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TWO YEAR-FOUR YEAR COORDINATING
On Wednesday, March 12, 1980,
the
Two
Year
- Four
Year
Articulation
Committee
met in
Oklahoma
City as scheduled.
Present were Paul H. Moore,
Chairman,
James A. Adamitis,
Hayes
C. Larkins,
James
D.
Stinchcomb, Allen R. Shoaff, G. L.
Kuchel, John R. Hudgens, Thomas
A. Johnson and Philip G. Averill.
Joseph R. Lentini, Chairman of the
1978-79
Committee
was also
present to assist with the transition.
Prior to the meeting, Paul
Moore
informed
committee
members that an area that appears
to surface more and more frequently
is that ACJS does not reflect the
views or areas of concern of the
nation's two-year institutions and is
drifting away from them and their
problems and interests.
To examine the validity of this
concern, Moore gathered recent
data on the two-year CRJ programs.
He was assisted in this area by
Vincent J. Webb and the study
"Criminal Justice Education in the
United States: A Profile" by Richard
R. Bennett and Ineke Haen Marshall.
They concluded that 46.2% of the
programs
are in the two-year
institutions and this is the largest
number and that "most criminal
justice programs are to be found in
publicly
controlled
two-year
institutions".
Further, there were
approximately 200,000 CRJ majors
nationwide,
concluding
that
approximately one-half or 100,000
students are in the country's twoyear programs.

COMMITTEE

Secondly, Moore sought the
percentage
of the Academy's
members from two-year programs.
He found approximately 147 were
from two-year institutions, or 15 per
cent of the ACJS membership.
Therefore, Moore prepared two
resolutions for the Committee to
examine, comment on and vote on
for the Oklahoma meeting. The first
proposed that two-year programs
be represented
in a more
meaningful manner by reserving a
permanent seat on the Executive
Board of ACJS for an active member
of ACJS from a two year program.
The second resolution was that the
Two Year - Four Year Articulation
Committee
of ACJS be named a
permanent, standing committee of
the Academy.
The first resolution was voted
down. The second resolution was
modified
and voted upon and
passed
by the Committee.
It
proposed that the Two Year - Four
Year Articulation
Committee of the
Academy
of Criminal
Justice
Sciences be named a permanent,
standing committee of the Academy
and named the Two Year - Four Year
Coordinating
Committee. When the
amended resolution was submitted
to the entire Academy at the
Business Meeting, it was passed
unanimously.
Also at the meeting, Thomas
Johnson, who had revised an earlier
questionnaire
designed
at
Washington State University for the
Committee, stated that copies of the
survey item would be sent to every

Committee member in the near
future for comments. This item will
lay the basis for data to design a
manual
for articulation
to be
produced by a future Committee.
Last, the Committee members
agreed that a full day be set up for
the 1981 meeting of the Committee.

ACADEMICS ADVISE
POLITICAL LEADERS
Recently
in Philadelphia,
a
series of special briefing sessions
were provided for Mayor William
Green and his staff and for civic and
business leaders. These sessions,
staged
by the Citizens
Crime
Commission
of Philadelphia
in
cooperation
with Temple University, Center for Administration
of
Justice and supported by grants
from
the
Atlantic
Richfield
Company
and the DolfingerMcMahan
Foundation
were
designed to deal with contemporary
issues of urban policing; the mission
of the police in the 1980's; and the
criteria that should be considered in
selecting a police commissioner.
Serving
as faculty
were
Professor Harry W. More, Jr., San
Jose State University; Dr. Thomas J.
Reppetto, president of the Citizens
Crime Commission of New York
City; Professor Victor Strecher,
Director of the School of Criminal
Justice,
Sam Houston
State
University; and Professor James Q.
Wilson, Harvard University.

FROM THE EDITOR ...
As anyone who has ever served
as an Editor knows, it is a tedious,
time consuming, and occasionally
rewarding experience. Since the last
ACJS TODAY,
I have received
numerous letters and comments for
which I am most grateful. The main
problem from my point of view is the
lack
of concise
and timely
information.
If any member has
relevant news items or thoughtful
opinions
to share through
the
newsletter, please submit them in
time for the next issue which,
hopefully, will be out in the early
summer.
Beginning with the first issue in
the Fall, the goal is to produce an
issue every two months throughout
the year. This was the decision of
the Executive Committee at their
meeting in Oklahoma in March. To
do this, it will probably be necessary
to red uce the size of TODAY in order

to stay within our budget and still do
six issues per year.
My suggestion is that each
officer,
regional
president,
and
committee
chair
submit
short
summaries, or longer articles where
appropriate,
for each of these
issues. The material should be in
near printable form in order to keep
to a schedule of publication every
two months. I, regretably, do not
have the time or staff to distill
hundreds of pages of memos into
short summaries as has been the
case in many instances to date. The
goal of TODAY, as I see it, is to
permit members of the Academy to
communicate
with one another
about Academy business, issues in
criminal
justice education,
and
opinions
on important
controversies in the field. It is simply not
possible due to time and financial
constraints
for me to seek out

stories,
repeatedly
contact
and
remind authors and officers, and
conduct
interviews
to gather
information.
As a self-styled
journalist, such duties would not be
unpleasant; but given the realities of
my schedule,
such duties are
impossible to perform.
While I have been asked by the
Executive Board to print the six
issues even if this means a few one
page issues, I would be unhappy to
have to do this. To quote from a
former
occupant
of the White
House, "Printing one-pagers would
be the easy thing to do, but that
would be wrong!"
I hope that
members of the Academy will
increasingly contribute to TODAY
so that it is possible to publish a high
quality informative newsletter on a
regular basis.

COMMITTEE REPORTS
AFFIRMATIVE ACTION
COMMITTEE
During
the last year the
committee conducted a survey of all
identifiable
women and minority
members of ACJS and ASC to
determine their membership status
in ACJS. The results of this survey
showed than sixty percent of the
respondents were ACJS members
and about one-half of these were
interested in actively working to
improve the position of women and
minorities in the Academy. Based
on analysis of names, the committee
concluded that four times as many
women participated
in the 1980
Annual Meeting as the 1978 Annual
Meeting. Since 1978, the number of
women chairing
panels at the
Meeting has risen 550 percent.
Fourteen
women
served
as
discussants in 1980 compared to
one in 1978.
With the new membership
application stating an affirmative
action commitment
and seeking
affirmative action information from
prospective
members,
the
committee hopes to increase the
membership
and the levels of
participation
among women and
minorities in 1981. The committee

reported to the executive board that
it continued to have difficulty in
identifying minority persons in the
criminal justice education field and
in building
contacts
with
professional
organizations
with
heavy minority membership.

CONSTITUTION AND
BY-LAWS COMMITTEE
The recommendations
to the
Academy for 1981 center on issues
which
require
changes
in the
Constitution and By-Laws of ACJS.
Specifically,
the
committee
suggests that changes be made
which
would
allow
for
the
dissolution of the organization, the
definition of the ACJS logo and its
use, and the specification of the
duties of the office of trustee. In
addition, it is suggested that a
general search be made for other
provisions and sections in need of
updating.
The final recommendation
of
the committee is to review and
restructure
the document
now
called "Constitution and By-Laws"
and
separate
this
into
two
documents to be called the ACJS
Constitution
and the ACJS ByLaws.
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NORTH ATLANTIC
ASSOCIATION
The following were the 1980
Election
Results for the North
Atlantic Criminal Justice Educators
Association.
Sixty-nine
members of the
Association
were sent election
material, and thirty-two ballots were
returned.
President Elect
Gerald Rigby
Vice-President
Elect
Lewis J. Anderson
Secretary-Treasurer
Elect Ronald Sopenoff

Also, the Association held its
annual meeting at the Ben Franklin
Hotel in Philadelphia on April 14-15.
Included on the agenda was a
presentation
by Barry S. Brown
from the National Institute on Drug
Abuse
on "Criminal
Justice
Management of Substance Abuse."
In addition, several papers were
presented by panelists dealing with
the topic of "Victimization
and
Victim Service Delivery."
On the second day, Carl B.
Klockars from the University of
Delaware
presented
"What We
Know and Don1 Know About the
LEAA Sting
Operations."
The
NACJEA meeting concluded that
afternoon with a business meeting.

EDU~ATOR'S FORUM
WHAT IS
OUR NEXT GIMMICK?
Stuart L. Swart
University of North Florida
The Present
"Administration's played out criminal
justice
needs another
gimmick." So said a friend of mine, a
college
professor
in a related
academic
discipline,
as we
discussed the recent report of the
National Advisory Commission on
Higher
Education
for
Police
Officers. We both recognize the
negative impact that this widelypublicized study would have on
criminal justice education, and he
was concerned specifically with the
commission's
criticism
of the
emphasis
upon undergraduate
course work in administration.
Overstated
though
my friend's
remark may be, the fact remains that
education in criminal justice has
focused heavily upon administrative
matters at all levels - associate,
bachelor, and graduate - and this
no longer appears justifiable.
The
best
approach
to
understanding
the
current
emphasis
upon administrative
concerns is developmental.
The
problem appears to have grown in
the following manner:
1.

2.

3.

4.

The decade after 1968 saw a
rapid increase in police science
programs which, under a variety
of names, now dominate what is
more
generally
entitled
"criminal justice education."
The first wave of students to
enter the new police science
courses consisted largely of inservice police officers
who
already were, or soon hoped to
be, supervisors, managers, and
administrators.
Therefore,
police
science
curriculums came to reflect the
need
for
administrative
knowledge found in this very
atypical student body.
The impact of this emphasis
quickly
spread
to those
emerging
criminal
justice
programs which also focused
upon other portions of the
justice system.

5.

Thus the situation stands today,
with classes in administration
written
into
curriculums
throughout the country.

However, as the commission
has not so politely reminded us, this
stress is no longer defensible. Many
students
in criminal
justice
programs today are not destined for
a career in law enforcement or
corrections-nor,
even if they enter
this area, will these students have
the
chance
to apply
any
administrative-based education for
several
years.
Therefore,
the
commission
has concluded,
the
stress on administration should be
drastically reduced at the associate
and bachelor's levels, remaining
only where it belongs-in
graduate
school.

The second would be to retain
an occupational emphasis but to
move beyond the common policecorrections
dichotomy.
For
example, recognizing
that many
undergraduates
have white-collar
ambitions
and do not visualize
themselves
as future
street
policemen,
a criminal
justice
department
would
offer
an
alternative program focus designed
for the individual who desires to be a
government
"investigator"
or
"inspector."
Similar alternatives
would exist for corrections majors.
A list
of potential
program
emphases which would be available
to typical undergraduates
could
include:
*

*
*

The Future
The overemphasis on administration at the undergraduate level,
once recognized, can be readily
corrected. However, this antici pated
change presents an even more
difficult problem-what
new thrust
should replace it? The commission
has also, quite properly, attacked
the hands-on training that so often
passes for "technical education" in
community colleges. It now appears
that we can move in two different,
but not necessarily contradictory,
directions.
The first, identified
by the
commission itself, is to adopt what is
most commonly called the "liberal
arts" model. Under this concept the
typical criminal justice department
would
expand
its horizons
to
include all aspects of justice. Such a
curriculum
would move beyond
criminal law to include administrative and civil law plus unwritten
community codes. Studies of the
"system" would then include the
whole host of regulatory agencies
as well as the non-enforcement
roles of the uniformed
police;
comparative and historical studies
would be stressed. In many ways
this thrust
would
produce
an
academic department quite close to
the traditional
"criminology"
concept. However, this model would
retain
its current
stress upon
systems and service delivery while
also remaining
specifically
and
openly interdisciplinary in nature.
3

*

*

*
*

*
*

criminal justice generalist
(for
those planning to pursue graduate studies)
law enforcement (covering traditional policing)
investigation (designed to produce government
investigators,
many of whom will engage in
administration
enforcement, but
also intended to educate certain
types of court officials and probation officers)
security administration
human services (including correctional counseling and victim
assistance employment)
correctional administration
court administration
forensic science generalist
research & evaluation generalist

Thus, there are many number of
possible answers to my friend's
challenge
to find
another
"gimmick."
Others may provide
additional responses. One thing is
clear: it is time to develop options to
the current stress upon administrative studies.

ACJS TODAY is published by
the Academy
of Criminal
Justice Sciences.
Lee S. Weinberg, Editor
Carol Hancsak,
Editorial Assistant
All correspondence
sent to:

should be

Lee S. Weinberg, J.D., PH.D.
Administration of Justice
University of Pittsburgh
Pittsburgh, Pa. 15260

RE~ENT TEXTS:
WOMEN AND ~RIME
Adler, Freda, Sisters In Crime: The
Rise of the New Female
Criminal (1976)
Adler, Freda and Rita Simon, The
Criminology of Deviant Women
(1979)
Katherine Stuart Van Wormer
Kent State University
As early as 1970, Princess
Grace of Monaco declared
While I celebrate woman's increasing
emancipation, I wonder if the role of
the modern women is not in some way
responsible for the social breakdown
we see today ...
Quoted in Woman's Day

The theme was renewed in
more sophisticated and intriguing
form in Freda Adler's Sisters in
Crime: The Rise of the New Female
Criminal
(1976) and in the more
. recent and comprehensive reader
by Adler/Simon, The Criminology of
Deviant Women (1979). Undeniably,
major contributions to the field of
criminal justice, the outcry that has
been generated on their behalf is no
less remarkable than the volumes
themselves. And that outcry passionate, virulent, divisive - is
the subject of this book review
essay.
Women's
abilities
and
opportunities, according to Adler,
have multiplied in recent years. As
females become more visible in
positions of prestige and power,
"they are cutting themselves in for a
bigger piece of the pie in every
category (of crime) but murder."
The "new feminism" has signaled
the entrance of women into the
major leagues of crime. While
disavowing the myth of the feminist
lawbreaker, and conceding
that
women
in prison are actually
traditionalists and from the lower
classes, Adler perceives in their
aggressive criminal activity, in "their
unmatched pugnacity," a definite
link between the two trends criminality and feminism. tn short,
according to this perspective, the
movement for full equality "has a
darker side ... a shady side."
Evidence of the new criminality
is presented in terms of FBI crime
statistics which draw a comparison

betwen arrest figures over the years
between 1960 and 1972. In Adler's
interpretation,
there has been a
trend away from the stereotypical
female crimes of prostitution and
shoplifting into the bold areas of
embezzlement,
burglary,
and
robbery. The new female criminal is
a breed apart. Even as the previous
lack of opportunity for women can
be used to explain away the gigantic
gap between male/female arrest
rates historically, the new "openingup" of opportunities can be utilized
to account for the recent upsurge in
certain crime categories.
This line of thinking is repeated
in the more
up-to-date
and
comprehensive Adler/Simon textreader. The editors sum up their
basic points at the conclusion of the
book.
We said that as women become
liberated from hearth and home and
become more involved in full-time
jobs, they are more likely to engage in
criminal activities.

Reaction to these popular books has
been
both
favorable
and
unfavorable, depending more, it
would
seem, on the political
orientation of the critics than on the
quality of the source material. So
while traditional
writers
rave,
activist-feminists
rage. Conservative publications
such as The
National Review label the apparent
increasing crime rate, "the dark side
of women's liberation." Women are
now seen as proving their equality in
capacity for violence and crime. The
nation's news wires commonly echo
this now widely accepted belief in a
linkage between new roles for
women and the concurrent rise in
crime rates; often the sources quote
Simon or Adler directly.
Scholarly reaction, in general,
has been ambivalent or wholly
negative while some of the feminist
reaction
has been almost
as
ferocious as the activities of Adler's
"new breed" of female criminals.
Academics point to (1) the tenuous
starting
premise
that female
occupational
roles are, in fact,
drastically
altering,
(2) the
conceptual difficulty of postulating
a dramatic rise in female crime rates
over the last fifteen years, a fact not
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borne out by the statistics which
indicate a total increase compared
to the male rate of just five percent,
(3) the unreliability of crime data
which would reflect a change in the
traditional
law enforcement
attitudes toward women as much as
actual
crime
rates,
(4) the
tautological
argument
that
changing sex roles are causing
differences when they are a part of
the apparent differences, (5) the
tenuous nature of the proposed
causal
relationship
between
"liberation"
and crime, (6) the
dangers inherent in a popular book,
the information and theories from
which could conceivably
restrict
women to a traditional female role.
The feminist approach has been
less concerned with methodology,
more concerned with the sexist
implications
of the study. One
critical comment contained, oddly,
in a selection in the Adler/Simon
reader, suggests that Sisters in
Crime owes its popularity to the fact
that it reinforces sexist stereotyping
and is written by a woman.
Meanwhile,
focusing
their
attention on Rita Simon's LEAA
funded
report,
"The
Female
Defendant in Washington D.C.: 1974
and 1975," spokeswomen for the
ACLU offer the most virulent and
hostile criticism, to date. Two ACLU
staff members (Jill Raymond and Liz
Wheaton)
have condemned
the
report as "speculation and tinged
with sensationalism ... an affront to
the taxpayers as well as to the
women's movement." According to
the criticism, the crime of fraud that
Simon cited as one of the economic
crimes proving so attractive to
women is, in actuality,
largely
welfare
fraud.
Many of those
arrested forthis offense were merely
a part of a new nation-wide
crackdown on welfare chiselers and
not upwardly-mobile
liberated
women at all.
While acknowledging that there
has been some verified increase in
women's participation in economic
crime,
Raymond
and Wheaton
convincingly point to a decline in
the U.S. economy
during
that
period.
The posited causal relationship
between the success of the women's
movement, on the one hand, and a
recent upswing in female arrest
rates,
on the other,
remains
tentative. An alternative explanation
(continued

page 6)

LEGALNOTES
BRAINWASHING:
A DEFENSE TO CRIME?
Joshua Dressler
Hamline University School of Law
The recent tribulations
of
Patricia Hearst, the mass suicides in
Guyana of the followers of the
Reverend Jim Jones, and even the
recent capture of Americans in Iran,
have sparked public interest in the
idea of "brainwashing", and to a
lesser extent, in the view that victims
of such mind control should be
acquitted of crimes they commit
under such influence. At least a few
persons, including some scholars,
support such a criminal defense.
Debate
on this
topic
is
desirable. Unfortunately, however,
popular sympathy for the victims of
such events has obscured the real
issue: whether the society is willing
to reject its faith in the doctrine of
free will. Only by such rejection can
a brainwashing defense be properly
accepted. Put rather simply, to
expand the current law to permit a
criminal defense for those who
commit
anti-social
acts after
indoctrination will require seriously
undermining the criminal law's most
basic theoretical underpinning -that
people generally have the power to
control their actions, and that when
they do not so control them they
may properly be punished for their
decision. Such undermining may be
highly desirable, but advocates of a
brainwashing defense must be frank
to admit
that their
advocacy
necessarily will have such a result. I
will now proceed to explain my
reason for saying this.
Brainwashing,
or
more
accurately, "coercive persuasion"
does exist. Although the term has
been misused by the media and
some commentators,
particularly
during the McCarthy era of the
1950's, it is scientifically provable
that people can be coerced, at least
temporarily, to give up their prior
value system and to replace it with
an antithetical system, specifically
the
one
espoused
by the
indoctrinators. Such indoctrination
requires the use of various tactics,
including
captivity,
sensory
deprivation, and interrogation. The
breaking point for each person

varies greatly, but it appears that
virtually everyone will break at some
point.
This concession, however, does
not result
irrevocably
in the
conclusion that coercive persuasion
should serve as a criminal defense.
To reach that result one must
understand the current law, its
rationale, and the scientific causes
of indoctrination. One can then see
the revolutionary implications of the
proposed new defense.
First, why are people coercively
indoctrinated?
Multiple theories
abound.
Cognitive
dissonance,
psycho-physiological
stress,
ego/superego
relationships,
and
various other theories have been
suggested to explain rapid change
in value
systems.
Variously
explained, however, the theories are
in agreement in certain important
respects: At the time of the criminal
conduct, the person is not suffering
from a mental disease (if he is, a
traditional
insanity defense will
suffice), and he or she knows
exactly what he or she is doing, and
approves of it. Likewise, the person
is under no immediate physical
compulsion;
although threats of
death or injury may at times be used
in the indoctrination process, by the
time the individual
commits
a
criminal act no such threats, real or
reasonably apparent, are involved.
(If they were used, of course, duress
would serve as a defense). Why
should they be? The actor now
believes in the values of the captors,
and wants to commit the act.
Why, then, does the indoctrinated person change his views and
later commit a crime, if he or she is
not insane or coerced? All of the
psychological
theories
seem to
involve a common thread: The
captive is placed in a psychologically unacceptable state, relief
from which seems possible only if
the captive accepts the viewpoint of
the captor. Therefore, the person
chooses to change his or her
ideology. Whether this realization
and change is entirely conscious or
intricately
unconscious,
the
changes seem to be induced in such
fashion. Such a change, far from the
acts of an insane person, then, are
the rational
(albeit,
perhaps,
unconscious)
acts of a person
5

attempting to improve his emotional
and physical well-being.
But, it may be argued, although
the coercively persuaded individual
is legally sane, and does not act
criminally under threat (then) of
death or great bodily harm, certainly
we should feel sympathy for the
person who, through no fault of his
or
her
own,
is captured,
indoctrinated, and placed in such a
psychological turmoil. The answer
is, of course, that we do and should
feel sympathy, and that the law can
and properly should register such
feelings in the sentencing process.
But, is there a coherent reason to
totally exculpate such a person?
The answer is most certainly no, '
unless we are prepared to question
the premise of free will and unless
we are prepared to permit such a
defense for environmentally caused
indoctrination (e.g. the ghetto kid)
and all others similarly oppressed.
Put rather simply, the law of
crimes has more or less evolved a
set of principles based on the theory
that people possess free will, that
when they commit a crime they are
blameworthy, and that when they
act in such a blameworthy fashion
they may properly be punished
(although many also require that
there be a utilitarian
basis for
punishment, as well). This premise,
very possibly a legal fiction, is
negated only upon clear evidence of
substantial lack of free will. Thus,
the law requires a voluntary act by
the individual, but all this means is
that the person will his muscles to
move. The "brainwashed"
actor
does that.
Likewise the law will excuse a
crime if the actor is so mentally ill
that it cannot be said that he "chose"
to commit the crime; but again it is
conceded
that the brainwashed
actor is not insane in the criminal
sense. True, the indoctrinated
person may display symptoms of his
prior ordeal; but so does the ghetto
person display manifestation of that
envi ron ment.
Finally, the law permits a limited
duress defense when the person is
forced at threat of death to commit a
crime. The law, however, generally
denies the defense if the threat is not
imminent, or is vague, or implicates
only a threat to reputation or some
other loss not involving
bodily
integrity. Such limits are placed in
the law to insure that exculpation

only
occurs
when choice
is
substantially
lost, and crucially,
only when a jury - representing the
community's
mores - can easily
evaluate the threat, and can easily
say, "yes, you cannot blame a
person for stealing when a gun is at
his head."
The "threats"
of
indoctrination at the time of a crime
are not imminent, however. Indeed
they are absent. When Jim Jones'
follower killed Congressman Ryan
nobody had a gun at his head. The
only gun was at the head of Ryan.
That person voluntarily pulled the
trigger, he was presumably sane,
and he was not coerced to kill Ryan.
He wanted to kill him.
What about the earlier threats
while in captivity? The point here i~
that such treatment explains why
the actor chose to become a
follower of Jones (or the S.L.A.), but
the later decision to act upon that
forced philosophy was voluntary. It
is as voluntary as the decision of a
young Southern Baptist to jeer or
assault a gay person, or of a Nazi to
kill a Jew or black. Even if the initial
indoctrination
was sufficiently
brutal
that
the person
lacks
blameworthiness for believing as he
did, we can blame him for acting out
what he knows is considered by
society to be criminal behavior.
But, it can be argued, the acts of
the captive may be coercively
indoctrinated as much as in the
ideology. Hearst, maybe, was not
just
indoctrinated
to S.L.A.
philosophy,
but
was
also
indoctrinated to commit the bank
robbery. If she is not to blame for her
ideology, neither is she for her acts
in furtherance.
It is here that the argument, if
accepted, becomes revolutionary in
its approach. If we concede this
much, who is left out? What about
the East Los Angeles Chicano gang
member who kills at age 13? Or,
indeed , what about the evidence
that most child beaters were beaten
as children, that prostitutes largely
come from homes with a specific
(and poor) family structure? Indeed,
what about the finding of Milgram,
that most people will commit antisocial acts under comparatively
low-levels of authoritarian threats
by superiors?
Put another way - if we are
willing to permit a defense for
Hearst, should not the law say that
no person should be punished if an
average
person
in the same

situation would have acted the same
way? And, if this is so, wouldn't most
of us have to concede that we would
so act? And shouldn't we exculpate
those among us who have weaker
psychic constitutions because, after
all, they are not to blame for their
weaknesses?
The question virtually answers
itself. Yes, we should. In which case
free will is no longer a viabl~
doctrine. Or, we must accpet that
the current law cannot be stretched
further (in order to cover those for
whom we sympathize)
without
either it breaking or, far worse,
reaching the morally unacceptable
result of treating
equal cases
unequally - namely, giving Heart a
defense, but denying it to the ghetto
kid.
This, then, is the problem with
the defense. It goes too far, or not far
enough.

JOINT COMMISSION
REPORTS AVAILABLE
The Joint
Commission
on
Criminology and Criminal Justice
Education and Standards is an
LEAA/OCJ ET funded
research
project whose mission it is to
develop minimum standards for
criminology/criminal
justice postsecondary educational programs.
The Commission disseminates its
research
findings
and project
progress in a quarterly newsletter
entitled Report. In addition, the
Joint Commission has sponsored
several publications
which add
insight into the issues which relate
to the field. These publications are:
Two Views of Criminology
and
Criminal
Justice:
Definitions,
Trends, and the Future, by John P.
Conrad and Richard A. Myren;
Accreditation
and Its Significance
for Programs of Higher Education in
Criminology and Criminal Justice: A
Review of the Literature, by Antony
E. Simpson;
and soon to be
available, The Literature of Higher
Education
in Criminology
and
Criminal
Justice: An Annotated
Bibliography, by Carolyn Johnson.
Those interested in procuring
these publications or in being added
to the newsletter mailing list can do
so
by writing:
The
Joint
Commission on Criminology and
Criminal
Justice Education and
Standards, University of Illinois at
Chicago Circle, Box 4348, Chicago,
Illinois 60680.
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(continued

from page 4)

citing such factors as the high
unemployment rate among women,
the low pay of most of those who do
work, and the increasing burdens
placed upon women in singleparent households would seem less
interesting and dramatic, perhaps,
but more to the point.
The basic facts concerning the
world of work are these:
Women's pay averages 57 percent that
of men's, The number of women who
head households
increased by 32
percent
during
the last decade,
Despite their growing proportion in the
work force, most women are still
employed in jobs with low pay and little
status,

So much for the current sexrole theories of crime. Clearly, there
is a need for the kind of rigorous
research that would provide the
essential data about the arrestee's
or criminal's race, socio-economic
background,
and employment
status. Such a scientific
quest,
however, must be directed less by
political
concerns
(about
the
possible "dangerous" utilization of
the findings) than by the interests of
discovery and truth. The possibility
of a link between sex-role changes
in the society, at large, and female
crime statistics
certainly
merits
further study, not only so as to
examine and possibly refute current
theories but also to form a basis for
development
of a more solidly
based conceptualization
of female
criminality,
A good deal of writing on
women and crime being done at the
present
time
is based
on
assumptions
that
are clearly
questionable.
Nevertheless, Adler
and Simon, between them, are
pioneering an essential shift in the
theory of female crime, a shift away
from psycho-sexual
attributes to
economic and political considerations. They, the authors,
have
produced
works
that
are
comprehensive, readable and even
reasonably priced, works which are
accordingly widely used on college
campuses in courses on women and
crime. The paradox is that the very
instructors who have instituted and
organized such courses, and who
probably
are of a feminist
orientation themselves, are inclined
to end up using the very books they
find so theoretically objectionable.
Thus the academic controversy
continues, ..

A Health
Care Security
Workshop,
sponsored
by the American
Society for
Industrial Security, was held March 12, 13,
and 14 at Hilton Inn West, Orlando, Florida.

APPOINTMENTS
AND AWARDS
Lawrence W. Sherman, a scholar and
author in the field of police studies, was
recently named to the newly created position
of director
of research
of the Police
Foundation.
Sherman is currently a professor in the
Graduate School of Criminal Justice in the
State University of New York at Albany and
project director of a National Institute of
Mental Health funded study of homicide by
police officers.

CALL FOR PAPERS

The School
of Criminal
Justice
of
Rutgers
University
announces
the 1980
competition
for the best undergraduate
student paper on critical issues in criminal
justice.
The deadline
for submission
of
papers is July 1, 1980.
For complete information of eligibility,
specification,
judging
procedures,
and
awards, contact:

The Midwestern Association of Criminal
Justice Educators is calling for papers to be
presented at their annual meeting to be held
in Chicago, Illinois on October 23 and 24,
1980. The theme forthe 1980 MACJE meeting
is "Research
and Teaching
in Criminal
Justice: A Decade After Safe Streets." For
further information
on what topics will be
considered for presentation and the deadline
for abstracts, please contact:

Don M. Gottfredson
Dean, School of Criminal
15 Washington Street
Newark, NJ 07102

Justice

The
National
Institute
of
Law
Enforcement and Criminal Justice sponsors
"The Visiting Fellowship
Program" which
supports research on promising new ideas
relating to crime prevention and control, law
enforcement,
and
criminal
justice
administration.
Fellows come to the National
Institute
in the
Washington,
D.C,
metropolitan area to work on projects of their
own design for periods of 3 to 15 months. For
additional information contact:
Visiting Fellowship Program
NILECJ
633 Indiana Avenue, NW
Washington, D.C. 20531
or call Dr. Patrick Langan
at (301) 492-9126

Three cash awards are being offered by
the A.S.I.S. Foundation, a non-profit affiliate
of the American
Society
for Industrial
Security,
for the best graduate
and
undergraduate
papers on security and loss
prevention submitted on or before July 1,
1980.
Additional information and copies of the
contest rules may be obtained directly from:
A.S.I.S. Foundation, Inc.
2000 K Street, N.W., Suite 651
Washington, D.C. 20006

RECENT
CONFERENCES
The Annual
Spring
Conference
on
Corrections was held May 1-2,1980, at Illinois
State University. The conference theme was
"Controversies in Corrections."

The 1980 Meeting of the Western Society
of Criminology was held February 29 through
March 2 in Newport Beach, California. The
conference theme was "Crime and Justice in
the Eighties."

The Fifteenth
Annual
Interagency
Workshop at Sam Houston State University's
Criminal Justice Center was held in May in
Huntsville,
Texas. Scheduled
workshops
included
the areas of law enforcement,
courts, corrections, and rehabilitation.

Jack R. Greene, Ph.D.
School of Criminal Justice
Michigan State University
East Lansing, MI 48824

The
Journal
of
QUAL/TA
TIVE
SOCIOLOGY
is preparing a special issue on
"The Structure and Process of Social Justice
in the United States." They are interested in
theoretical and empirical pieces on systems
for the distribution of justice, including but
not limited to criminal and civil law, economic
and political structures. Four copies of the
manuscript should be sent to:
Derral Cheatwood
Department of Criminal
University of Baltimore
Charles at Mt. Royal
Baltimore, MD 21201

Justice

QUAL/TA T/VE SOCIOLOGY
does not
restrict
the methodology
used nor the
theoretical or philosophical stance employed
in the analysis. Every manuscript is reviewed
by three scholars, and the results of the
reviews are made known to the author.

The Journal of Psychedelic Orugs seeks
papers for a special issue on "Drugs and
Crime." Papers may deal with any aspect of
drug control and consumption activities and
the operation of the criminal justice system.
Papers reporting
empirical
research and
those
dealing
with
theoretical
or
methodological
issues are of particular
interest. Deadline is October 1, 1980. Send
two copies to:
David M. Peterson
Department of Sociology
Georgia State University
Atlanta, Georgia 30303

Wichita State University is sponsoring a
seven-week comparative study of Criminal
Justice Systems of the Western World to be
offered in London, England, July 4 through
August 22, 1980. For further details write:
Charles E. Heilmann
Wichita State University
Box 25
Wichita, Kansas 67208
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UPCOMING
CONFERENCES
The American
SOCiety for Industrial
Security (A.S.I.S.) will present its 26th Annual
Seminar and Exhibits on September 22-25,
1980, in Miami Beach, Florida.
The Annual Seminar and Exhibits will
consist of workshop sessions, a 220-booth
exhibit hall, general sessions, luncheons with
special guest speakers, and a special spouse
program desiqned for all spouses who attend.
For further information and registration
assistance, please call or write:
American SOCiety for Industrial
2000 K Street, N.W.
Washinton, D.C. 20006
(202) 331-7887

Security

The Annual Meeting of the Association of
Humanist Sociology will be held at Stouffer's
Louisville
Inn in Louisville,
Kentucky on
October 9-12, 1980. The conference theme is
"The Political-Economic
Implications of the
Humanistic
Perspective in Sociology."
For
further information contact:
David O. Friedrichs, Asst. Prof.
Dept. of Sociology/Criminal
Justice
University of Scranton
Scranton, PA 18510

The AELE Law Enforcement
Legal
Defense Center will sponsor
the AELE
Workshop on Police Civil Liability and the
Defense of Citizen Misconduct Complaints in
Minneapolis on June 23-25, 1980. For further
information write:
AELE Workshop
501 Grandview Drive, Suite 209
So. San Francisco, CA 94080
(415) 877-0731

The 28th
International
Course
on
Criminology
organized
by the Ahuntsic
College,
under
the
auspices
of the
International Society of Criminology, will be
held in Montreal, Canada, June 1-7, 1980. For
further information contact:
Pierre-Antoine Guinard for
Therese Limoges, Director
28th International Course on Crime
College Ahuntsic
9155 rue Saint-Hubert
Montreal, Canada H3M 148

The Citizen Education/Action
Group for
Criminal Justice, a project of the Program for
Female Offenders, is hosting the first national
training conference to meet the needs of the
female offender. The conference will be held
October 12-14, 1980 in Pittsburgh, Pa. For
further information call or write:
Lisa Lalama
The Program for Female Offenders
1318 Fifth Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15219
(412) 281-7380

IN MEMORIAM
Dr. Richard
O. Hankey,
formerly
the president
of the
International Association of Police
Professors (1966-67) passed away
on January 1, 1980, after suffering a
stroke on New Year's Eve. Dr.
Hankey was the director of the
Criminal Justice Program at LinBenton College Albany, Oregon at
the time of his death, having served
since 1972. From 1957-1972 he was
a professor of police science at
California State University at Los
Angeles where he served as the
appointed
chairman
of the
Department of Police Science and
Administration
for a number of
years. His areas of specialization
included
police
planning
and
research, organization
for crime
prevention,
and informal
police
organization.
Before moving to California
State University in 1957, Dr. Hankey
worked in law enforcement
as
supervisor
of the California
Institution
for Men at Chino, a
sergeant on the Berkeley, California
Police Department, and director of
the law enforcement program at the
College of the Sequoias in Visalia,

California.
He was active
in
numerous organizations in his fields
of expertise
including
the
International Association of Police
Professors, Academy of Criminal
Justice Sciences, and the California
Peace Officers Association, which
acclaimed him a life member. In
1966, Dr. Hankey was named by
President Lyndon Johnson as a
consultant
to the President's
Commission on Law Enforcement
and the Administration of Justice.

POSITIONS AVAILABLE
The Criminal Justice Center at Sam
Houston
State University
in Huntsville,
Texas, has two tenure track and one
temporary faculty openings starting August,
1980. Applicants must have Ph.D. or other
terminal degree. Persons with expertise in
criminology and criminal justice with broad
scholarly interest and a commitment
to
teaching,
research,
and
service
are
encouraged to apply. Applicants must be
capable
of teaching
on both
the
undergraduate and graduate levels. Salary
and rank dependent upon qualifications.
Forward vitae, copies of publications, and
references to:
Jerry L. Dowling, Chairman
Faculty Search Committee
Criminal Justice Center
Sam Houston State University
Huntsville, Texas 77341

The University of North Carolina at
Charlotte invites applications for a position to
be available Fall, 1980, in the Department of
Criminal Justice. The position requires an
"ABD" in a Ph.D. program or a Ph.D. in
Criminology, Criminal Justice, or a related
discipline. Individuals holding doctorates in
other disciplines should show research or
teaching
evidence
of commitment
to
Criminal Justice. Appointment will be at the
rank of lecturer or assistant professor.
Inquiries
and applications
should
be
addressed to:
Reed Adams, Ph.D., Chairperson
Department of Criminal Justice
The University of North Carolina
at Charlotte
UNCC Station
Charlotte, North Carolina 28223
(704) 597-2561
Assistant
Professor,
tenure
track
positions, are anticipated for Fall, 1980, at
John Jay College of Criminal Justice. A Ph.D.
or equivalent
is required. Demonstrated
teaching, research and publication abilities
as well as service to criminal justice agencies
through
work experience,
research
or
consulting activities is desirable. Preferred
areas of expertise
are police science,
corrections, law and criminal justice. Please
send resume to:
Professor Lloyd Sealy
Department of Law, Police Science and
Criminal Justice Administration
John Jay College
of Criminal Justice/CUNY
444 West 56th Street
New York, New York 10019
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