reassembled in
new statements which appear nowhere in
my essay and which I would never defend.
In fact, every single quotation from my essay in Hemmens' "Reply" constitutes a misrepresentation from the original. By means
of example, I never said that I 'sold out' by
reorienting my course. The point was precisely that I was not going to do that, and I
never did do that. Instead, it was out of respect for my students and their needs and
desires that I redirected my course in a manner that was still determined by me as a responsible instructor.
I am saddened to see anyone question
my teaching record. I never stated in my
essay that I received poor teaching evaluations or that my students responded negatively to my approach. I will not deny these
accusations. I leave that up to my students.
Neither will I comment on the personal nature of this attack. I leave that to the reader.
I do reiterate that I experienced no dismay
on the part of my students. I only noted
resentment from two course participants.
The narratives from my teaching experience
were not offered as anecdotal evidence, but
as illustrations of the context in which my
teaching decisions were made. My remorseful revelations cannot be confused with the
justifying principles that guided my pedagogical choices. I never displayed any defensiveness in my teaching, nor do I think
that I lack relevant knowledge about criminal justice. I am saddened by any unfounded accusation to the contrary. More
generally, "whoever denounces someone
wants to speak about him, not with him"
(Haberrnas 1996: 1478).
I had hoped that the confessional and
simultaneously playful style of my essay
would have led to a more forgiving response.
In any case, ad hominem attacks on other
academicians -in an apparent inability to
argue with their ideas- are highly unlikely
to foster the development of criminal justice education and scholarship. I also believe that it does not harmonize with the inclusive orientation of most criminal justice
scholars and the likewise cross-disciplinary
focus of sociologists and other disciplinarians. This admirable bridge-building attitude
on at least one occasion even brought the
participants of the present debate together
in one and the same handbook (DuPontMorales et al. 200 I).
Given the nature of Hernmens' "Reply," I
am unable to fully formulate my position on
relevant matters in this debate in a emotionally detached and useful manner. I refer read-
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ers of this newsletter to my original essay
(Deflem 2002) and offer only some additional
thoughts.
A view of a criminal justice course as
offering an introduction to the criminal justice system is insufficiently precise and fails
to draw distinction between description and
analytically grounded explanation in terms
of a specified framework of inquiry. It so
misses the Weberian insight to distinguish
between the moral, internal, and external
viewpoints that demarcate normative, professional, and academic perspectives. The
course I taught at Purdue was a sociological one, it was advertised as such, students
signed up for it as such, and I taught it as
such. I assigned a text by (not about)
Durkheim because Durkheim's work is foundational to the sociological study of criminal justice and especially useful because of
the contentious nature of the popular debates that surround so many matters of criminal justice.
Inever claimed that sociological perspectives of criminal justice are superior to other
disciplinary approaches or to multi-disciplinary and vocational perspectives. They
each and all have their place. I was only
drawing attention to some of the special
pressures in specific institutional settings
of teaching, and a related trend in higher
education which has been very well documented and reflected upon (e.g., Bellah
1999). I therefore also noted that the teaching of criminal justice, irrespective of its institutional context, is often seen as training,
even when it is not. My essay clearly implied a call to further develop and institutionalize different kinds of criminal justice
education, at the exclusion of none. In this
respect, I do not understand why one would
take pride in the fact that most students from
a Criminal Justice Administration program
do not become practitioners and leaders in
criminal justice, particularly when the program self-identifies as "both scholarly and
professional"
(The Criminologist,
July/
August 2002, p. 22). I agree that I belong in
sociology. That is also where I am, though I
never thought that I would ever see my professional identity used as a strategy of exclusion and insult against me.
Hemmens' call for criminal justice scholars to separate themselves from the scholars of other academic programs, even if they
would not like it, is not only offensive but
also misguided. A claim for identity of self
implies a claim for acceptance by others, and
not only in matters of research but also with
respect to teaching and professional ser-
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vice. The fact that an educational program
does not produce professionals does not
necessarily imply it is scholarly in orientation. Conversely, I am always delighted
when some of my former students decide to
enter the professional world of criminal justice and law. Moreover, academic scholarship is determined primarily by the kind of
questions that are addressed rather than
how much research is done or even what
method is used. Then, it should be noted
with all due humility that the degree of
scienticity is generally not high in the social sciences, including sociology (Black
2000). Also, as Robert Merton (1972) observed some time ago, the strains towards
separatism in the institutions of science come
with great difficulties for the separated
groups to have their claims of solidarity accepted as epistemological and ontological
claims.
My essay was written in the spirit of a
participatory model of dialogue. I therefore
also criticized, rather than joined, the chorus of scholars who debunk the supposed
uncritical nature of criminal justice education. Judging from Hemmens' "Reply," my
objectives may not have been reached. Still,
I am confident that many criminal justice
scholars, in professional, disciplinary, and
inter-disciplinary settings, will have many
more serious arguments to defend their educational and scholarly positions, whether
they differ from mine or not.
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DEFLEM

by Craig Hemmens
Boise State University
In "Teaching Criminal Justice in Liberal
Arts Education: A Sociologist's Confessions" (DeFlem, 2002) Mathieu Deflem
wrote of his experiences teaching a criminal
justice class and invited readers to "disagree
with [his] thoughts." I took him up on his
offer, only to find that he now perhaps regrets making it. After reading his rebuttal, I
can only say that I, too, am saddened. I
believe Professor DeFlem has misunderstood much of what I had to say, and that
his misunderstanding
of my comments
serves to reinforce my point that the discipline of criminal justice is too often treated
by those in other disciplines as the poor
stepchild of academe.
While I willingly concede that the tone
of my reply was strong, none of my comments were intended as personal attacks on
Professor Deflem, or on sociologists generally. Why, some of my best friends are sociologistsl I categorically deny taking any
quotes out of context, and invite the reader
to compare my reply to the original article.
Professor Deflem cites one supposed example when he says he never "sold out" by
reorienting his course, yet in his article he
says that he decided to "teach what would
surely be the easiest class anybody could
ever take at the university" and to advertise
the course as "easy, fun, and a wonderful
opportunity to 'watch me sell out big time. ",
I am not putting words in anybody's mouth
here.
I see little value in denying each of Professor DeFlem's accusations. I leave it to
the reader to compare his article and my reply (Hem mens, 2002) and be the judge of
whether he or I have the better of the argument. What I will do in the space allotted to
me for this rebuttal is to reemphasize the
point I was trying to make in my reply: that
criminal justice has been misperceived and
mistreated by other disciplines, and that
much of the blame for this poor treatment
can be attributed to the perception of criminal justice as at best only a quasi -academic
field of study and at worst merely a training
ground for criminal justice personnel.
In the end, my argument is not really
with Professor DeFlem. His decision to recontinued
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orient his course, and the comments he
makes about criminal justice students and
curricula serve merely as an example of how
those lacking in specific academic training
in criminal justice misperceive our discipline. What I was attempting to do was to
use his example as a reminder to those of
us who teach and do research in criminal
justice that we must fight to clearly establish the validity and integrity of our discipline. This means, for example, that we
should not stand idly by when a sociology
department decides to capitalize on student interest in the subject of criminal justice by offering the occasional "Introduction to Criminal Justice" course. We must
demand to be treated as academic equals.
This means being given the resources and
respect that come with high enrollments.
Size does matter, in these days of academic
budget shortfalls, and administrators
should be forced to reward those disciplines which are pulling their own weight.
Criminal justice has progressed from its
early "cop shop" days, and indeed has long
moved beyond its early goals. At the same
time, the fact that our students may both
graduate with a solid education and a degree that is marketable should not be used
against us by other disciplines where such
is not always the case. We know what we
do--what we have to do now is make sure
other disciplines are equally aware of our
accomplishments. That is why I responded
to Professor DeFlem's article-because
ignoring it, or writing it off as just another
sociologist trying to make sense of criminal justice, serves to perpetuate the myth
that the discipline of criminal justice is less
rigorous, less scientifically oriented, less
academic, than other social science disciplines. That is why I called on members of
the Academy to continue to fight for the
recognition that is our due as a discipline.
None of my suggestions, such as requiring a Ph.D., establishing a core curriculum,
or emphasizing publication in academic
journals, were new. All have been discussed for a number of years. What we
need to do now is move beyond discussion, and do more than just complain to
one another that we are the Rodney
Dangerfield of the social sciences. We
must take our fight to the administration of
our institutions.
If! have hurt Professor DeFlem's feelings, I apologize. I will not apologize, however, for arguing that criminal justice academics should quit letting themselves be

pushed around by other disciplines who
take advantage of our high enrollments while
denigrating our accomplishments.
Academic politics are as rough and tumble as
Chicago politics in the days of Mayor Daley.
We must, as a discipline, demand what is
rightfully ours, and refuse to settle for anything less. As a great man once said, "No
retreat, no surrender" (Springsteen, 1984).
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Roes, N. A. (2002). Solutionsfor the
"Treatment Resistant" Addicted
Client. New York: The Haworth Press.
Reviewer:
ROBERTHANSER
Sam Houston State University

This author takes a very unique approach to discussing resistant clients in
therapy. This approach is both stimulating
and refreshing due to its break from the traditional means by which many therapists
identify resistance from their clients. Within
the therapeutic community, substance abusers are often widely regarded as being very
difficult, unpredictable, and highly resistant
to treatment. While this is of course a somewhat reasonable assumption in some cases,
many therapists can easily become jaded in
their approach to psychotherapy. In fact,
this jaded outlook can compound likely burnout among therapists who deal with the substance abusing population. This burnout
and the corresponding pessimism associated with it, can generate a tendency to simply refer to clients as stubborn or resistant
to treatment. Many clients may be found to
not be amenable to treatment when in actuality it is more the approach used in the
therapy itself that eliminates the potential
for success with these clients.
This is precisely the point that Dr. Roes
makes in this book. Clients who present
themselves as helpless, hopeless, or simply
unwilling to change may not be such a case
at all. Rather, it is perhaps the agenda for
change that should be modified, making the
client's concerns paramount. As an example,
many addicted clients have a plethora of
concerns plaguing them that go well beyond
the simple addiction issue. These corollary
issues may include child custody conflicts,
divorce issues, financial issues, housing
uncertainties, employment problems, dual
diagnoses, daily stress effects, and health
issues, just to name a few. For the client,
these issues may be of primary concern, and
as such, the skilled therapist can make these
issues more central to the therapeutic goals
and objectives that are discussed.' With
time, the client feels heard and understood,
anxiety is relieved in those areas of primary
concern, and the door is more easily opened
for the therapist and the client to explore
issues more directly related to addiction and
substance abuse.

To be sure, Dr. Roes does not imply that
the substance abuse problem is unimportant or secondary in nature. Further, for mandated clients, the substance abuse issue is
perhaps the only issue that the criminal justice system may be interested in. But rather
than entering into a therapeutic stalemate
with the so called resistant client, Dr. Roes
demonstrates effective means by which the
therapist can build a therapeutic alliance
with the client so that success in both life
course and substance abstinence adjustments can be ultimately achieved.
This is a truly novel approach, and
much of the discussion in the first section
of this book flies in the face of the mainstream conventional viewpoints held by
many therapists dealing with resistant clients. This is what is so intriguing about this
book; the author has truly "thought out of
the box" so to speak. What is more, Dr. Roes
exhibits a genuine optimism that is unparalleled but at the same time is by no means
naive. Instead, genuine acceptance, warmth,
and empathy are highly emphasized as being integral to successfully facilitating
change among clients who are mandated or
simply in denial.
But this book does not simply have a
few good ideas on the overall manner in
which therapy with resistant clients can be
successful. Indeed, this book is full of specific techniques that therapists can use to
effect positive change when their clients are
in no mood to do so. Numerous techniques
are clearly explained so that even a novice
could perhaps apply them. This is an ideal
book for any intern therapist and should be
utilized in any treatment oriented course. It
makes no difference if the course deals with
substance abuse or other issues because
the examples given demonstrate the wide
potential applicability for the techniques
discussed.
For those students who desire to work
with substance abusing clients, this is a
must read. This is true whether it be and
undergraduate or graduate course in substance abuse treatment, offender counseling, and even victim counseling. What budding therapists will find illuminating is the
clear no-nonsense guidance and techniques
that are given. These new therapists will be
fully prepared with a complete toolbox of
techniques to utilize when it seems that
therapy is at a standstill. Such a standstill,

commonly referred to as therapeutic stalemate, is the bane of every well-intentioned
therapist who earnestly desires positive
movement with their client. Instead of simply insisting on the client assuming responsibility for substance abusing, this book
gives the reader a multitude of means by
which the client can be motivated to
change, albeit in a more creative and encompassing manner than what may have
been initially anticipated.
Seasoned therapists will recognize this
book for the treasure that it is and are likely
to find the outlook to be unorthodox yet
highly appealing. This book gives true guidance when dealing with those clients who
seem unreachable or outright intractable. All
therapists who have had any significant
amount of clinical experience have come
across this type of client at one point or
another. Treatment is never a sure fire panacea, but Dr. Roes provides the means by
which therapists can curb the odds in favor
of therapeutic success. This is, of course,
what every caring therapist desires for their
client. Thus, it is the client who ultimately
stands to gain the most from Dr. Roes' notions for effective therapeutic intervention.
By challenging the myth of treatment
readiness, Dr. Roes sets the groundwork for
innovative ideas in assisting difficult clients.
Some of these techniques are those common to general counseling curriculum Techniques such as normalizing and reframing,
reflective listening, externalizing problems
by focusing on the problem rather than the
person, and the use of therapeutic homework will be familiar to nearly all therapists.
But even these are employed in such a manner that renders them refreshing and out of
the ordinary in their application. Other techniques are genuinely novel in their introduction, or at least not typically introduced
as groundbreakers when treatment is at a
standstill.
This book is "solution focused" in orientation and seeks to find positive characteristics within the client. The book demonstrates how the therapist can assist the client in compensating for their problem areas
by capitalizing on their strengths. Because
of this, the book is highly empowering for
the reader and should translate to empowerment for the client. Further still, the positive and solution focused nature applies to
any variety of issues. Clients who are crimicontinued
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nal offenders will most likely respond to this
type of approach as many have never felt
heard throughout their entire experience
with the criminal justice system. This is particularly true with assaultive offenders who
have learned to mask their feelings of depression and hopelessness with aggressive
and socially charged forms ofbehavior.
Additionally, the positive regard that is
emphasized throughout this book would be
highly constructive for clients who are victims. Often, victims are so psychologically
paralyzed from excessive trauma that they
find it nearly impossible to depart from their
victim role. Or in some cases, the life-course
learning of some clients has taught them
that there are certain pay offs and forms of
power when being the victim. In both of
these cases, and any combination in between, the techniques in this book can be
utilized to overcome this supposed resistance that is encountered within the therapeutic relationship.
This book should honestly be required
for any treatment or counseling related
course, whether undergraduate or graduate.
Resistant clients exist among a wide range
of populations, not just substance abusers.
The concepts of this book are easily adaptable to any issue presented in therapy. Addictions counseling should be viewed as
only one platform in which these techniques
can be employed. The writing style is very
clear and comprehensible making the reading applicable to a wide range of readers.
Further, any criminal justice, counseling, or
sociological curriculum that has treatment
oriented coursework will find this book ideal.
This book is a succinct 165 pages in length,
but each page should be treated as pure
gold. It should be a required supplement
and should be introduced as early as possible in any curriculum because the perspectives and techniques are so applicable and
fundamental to the therapeutic relationship.
This book demonstrates how optimism,
warmth, and empathy are critical to any form
of counseling.
Dr. Roes emphasizes
empathetic forms of active listening in a
manner similar to most other books of its
type. However, the examples given show
how these skills can be used in unique ways
to circumvent resistance in ciients, building
an effective rapport in the process. Because
of this approach, it is likely that teaching
styles which operate on a facilitative level
will be most congruent with the structure
and intent of this book. In fact, facilitative

teaching will be much more useful in modeling the techniques to be used than any form
of straight lecture.
Peer learning, collaborative learning, and
cooperative learning techniques are likely
to optimize the tenets of this book. This, of
course, also includes role plays, treatment
scenarios, and problem solving exercises,
all of which will assist the student in developing the fundamental skills presented in
this insightful text. In fact, the use of learning cells where students discuss the reading content with one another can be utilized
and modified to include scenarios where
students practice being therapist and/or client, giving students the opportunity to exercise these skills right in the classroom.
Group activities to address appropriate
methods of intervention in various case examples of resistant clients would reinforce
most all of the concepts in this book. Further, a class discussion format utilized at the
close of the learning cell and group activities would allow students to process the
total context of the "mock therapeutic experience" while the instructor simply guides
the conversation by adding points of interest and bits of insight into the process.
Dr. Roes is perhaps a man who is ahead
of his time. The very underlying principles
from which this book operates are contrary
to the "common logic" of many therapeutic
programs. Dr. Roes demonstrates a genuine
acceptance of clients that is sure to build a
rapport with most any client that is not badgered into addressing only the therapist's
or the court's agenda. Dr. Roes demonstrates
how therapists can navigate through the expectations of the courts that mandate clients to therapy and the seemingly contrary
desires of the client. Dr. Roes provides real
answers for therapists who have found themselves at a virtual empasse with their clients. This work deserves the highest complement I can give; it now sits on my own personal shelf with a worn cover and earmarked
and highlighted pages, all of which are testaments to the chronic and recurring use
that this book has provided.
_

Forrest, G. G. (2002). Countertransference
in chemical dependency counseling.
New York: The Haworth Press.
Reviewer:
ROBERTHANSER
Sam Houston State University
Dr. Forrest has written a very unique
book that addresses an issue that is often
encountered but seldom given written
acknowledgement.
This issue is that of
therapist
countertransference
toward
chemically dependent clients. Countertransference is the therapist's positive or negative reaction to the clilent and is a reflectoin
ofthe therapist's relationship to another significant person outside of therapy. When
countertransference occurs, the client often has characteristics or issues that are
reminiscent of another person who is close
or important to the therapist. Dr. Forrest has
truly hit upon a topic that is in dire need of
discussion. While this topic is often touched
upon in various facets of mainstream psychotherapeutic literature, it is generally ignored within the specialized literature on
chemical dependency counseling. This is
unfortunate for many therapists because
countertransference is a natural and often
occurring issue for many therapists working with this challenging population. In fact,
Dr. Forrest points out that since therapists
are human after all, we should not be surprised to find that therapists of addicted clients experience countertransference issues
throughout the therapeutic relationship. It
may well be that many therapists are themselves unaware of their own countertransference issues that are affecting their professional relationship with their clients. This
is important because the empathetic rapport
between therapist and client is paramount
to successful change for persons in addictions treatment.
Dr. Forrest normalizes the occurrence of
countertransference and demonstrates that
unlike days of old in the development of
therapeutic interventions, countertransference need not be considered as simply a
negative phenomenon to be avoided. Rather,
countertransference issues can have positive benefits to the therapeutic relationship
ifthe therapist is skilled at identifying such
feelings and maintaining appropriate ethical and professional boundaries when bringing such thoughts and feelings into the client-counselor relationship.
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This book provides a very good and
in-depth discussion of the Freudian psychoanalytic origins of the concept of countertransference. Dr. Forrest goes further
and provides clear and highly relevant research that demonstrates the growth potential for both the therapist and the client
when addressing countertransference issues. This is a very good perspective, because countertransference
issues are often given such a negative connotation
that any potential benefit or growth potential among both novice and seasoned
therapists is most often completely overlooked. This is important because many
therapists will avoid such introspective
self-examination since countertransference issues provide a glimpse of the
therapist's true thoughts and feelings.
Correspondingly,
many therapists may
simply deny the existence
of such
thoughts and feelings by suppressing expression of these dynamics. This is often
true for therapists whether in session with
their clients or when consulting with colleagues as a form of professional collaboration. Dr. Forrest encourages therapists
to be courageous and to bravely explore
this important dimension of their professional development.
Exploration of countertransference issues can be crucial to the professional and
ethical development of any therapist. Failure to squarely address such issues is to
do less than one would ask of the addictions client in therapy. In fact, therapists
who themselves will not work on their own
issues connected to countertransference
have little business asking their clients to
work on similarly personal issues. Further,
direct processing of countertransference
phenomena will aid the therapist in developing the ethical grounding that is needed
in therapeutically intimate relationships.
Such self-exploration can prove beneficial
in guiding the therapist in navigating potential ethical landmines. Issues such as
boundary violations and therapist sexual
abuse of clients, termination, recurring
suicidal ideation, billing and scheduling,
and daily life stressors for the counselors
themselves, are all discussed to demonstrate their effects on the level of potential
countertransference
experienced by the
therapist toward their client. This is good
because it demonstrates to therapists how
to practically apply this exploration to specific occurrences within their therapeutic

15

ACJSTODAY

service delivery. Further, therapists will learn
how to effectively identify such issues and
avoid the negative effects of countertransference.
Dr. Forrest refers to the negative aspects
of countertransference as countertransference distortion; unhealthy and over determined reactions of the therapist that impede
the development
of the therapist's
empathetic understanding of their client. As
a result, countertransference distortion is
often closely related with ultimate treatment
failure. Thus, it is in the best interest of the
client and the therapist that countertransference distortions are dealt with. Dr. Forrest
points out that countertransference
has
rarely been used to explain and understand
the intense emotional responses chemically
dependent clients often provoke in their
therapists. This is a serious impediment and
Dr. Forrest gives clear details on indicators
of countertransference
distortion and the
means by which it can be eliminated.
This book is highly recommended as it
covers an issue that is common for therapists to experience when dealing with addicted clients. Many training and graduate
programs do not pay close attention to this
aspect of therapeutic training. As such,
many counselors/therapists find themselves
grappling with issues interrelated to countertransference in a manner that is precarious at best. Some clinical supervisors may
themselves not catch the more subtle implications of countertransference
that exist
between the counselor and the client.
This book is applicable to any criminal
justice coursework that deals with substance abuse counseling at both the undergraduate and graduate level. This book is
also ideal, and should be required as a
supplementary reading, for any graduate
level counseling course on drug addiction
treatment. It is important to add that though
this book specifically targets chemical dependency counseling, the concepts addressed in this book are easily relevant to
treatment programs addressing other clinical issues with a variety of populations (i.e.
countertransference with clients who are sex
offenders, countertransference with clients
who are domestic abusers, etc.). In short,
this book addresses a fundamental issue
that should be discussed in any treatment
oriented course, especially one that teaches
students intervention techniques with the
difficult and often manipulative offender
populations.

Teaching styles that utilize a facilitative
process of posing problems, listening, and
questioning the novice therapist are likely
to be ideal in implementing this book within
a substance abuse treatment course. This
type of teaching, when coupled with a problem-based learning approach that uses cases
and simulations, can give the student and
the instructor the ability to identify and work
through countertransference issues in a safe
learning environment. This will improve the
novice therapist's skills and will also decrease the likelihood of future ethical difficulties when the student begins counseling independently. Thus, this book addresses an area that should be taught and
will be ideal for most addictions counseling
courses since most of these typically utilize
a facilitative learning approach.
This book is relatively short, consisting
of only 108 text pages. But that is what is so
amazing about this book. With little or no
fluff the author has presented the issues of
countertransference
in a comprehensive,
lively, and organized manner that is reader
friendly. The brevity of this book should
not deceive the would-be-reader. Each page
is filled with interesting and hard-hitting information that is sure to be useful to any
therapist in training. The practical length of
the book and the pragmatic guidance given
make this an ideal supplement for any addictions counseling course.

•

Morris, Norval (2002). Maconochie's
Gentlemen: The Story of Norfolk Island
and the Roots of Modern Prison Reform. New York: Oxford University

Press.
Reviewer: LEANNE FIFTAL ALARID
University of Missouri-Kansas
City
"P risen ~
notthe mnd:it.:i:Jnsw:ith:in
pr:B::n,.is1re esB1CE o:tpJniS"m mt" (Morris,p.211)
What is the fundamental meaning of
punishment and how do we seek positive
change from the criminal population? These
are among the questions that Norval Morris seeks-to explore in his latest book about
Alexander Maconochie and the convicts at
Norfolk Island during the mid 1800s. However, this is no ordinary historical account.
Using historical records and private letters,
continued
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the text is based on actual events that occurred, and is written in a most unique fashion. Part 1 weaves a fictional account from
the actual events, written from three points
of view: Maconochie himself, Maconochie's
daughter Mary Ann, and a convict on Norfolk Island named Patrick Burke.
Morris provides interesting details about
Maconochie as both a retired naval Captain
and professor of geography who had published articles about his "Marks System."
Maconochie's Marks System was a workdefined theory of human motivation that
gradually increased freedom and privileges
as convicts demonstrated evidence of conformity through work and good behavior.
Morris points out how this theory combined
elements of positive and negative conditioning through the earning and removal of
marks on a daily basis. The idea was to let
the prisoner know exactly how many marks
he had, and how many marks he needed to
get to the next level. Eventually a reformed
prisoner would be rewarded with an "islandticket-of-leave" which allowed him freedom
to move about the small island. As a creator
of ideas in the entrepreneurial
spirit,
Maconochie could not resist the urge to test
his marks system in a real situation.
Maconochie acquired his chance when
he was asked to become the new superintendent of Norfolk Island in charge of2,000
of the most incorrigible convicts. Located
1,000 miles off the Australian coast, this
penal colony was the "supermax" for other
British and Irish penal colonies. In other
words, prisoners had been banished for
committing crimes in the Australian penal
colony. Morris discusses how in a span of
four years, Maconochie transformed the
lives of convicts on the island from horrific
to a peaceful, orderly existence.
The significant changes Maconochie
made during his 4-year term included the
abolition of chain gangs, managerial control over all physical punishments,
decreased use of flogging and hanging, introduction of health care, adequate diet, sanitation, disciplinary hearings, and reading
material. However, in Morris' view, the most
important change to Norfolk prisoners was
not the Marks System-it
was Maconochie's style of prison administration.
Maconochie assumed a level of trust and
treated all prisoners with empathy and humanity. As both a prisoner of war who was
forced to endure similar beatings and as a

Navy Captain who struggled with maintaining sanitation and adequate diet among his
crew, Maconochie knew first-hand the value
of decent treatment
of prisoners.
In
Maconochie's view, c c ••• punishment, allowing for and facilitating redemption, dignifies society, makes prison service a constructive occupation, and enhances public
safety. By contrast, vengeance-based punishment, posing as effective deterrence,
demeans society, makes torturers of prison
guards, and lessens public safety" (p. 156).
One of the most inventive additions to
Part 1 were the points of views from Mary
Ann (Maconochie's daughter) and Patrick
Burke (one of Maconochie's key convicts).
Mary Ann was the only member of the family with whom Maconochie discussed his
ideas of punishment. In fact, she assisted
her father in formulating his ideas as she
was not afraid to express her often divergent opinions-a rarity for women during that
time period.
Patrick Burke was a prisoner with whom
Maconochie also relied on for advice and
information. As an educated prisoner, Burke
worked in the law library and had access to
all the prisoners when he distributed reading material. All too often, historical accounts are told from only one point of view.
This narrative offers a glimpse of life in a
penal colony from both a prisoner perspective and the perception of an 18-year-old
young woman who befriended Burke and a
second convict who provided Mary Ann
piano lessons.
In Part 2, Morris discusses the aftermath
of what became of Norfolk convicts and of
Alexander Maconochie following his sudden dismissal off the island. Morris clarifies that the Marks System was not fully
tested from the beginning ofthe prison sentence (as Maconochie had envisioned), but
had only been used on convicts who had
already "failed" in previous penal colonies.
Morris also describes the immediate impact
that Maconochie's ideas had on the Irish
system with Sir Walter Crofton, as well as
on the American penal systems over 100
years later.
Part 3 is entitled, "Why do Prison Conditions Matter?" In this section, Morris concludes that punishment practices should not
be driven merely by popular opinion. Morris reminds us, however, that the measuring
rod of the level of civilization in any country is "the mood and temper of the public

with regard to the treatment of crime and
criminals ... " (p. 174). Part 3 could have been
further developed to convince readers who
may need more evidence in understanding
the vital importance of prison conditions.
In Part 4, the author connects history
with contemporary correctional policy. For
example, he connects ideas of punishment
to our contemporary
ideas of the
"supermax" prison, the treatment of the
mentally ill, and the decreased trend of parole and other aftercare options. Morris
advocates reverting back to the indeterminate sentencing philosophy where the judge
is the most qualified individual to assess a
minimum and maximum date, with opportunities to shorten the time served through
good time credits. There is little discussion,
however, on how the change to indeterminate sentencing will be an improvement over
the previous model that led to a desire to
decrease sentencing disparity and parole
risk.
Morris asks whether criminals change
through fear of the consequences
or
through rehabilitation and treatment options. He questions whether criminals learn
most effectively through negative conditioning (retribution) or positive conditioning (opportunities for future change). This
is indeed a paradox that has remained unanswered. Morris recognizes that there will
always be a small percentage of people who
are resistant to change no matter how severe the punishment, but that punishment
must be "forward looking toward reformation and not backward looking toward the
infliction of deserved suffering or terrorization to virtue" (p. 182).
This book is very enjoyable to read. It is
recommended as a supplementary text for
upper-level undergraduate and graduate
students for courses in correctional history,
theories of punishment, correctional administration/management,
and correctional
policy.
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234 pp. (7 x 10), 56 iI., 12 tables.
• Payne, Brian K-INCARCERATING
WlDTE-COLLAR OFFENDERS: The Prison Experience and
Beyond. '02,202 pp. (7 x 10), 12 iI., 20 tables.
• Brunelle, Richard L. & Kenneth R. CrawfordADVANCES IN THE FORENSIC ANALYSIS
AND DATING OF WRITING INK. '02, 214 pp.
(7 x 10), 91 iI., 4 tables.

•••••_~

• Flowers, R. Barri-MURDER,
AT THE
END OF THE DAY AND NIGHT: A
Study of Criminal Homicide Offenders,
Victims, and Circumstances. '02, 262
pp. (7 x 10),35 iI., 38 tables, $53.95,
hard, $36.95, paper.

• Coppock, Craig A.-THE
IMPLEMENTATION
OF DIGITAL PHOTOGRAPHY
IN LAW
ENFORCEMENT
AND GOVERNMENT: An
Overview Guide. '02, 78 pp. (6 x 9), 4 iI., $15.95,
spiral (paper).

~~~a·

Kelly, Jan Seaman-FORENSIC
EXAMINATION OF RUBBER
STAMPS: A Practical Guide. '02, 242
pp. (8 1/2 x II), 345 iI., $55.95, hard,
$36.95, paper.

• Graney, Dawn J. & Bruce A. Arrigo-THE
POWER SERIAL RAPIST: A Criminology- Victimology Typology of Female Victim
Selection. '02, 222 pp. (7 x 10), I table, $45.95,
cloth, $30.95, paper.
• O'Reilly, James T.-POLICE
TRAFFIC STOPSAND RACIAL PROFILING: Resolving Management, Labor
and Civil Rights Conflicts. '02, 304
pp. (7 x 10), $59.95, hard, $41.95,
paper.
• Campbell, Andrea and Ralph C. Ohm-LEGAL
EASE: A Guide to Criminal Law, Evidence,
and Procedure. '02, 316 pp. (7 x 10), 31 iI.,
$61.95, hard, $42.95, paper.
___"

• Williams, Howard E.-ASSET
FORFEITURE: A Law Enforcement
Perspective. '02, 332 pp. (7 x 10),
__:~__'_::---- $63.95, hard, $44.95, paper.
• Madonna, John M.,
Kelly-TREATING
POLICE
Work and the Words of Peer
272 pp. (7 x 10), $55.95, hard,

Jr., & Richard E.
STRESS: The
Counselors. '02,
$37.95, paper.

• Siljander, Raymond P. & Darin D. Fredrickson FUNDAMENTALS OF PHYSICAL SURVEILLANCE: A Guide for Uniformed and Plainclothes Personnel. (2nd Ed.) '02, 368 pp. (7 x
10), 160 iI., 2 tables, $75.95, hard, $53.95, paper.
• Paton, Douglas, John M. Viol anti & Leigh M.
Smith-PROMOTING
CAPABILITIES TO
MANAGE POSTTRAUMATIC
STRESS: Perspectives on Resilience. '02, 260 pp. (7 x 10), 12
iI., 9 tables.
• More, Harry W.-PATROL
FIELD PROBLEMS
AND SOLUTIONS: 847 Field Situations. (2nd
Ed.) '01, 252 pp. (7 x 10), $59.95, cloth, $39.95,
paper.

Call 1-800-258-8980 or 1-217-789-8980 or Fax 1-217-789-9130

Complete catalog available at www.ccthomas.com·books@ccthomas.com
Books sent on approval- Shipping charges: $6.95 U.S. / Outside U.S., actual shipping fees will be charged
Prices subject to change without notice

HANDBOOK OF DOMESTIC VIOLENCE
INTERVENTION STRATEGIES
Policies, Programs, and Legal Remedies
Edited by ALBERT R. ROBERTS
Foreword by MARJORY D. FIELDS
The chapters in this handbook provide state-oj the art
theory, research, and protocols for effective responses to
domestic violence by lawyers, lay advocates, social workers,
nurses, psychologists, psychiatrists, primary care physicians,
emergency medical personnel, police, probation officers,
prosecutors, parole officers, and judges. Using this information, we can continue making progress toward the goal of
reducing all forms of violence against women.
-from

the Foreword by Marjory D. Fields, Justice of the New
York State Supreme Court, County of Jew York

This comprehensive new volume is a compendium of the latest
public policies, program developments, legal remedies, criminal
justice responses, and treatment approaches for work with battered women and their children. This is the first book to
include court-based technology developments and new research
related to the duration and intensity of woman battering.
Highlighting over 500 actual cases and promising programs, the
Handbook of Domestic Violence Intervention Strategies also
addresses risk assessment protocols and a new five-level continuum of woman battering. Written by expert practitioners and
leading scholars, the book's 23 original chapters provide valuable insights the complexities and challenges of addressing
domestic violence. This volume is a critical resource for all professionals whose job it is to help abused women escape from and
remain free of violent relationships.
"This is the text for which I have been searching.
The chapters are TIMELY, RELEVANT, AND DEAL WITH
MANY OF THE KEY INTERVENTION STRATEGIES in
domestic violence. This book will be of special value
to law, social work, and criminal justice students and
practitioners.
If you are going to purchase one book
on domestic violence this year, this should be the one.
I expect it to become A CLASSIC."
-Charles Lindner, J.D., M.S.W., Professor, Department of
Law, Police Science, and Criminal Justice, John Jay
College of Criminal Justice, City University of New York

"Finally, a proactive approach to domestic violence
geared toward both practitioners
and academicians.
A I\ll·ST-RE.\.O for all service providers whether a novice
or expert in the field. Roberts has assembled a
comprehensive,
multidisciplinary
team of contributors
to produce a scholarly reader that has the potential to
impact domestic violence policy."
-LllIra J. '-.\oriarty, Ph.D., Professor Criminal Justice and
:\»i,t.ltlt Dean, College of Humanities and Sciences,
\'ir~inicl Commonwealth University
ABOUT THE EDITOR

"The word 'handbook'
does not fully capture this
incredibly comprehensive
survey of the field of
domestic violence, including what we know, current
practices, and challenges across the professions.
This
book would be AN EXCELLENT SOURCEBOOK for
domestic violence courses in social work, criminal justice, law schools, and undergraduate
departments."
-Joan S. Meier, J.D., Director, Domestic Violence Clinics,
and Professor of Clinical Law, George Washington
University Law School

Albert R. Roberts, Ph.D. is Professor of Criminal Justice and
Director of Faculty Development in the Administration of
Justice Department at Rutgers, Livingston College Campus,
Piscataway, New Jersey.
2002

560 pp.; 2 line illus. ISBN0-19-515170-4 $50.00

For more information,

see

www.crisisinterventionnetwork.com

To order, visit www.oup-usa.org/isbn/0195151704.htmlor
calil-BOO-751-4556
Examination copies available to instructors considering course adoption.

IDlagining
.JustiCE!
John P. Crank
1 The Commitment to Justice
2 Fields of Inquiry: The Intellectual
Environment of Justice Studies
3 Justice Identity

in Academia

4 Toward Justice Perspective:
The Development of Theory
in Justice Studies

.lOll'\l P CHAJ\K

5 The Methodologies

• Provocalive reading
for all upper-level
sludenls.
• Required reading for
all sludenls enlering
graduale sludies.

INSTRUCTOR'S
• Detailed chapter outlines
Essay questions
Recommended readings

GUIDE
~
~
~

Provided on disk for easy test creation.

7 Gender and the Emergence

of Feminist Perspective
8 Ethics and Morality: The Power
to Do Good; The Power to Bind and Divide
Conclusion: Toward Justice
Imagining Justice seeks to move away from normative thinking about justice,
particularly in the area of justice education, suggesting that what is needed today is
a way to think about the enterprise of justice that will capture its full potential.
By providing an introduction to the intellectual potential of the field of justice,
we can acknowledge that the field is wider than formerly recognized, and ultimately
imagine the full richness that justice can encompass,
Chapter I focuses on the diversification of justice perspectives; Chapter 2
examines the academic environment of criminal justice by providing an overview of
the social sciences; Chapter 3 discusses the historical development of the field of
justice in academe and practice, describing existing interdisciplinary, criminological,
and public administration models; Chapter 4 presents a review of contemporary
theories in the field of justice studies; Chapter 5 examines qualitative and quantitative
methodological issues in criminal justice; Chapter 6 looks at multicultural identity and
its effect on our conceptions of justice; Chapter 7 explores gender issues, gender
inequalities, and the contemporary feminist perspective; and Chapter 8 addresses
ethical issues, and concludes with a discussion of the implications of due process and
crime control ethics for justice practice,
ISBN: 1-58360-536-3

Contact us!

of Justice

6 Race and Ethnicity: Understanding
the New Order in the United States

• 2003 • Instructor's

Phone: 800-582-7295
Fax: 513-562-8105

E-mail: jrarnsey@andersonpublishing.com

www.andersonpublishing.com

Guide

• 415 pages • $43.95

Anderson
Publishing Co.Quality criminaljustice textbooks
for more than 3{) vears

A DICTIONARY DESIGNED
FOR the CRIMINAL JUSTICE
STUDENT
of the 21sT CENTURY
The New Dictionary of

Legal
Terfl'1s
IRVING

* OVER 6,500 LEGAL WORDS/pHRASES

SHAPIRO

* INCLUDES PRONUNCIATION

Including

Terms and Definitions
Recommended by The
U.S. Bureau of Justice
Statistics for Criminal
Justice Data Terminology

ISBN 0-930137-01-9

* CLEAR - CONCISE - CONVENIENT

KEY

* INCREASES UNDERSTANDING

An affordable & fundamental supplement
for any class referencing the law - especially in
regard to its Interpretation and/or Enforcement

$12.95

EXPERTL Y COMPILED BY IRVING SHAPIRO
- LA WYER - COURT OFFICIAL - PROFESSOR
INCLUDES
TERMS AND DEFINITIONS RECOMMENDED BY
THE U.S. BUREAU OF JUSTICE STATISTICS FOR CRIMINAL JUSTICE
nATA TERMINOLOGY

ESSENTIAL FOR ANYONE WITH A REASON TO READ,
WRITE OR INTERPRET LEGAL DOCUMENTS!
43-08 162nd Street
Flushing, NY 11358

(800) 647-5547
Fax: (718) 539-0941
www.LooseleafLaw.com

OTH
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Seeking our 20,000 Alumni
Alpha Phi Sigma,
The National Criminal Justice Honor Society
is forming an alumni grand chapter.

We are celebrating and honoring your
achievements as A<D~ Alumni
Please provide us with your name,
phone/fax/email, so that we may contact you.
You are invited to our 61 st anniversary
celebration at the Academy of Criminal Justice
Sciences/Alpha Phi Sigma Conference,
March 4th _8th, 2002, Boston, MA.
Contact the National Headquarters:
alumni@alphaphisigma.org
305-919-5793

Alpha Phi Sigma
The National Criminal Justice Honor Society
Founded 1942

Join us in Boston, March 4-8, 2003.
Our Featured Speakers:
Dr. Henry Lee
Internationally known Forensic Scientist
and
Dr. Kim Rossmo
Police Foundation
Check the ACJS 2003 Program
for times and locations.
ACJS Membership Welcome!

Recognizing academic excellence,
leadershi ,unit and service for 60 ears.

ACJS
PLEASE

COMPLETE,

PUBLICATIONS ORDER FORM

PRINT OUT, THEN FAX OR MAIL TO ADDRESS
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SUBSCRIPTIONS:

PUBLICATIONS:

AC]S Today

Guide to Graduate Programs in Criminal
Justice and Criminology
(Temporarily Out of Print)

Members Only**
Employment Bulletin
Available on AC1S Website www.acjs.org

Media Guide
Media FREE
One Copy $5.00

Journal of Criminal Justice Education
(JCJE)
Free with AC1S Membership**
One Issue $65.00
One Year $125.00

Minimum Standards for Criminal Justice
Education: Guidelines for College and
University-Level Programs
One Copy FREE

Justice Quarterly (JQ)
Free with AC1S Membership**
One Issue $65.00
One Year $250.00
Two Years $475.00
Three Years $700.00

Teaching About Comparative/International
Criminal Justice: A Resource Manual
One Copy $12.00
Annual Meeting Program
One copy $25.00

JQ and JCJE Package
One year
$350.00
Two years $650.00
Three Years $950.00

SERVICES:
Mailing Labels
Provided on floppy disk unless otherwise requested.
An additional $50.00 will be charged for adhesive labels
Contact the ACJS National Office for further information.
Entire Member List $495.00
Subset of Member List $395.00

**GO TO ACJS MEMBERSHIP PAGE**

SHIPPING INFORMATION:
Federal Express Shipping* 2nd Day Standard Overnight Priority Overnight
*There is no charge for shipping via US Mail. If you choose to have your shipment sent via Federal Express, you must provide pre
payment with a credit card only.
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City:
Country:

PAYMENT INFORMATION:
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American Express
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Academy of Criminal Justice Sciences
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Greenbelt, Maryland 20770
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