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Over the last year, news stories regarding data
breaches at major retailers have appeared on the front page
of virtually every major media outlet. These stories detail
incidents where cybercriminals are able to install malicious
software inside of computers or point-of-sale terminals within
the networks of retailers in order to gain access to financial
transaction data. For instance, hackers were able to use a
form of malicious software that affected the point-of-sale
terminals where credit and debit cards are processed in the
U.S. retail giants Target and Neiman Marcus in late 2013.
More than 40 million credit and debit card accounts were
thought to have been lost through these two institutions, with
prospective losses for consumers estimated to be in the
millions (Higgins, 2014).
These are just two examples of breaches that have
been reported over the last year. Other national chain stores,
Continued on Page 5

INSIDE
Page 1

The Economy of
Stolen Data

Page 2

President’s Message

Page 4

Annual Conference

Page 11

Pooh Teaches Us
How to Obtain
Tenure

Page 19

A Conversation with
Joyce Arditti

Page 25

ACJS Fall Highlights

Page 28

United Nations
Conference

Page 29

Updates to ACJS
Program Certification

Page 34

Historian’s Corner

Page 36

ACJS National Office
Information

Volume XXXVIIII, Issue 5

November 2014

President’s Message
The very next week, I was off to Reno for
the Western Association of Criminal Justice
annual meeting. Session after session, I found
myself getting more and more rejuvenated about
criminal justice research and practice. Stephanie
Mizrahi (California State University,
Sacramento) and Marianne Hudson (Boise State
University) set a high bar for future WCJA
conferences!
Because I am such a good planner, I also
managed to schedule two more trips the following
two weeks, one of which was a program meeting
with Dave May (Mississippi State), Brandon
Applegate (University of South Carolina), Shelley
Listwan (University of North Carolina,
Charlotte), and Cathy Barth (ACJS). If you are
ever looking for a good way to spend the day,
consider sitting and watching Dave work. It’s
always good for a few laughs.

Brian Payne, President, ACJS*

The past few months have reminded
me what is so special about the Academy of
Criminal Justice Sciences. Our national
community of scholars also plays a strong
role in our regional affiliates. I mentioned the
NEACJS and SCJA meetings in my prior
column. Since then, I had the pleasure of
attending each of the other regional
conferences. At the Midwestern conference in
Chicago I was quite impressed with the level
of scholarship and collegiality. George
Burruss (Southern Illinois University–
Carbondale) and Victoria Beck (University of
Wisconsin, Oshkosh) did an outstanding job
organizing the conference.

Dave, Shelley, and Brandon were
especially busy organizing the panels for the
upcoming conference. Attendance promises to be
higher than it has been in some time. One of our
keynote presenters will be Julia Pierson (former
director of the United States Secret Service). We
also have scheduled Piper Kerman (author of
Orange is the New Black) and Lt. Gen. Russel
Honoré (author of Leadership in the New Normal) as
keynote speakers. Please be sure to come to their
presentations.

The following week I attended the
Southwestern Association of Criminal
Justice’s annual meeting on South Padre
Island. What a wonderful site for a
conference! And what a great group of
scholars! James Blair (South Texas College)
and his team worked together in a way that
reminded me of the importance and value of
teamwork.

Remember that we are reinstituting an
awards luncheon. The luncheon will be held
March 7th at 11:45. I hope you are able to join us
in celebrating the accomplishments of our fellow
members.
I hope that the rest of your year goes well
and I look forward to seeing you in March!
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*Brian K. Payne received his PhD in Criminology from
Indiana University of Pennsylvania in 1993. He is
currently the vice provost for graduate and
undergraduate academic programs at Old Dominion
University, where he is tenured in the Department of
Sociology and Criminal Justice. He is a former editor of
the American Journal of Criminal Justice and past
president of the Southern Criminal Justice Association.
Payne is the author or co-author of more than 160
journal articles and seven books including White-Collar
Crime: The Essentials (Sage), Family Violence and
Criminal Justice (Elsevier, with Randy Gainey), and
Crime and Elder Abuse: An Integrated Perspective
(Charles C Thomas). He is currently co-authoring (with
Will Oliver and Nancy Marion) Introduction to
Criminal Justice: A Balanced Approach (Sage).

Upcoming ACJS Meetings
March 3-7, 2015
March 29-April 2, 2016
March 21-25, 2017

Orlando, FL
Denver, CO
Kansas City, MO
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ACJS 2015 Annual Conference
“Broadening the Horizon of the Criminal Justice Sciences: Looking Outward Rather than
Inward”
March 3-7, 2015
Caribe Royale All-Suite Hotel and Convention Center
Orlando, Florida
Program Chair:
David May, Mississippi State University, dmay@socmsstate.edu
Host Hotel:
Caribe Royale All-Suite and Convention Center
8101 World Center Drive
Orlando, Florida 32821
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Continued from Page 1

randomly generate credit card numbers
(Moore, 2012). They would then check to see
whether these generated numbers were actually
active. If so, they would utilize the cards to
engage in fraud. As access to credit card data
increased through the use of phishing and
large-scale data breaches, the use of generator
programs declined in favor of purchasing
information on the open market.

such as, Home Depot, were compromised by
cybercriminals, as were the restaurant chains
Jimmy Johns, P. F. Chang’s, and Dairy Queen. It
is very likely many members of ACJS were
impacted by these breaches, given the size of the
population who shop at these retailers. In fact, all
of the debit and credit cards associated with my
accounts at three financial institutions have been
replaced at least once since November of 2013.
Thankfully, I have not actually experienced any
fraudulent charges or misuse of my personal
information, though it may happen in the future.

Online stolen data markets enable
individuals to efficiently engage in credit card
fraud and identity theft with minimal effort and
limited technical knowledge or skill (Franklin
et al., 2007; Holt & Lampke, 2010; Motoyama
et al., 2011). These markets allow skilled
hackers to garner a profit through the sale of
information they acquire to other criminals,
while those who use the accounts can make
money for a small initial investment (Honeynet
Research Alliance, 2003; Franklin et al., 2007;
Holt & Lampke, 2010; Thomas & Martin,
2006). Furthermore, individuals around the
world may be victimized multiple times,
removing the ability to control where and how
individuals have access to sensitive personal
information.

Although many may assume these data
breaches to be a computer security problem only,
that is far from true. An initial data breach may
involve technologically sophisticated attacks and
techniques, but what offenders do with the
information after an incident closely resembles
other forms of theft in the real world. Specifically,
it is extremely difficult for an individual or group
of actors to effectively use millions of credit and
debit card accounts before they are rendered
inactive by a financial institution. A consumer’s
credit or debit card information has a tangible
value that can be used to engage in fraudulent
purchases or transfer funds from one account to
another to steal funds.

In order to better understand the market
for stolen data, I recently completed a study
funded by the National Institute of Justice that
examined the social dynamics and
organization of forums where data is sold.
These markets appear to be hosted and
operated primarily out of Russia and Eastern
Europe, though a small proportion exist in the
United States and parts of Western Europe
(Dunn, 2011; Symantec Corporation, 2012).
Thus, we collected a sample of 1,889 threads
from 10 Russian-language and 3 Englishlanguage Web forums where criminals and

As a result, cybercriminals have begun to
sell information through online markets in large
quantities to others in order to garner the greatest
possible return from their efforts. This practice is
sometimes referred to as carding, referencing the
use and abuse of a credit card number or the
identity associated with that account (Holt &
Lampke, 2010; Moore, 2012). The problem of
carding actually dates back to the mid-1990s when
hackers would utilize statistical programs to
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hackers buy, sell, and trade stolen financial and
personal information. These forums act as online
discussion groups where individuals can present
issues or discuss problems and serve as important
sources of data for researchers (Holt & Bossler,
2014). Each forum is composed of threads, which
are a series of posts that center on a specific topic
under a forum’s general heading (Holt, 2010; Holt
& Lampke, 2010; Motoyama et al., 2011).
Threads begin when a registered user creates a
post within a forum, asking a question or making
a statement (Holt, 2010; Holt & Lampke, 2010;
Mann & Sutton, 1998; Motoyama et al., 2011).
Other people respond to the remarks with posts of
their own that are connected together to create
threads. The content of threads demonstrates the
products advertised, the pricing structures evident,
and prospective detail on the feedback provided
by buyers who have engaged in a transaction with
a seller (Holt, 2013; Holt & Lampke, 2010;
Motoyama et al., 2011).

dumps sales in the sample, followed by CVV data
(n = 4,481). A CVV or Credit Verification Value
number appears on the back of credit and debit
cards in the signature line as a means to ensure
the customer has the card on his or her person at
the point of sale, particularly for electronic
purchases. Sellers who offer this type of data
provide the CVV along with account details in
order to enable the buyer to use this information
to engage in various purchases on and off line.
The following is an excerpt from an advertisement
for such data to demonstrate how products are
marketed in these forums:
Hi everyone,
I’m just a newcommer here and I offer you a great
service with cheapest prices. I sell mainly
CC/Cvv2 US and UK. I also sell International
Cvv2 if you want. Before I get Verified here, I
sold Cvv2 in many forums. Some members in this
forum know me. Hope I can serve you all long
time.

We found that the process of buying and
selling goods in carding markets begins with
individuals posting an advertisement in a thread
describing the goods and services they have
available (Franklin et al., 2007; Holt & Lampke,
2010; Motoyama et al., 2011). The level of
information provided may vary, though the more
detailed a post is, the more likely an individual
may be to receive a response from interested
parties.

Service details:
My CC/Cvv2 comes with these infos:
Name:
Address:
City:
State:
Zip:
Phone:
Email:
CC number:
Exp day:
CVN: (come with Cvv2, not with CC)
-------------------------------------------Basic prices for each CC/Cvv2:
++CC (without Cvv2 number) :
US: 0.5$ each
UK: 1$ each

Within our sample of threads, stolen
data was the most prevalent product sold, though
individuals could purchase a range of consumer
information. The most prevalent items sold were
dumps, a term used to describe a debit or credit
card number along with information associated
with the account, such as the name and address of
the account holder. There were 5,737 instances of
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++Cvv2:
US: 1$ each
Uk: 2.5$ each

risk of detection or tracking by law
enforcement (Franklin et al., 2007; Holt &
Lampke, 2010; Motoyama et al., 2011). Wire
transfers, like Western Union, require
individuals to show identification in order to
receive funds. As physical locations may be
videotaped, the perceived risk of arrest
increases and some vendors charge additional
fees to accept wire transfer payments.

*** Cvv2 UK with DOB: 10$ each ***
*** Cvv2 US with DOB: 3$ each ***
*** US Visa Business/Purchasing: 4$ each ***
*** US Amex/Discover : 3$ each ***
-------------------------------------------Add-on Prices:
+Special Card Type: +$1
+Special Gender: +$1
+Special City or State: +$1
+Special Card BIN: +$1.5
+Special Zip Code: +$1
Term of service:
- Payment must be done before CC/Cvv2 are
sent.
- Order over 100 CC/Cvv2 get 10% discount.
- Order over 500 CC/Cvv2 get 15% discount.
- Order over 1000 CC/Cvv2 get 20% discount.
*** I do replace new cards if any invalid. ***

Sellers also provide their preferred
method of contact, since the sales and
negotiation process occurs outside of the
forum. Most individuals use the Instant
Messaging protocol ICQ, which is currently
owned and operated out of Russia (Franklin et
al., 2007; Holt & Lampke, 2010; Motoyama et
al., 2011). A proportion of sellers also provides
e-mail addresses or will accept private messages
through forum communications venues.
Prospective buyers then contact the seller,
negotiate a final price for the information, and
pay for the goods electronically. Buyers must
then wait for delivery of information, which
ranges from instant delivery after confirmation
of payment to a few hours or days depending
on the timeline of the vendor.

As noted above, the seller will specify his
terms of service and the degree of service he
offers to customers who need assistance. This
varies based on the individual and his overall
reputation within the market. In addition, sellers
or buyers will include their preferred payment
mechanism, which is usually an electronic
medium, such as Web Money (WM), Liberty
Reserve (LR), or Yandex (Franklin et al., 2007;
Holt & Lampke, 2010; Motoyama et al., 2011).
A proportion also indicate that they will accept
payments via Western Union, a wire transfer
service that sends currency between individuals.
Electronic payments are generally preferred
because they can be anonymized to reduce the

The hidden nature of transactions
makes it difficult to know the final negotiated
price paid for stolen data. We observed a range
of pricing for information in advertisements,
with the price for dumps ranging from four
cents per account to $8000. The average
advertised price was $102.60, which was
substantially higher than CVV data with an
average price of $26.21 (see Franklin et al.,
2007; Holt & Lampke, 2010). Once the data
arrives, the buyer can then attempt to use it in
order to engage in fraudulent purchases, make
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transfers between accounts, or work with
other service providers in the market to obtain
funds (Franklin et al., 2007; Holt & Lampke,
2010). A number of vendors in the forums
offered services designed to obtain funds from
fraudulently acquired data, such as cashout
service providers who would withdraw funds
from compromised accounts through the
electronic purchase of goods, make electronic
payments to fictitious websites, or withdraw
money from ATMS in the real world. A small
number of vendors also offered drop services,
which could either (1) send or accept goods
purchased using dumps or compromised
accounts or (2) use individuals who would
cash checks or payments made from a dump
and then wire the funds to another account
(Franklin et al., 2007).

Buyers who were dissatisfied with the goods or
services they purchased could lodge complaints
for other users to observe. In fact, sellers who
absconded without delivering data after
receiving payment were referred to as rippers, or
rip off artists. This term immediately enabled
others in the forum to recognize the reputation
of a seller and potentially identify another
service provider rather than risk financial loss. In
this way, the market more closely resembles
Amazon, Ebay or other online markets in which
vendor reputation affects the decision-making
behaviors of consumers.
Given the social nature of these forums,
it is clear that the problem of stolen data is not
just a computer security or computer science
problem. The markets that have emerged to
facilitate the sale of stolen data share some
commonalities with other illicit markets, such as
open air drug markets (Jacobs, 1996, 2000;
Knowles, 1999) or hawking markets associated
with the sale of stolen goods (Schneider, 2005;
Wright and Decker, 1994). The anonymous and
faceless nature of these forums also creates
unique variations in the process of the market,
such as the use of feedback and reputation
management over time. The criminological and
criminal justice research community has,
however, just begun to study the market for
stolen data. There is a tremendous opportunity
for researchers to understand this form of
cybercrime and provide recommendations for
both law enforcement and industry to not only
affect the actors who steal data but the victims of
these crimes as well. Furthermore, the problem
of stolen data presents an important opportunity
for collaboration and interdisciplinary research
with computer scientists to better develop
detection and prevention mechanisms to affect
data thieves and secure sensitive information.

Because buyers expect to turn a profit
from their purchase, they depend on working
account information in order to maximize
their return on investment. Should an
individual not receive the data he purchased,
or it consists of either inactive accounts, false
information, or is of poor quality, they have
no legal recourse to recuperate their lost
payment. They cannot contact law
enforcement and do not necessarily know the
identity of the vendor, which reduces the risk
of physical retaliation.
As a result, buyers were encouraged to
post feedback and review their experiences
with a seller in the originating thread, to
demonstrate to the larger market that the
seller is reliable and trustworthy (Holt &
Lampke, 2010; Motoyama et al., 2011).
Sellers who provide high quality data and
quick delivery of data or services often
received substantive positive feedback.
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Jacobs, B. A. (2000). Robbing drug dealers:
Violence beyond the law. New York:
Aldine De Gruyter.
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A House at Pooh Corner: In Which Pooh Teaches Us
How to Obtain Tenure in Academia
Will Oliver*

psychologist (Williams, 2000). Despite all of
this, Pooh and his friends from the Hundred
Acre Woods have also found themselves on
the receiving end of their own psychoanalyses
(Shea, Gordon, Hawkins, Kawchuk, &
Smith, 2000), as well as therapeutic
recommendations for their recovery
(Kortman & Eckstein, 2004).
More recently, Pooh’s hunt for the
Woozle has been the inspiration for the socalled Woozle effect in academic research
(Maiuro, Hagar, Lin, & Olson, 2001; Weiner
& Hala, 2008). It should be noted here that
the most recent explication comes from our
very own field of criminology and criminal
justice by no less than Dean Vince Webb at
Sam Houston State University’s College of
Criminal Justice, along with his graduate
student Jonathan Grubb, in which they
channeled their inner Pooh in a paper
presented at the American Society of
Criminology on “Human Trafficking,
Measurement Issues, and the ‘Woozle
Effect’” (Grubb & Webb, 2013).

Willard M. Oliver*
Winnie-the-Pooh is a popular
character created by A. A. Milne in the
1920s and featured in children’s books,
television specials, and movies for nearly
100 years (Haring-Smith, 1982; Milne, 1944,
1996; Thwaite, 1990). Although considered
children’s story characters, Pooh bear and
various characters from the Hundred Acre
Woods have been subjects of a variety of
more serious analyses since 1963. Beginning
with Crews’ (1963) publication of The Pooh
Perplex, in which a variety of English
essayists attempted to explain Pooh using
Weberian bureaucracy, Marxian bourgeois,
or religious allegory, Pooh has been the
subject of numerous treatises. He has been
used to explain philosophy (Hoff, 1983,
1993; Williams, 1999) and the philosophical
underpinnings of epistemology (Walker,
2007), as well as considered a brilliant
philosopher in his own right (Williams,
1996). He has also been identified as
postmodern (Crews, 2003), an excellent
manager (Allen, 1994), and a savvy

For those who are not Poohologists,
the Woozle effect is derived from the story of
Pooh and Piglet hunting for a Woozle. When
they travel around a spinney of larch trees,
they find the tracks of a Woozle. After going
around again, they find evidence of two
Woozles, and once more around they find a
third one has joined them. Pooh’s parable,
meant for academics, is that often our early
research into a new area has many limitations
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but when that research is later cited in literature
reviews, those limitations are not taken into
account, so supposition often becomes the basis
for fact—hence the Woozle effect (Houghton,
1979; Schuman, 1982).

“Contradiction.” Since he had already
introduced the characters in Winnie-The-Pooh,
Milne explained he could not open the new
book with an Introduction, so he had to open it
with the opposite. As Owl points out to Pooh,
“the opposite of an Introduction, my dear
Pooh, was a Contradiction,” which is how
Milne opens his new book. This is clearly
empirical evidence for what Milne was
attempting to convey. Merriam and Webster
explain that a contradiction is “a combination
of statements, ideas, or features of a situation
that are opposite one another.” This presents
the quintessential explanation of the tenure
process. In academia, the tenure-track
professor must learn that everything about the
tenure process is a contradiction. You must get
excellent teaching evaluations, but do not
waste too much time on your teaching. Good
scholars always collaborate in their research,
but the only way to prove you are capable of
conducting research is to publish on your own.
The academic life is one of service, but do not
waste your time serving on committees. All of
these are fine contradictions that the new
tenure-track professor must learn in order to
obtain tenure.

Now this should not to be confused with
the corollary effect, known as the “Wizzle
effect,” when evidence created by the Woozle
effect is then used to create new evidence for
something not originally intended. This also
differs from the Heffalump effect, in which we
mistakenly set out to prove something with our
research, only to trap ourselves by discovering
evidence that supports the exact opposite. We
must, however, be careful to distinguish the
differences when speaking of the Heffalump and
Woozle effects and their use in statistical
analysis, especially when it comes to the
problem of missing data (Roth & Switzer,
1999).
But, I digress.
Needless to say, Pooh has informed
much in academia, and although the original
1926 Winnie-the-Pooh (Milne, 1996) book taught
us in academia how to write a dissertation
(Oliver, 2006), what has not been widely shared
is the fact that A. A. Milne’s 1928 book The
House at Pooh Corner (Milne, 1996) was intended
as a guide for new assistant professors seeking
tenure. Therefore, the intent of this article is to
expound upon the true underlying meaning of
Milne’s second treatment of everyone’s favorite
bear.

These pearls of wisdom then continue in
the opening lines of Chapter 1, where we find
Pooh Bear in a precarious predicament for “he
had nothing else to do.” That is because Pooh,
serving as a symbol of the newly minted Ph.D.,
no longer has to spend long hours researching
and writing his dissertation. Pooh finds himself
on a fast Thinking Walk and with nothing to
do, he begins to sing: “The more it snows
(Tiddely pom), The more it goes (Tiddely
pom), The more it goes (Tiddely pom), On
snowing.” Milne is trying to convey to the
recent graduate that if you have time to Tiddely

The first evidence that A. A. Milne
intended his book as a treatise on academic
tenure is the fact that he opens the book not
with an introduction but with a
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pom, then you also have time to get a job. So,
the first thing the new academic must do is
stop singing and get a tenure-track position.

night by a strange noise. Pooh remarks that it
wasn’t a growl, or a purr, or a bark, nor was it
“the noise-you-make-before-beginning-a-pieceof-[research].” Pooh then cautiously says,
“Hallo!” and the thing says, “Hallo!” back. And
that is when Pooh met Tigger. This new
creature was, according to Pooh, “strange.”
This Tigger spent time looking in a mirror at
what he thought was another Tigger, he
attacked the table cloth without provocation,
and after saying he liked to eat anything, he
declared he did not like honey. Pooh then
introduces this strange creature to his friend
Piglet, and Piglet also finds Tigger disturbing. It
has been noted that although Tigger is clearly
gregarious and affectionate, he suffers from a
“recurrent pattern of risk-taking behaviours”
and may potentially suffer from ADHD (Shea
et al., 2000, p. 1557). Yet, Tigger imparts a
lesson to Pooh, who realizes, albeit very slowly,
that when a person seeks to earn tenure in
academia, she will come across many very
strange people along the way. These strange
people will often, like Tigger, be difficult to
work with, but we must always remind
ourselves that in academia, like in the Hundred
Acre Woods, diversity and tolerance are virtues.

Milne is very crafty in what happens
next, for as Pooh meets Piglet, and they go
singing through the woods, they come across
their sad friend Eeyore. It would seem Eeyore
was looking for his house, which had
mysteriously blown away. As a result, Eeyore,
in today’s parlance, was now homeless.
Hidden in this story is a parallel to the
granting of the Ph.D.: If newly minted
Doctors do not find a tenure-track position,
like Eeyore, they will be homeless. But, being
blessed with good friends, Pooh and Piglet set
out to find Eeyore a home.
After several misadventures, they
finally manage to find Eeyore a home. When
Eeyore sees his new home, he is as excited as
a manic-depressive donkey can get, and he
exclaims, “It just shows what can be done by
taking a little trouble. Do you see, Pooh? Do
you see, Piglet? Brains first and then Hard
Work.” Eeyore thus explains that now that
the newly minted Ph.D. has brains, all of
which come from sitting in classes, discussing
things called theories, and writing a
dissertation, the new Ph.D. must now do the
“Hard Work.” And the hard work is clearly
earning tenure. But here, my dear reader, is
where Piglet voices a word of caution. “I
know it seems easy,” Piglet pontificates, “but it
isn’t everyone who could do it.”

As the story progresses, we find Pooh in
the midst of conducting a statistical analysis as
he attempts to count the number of honey pots
he owns. His friend Rabbit then shows up in
Pooh’s cramped office, the kind always given to
new assistant professors, and tells him they are
organizing a search for Small. Just like in datamining, Pooh begins his search not knowing
what a Small is, but he sets out on the search
nonetheless. Before he begins, Pooh says he
must start with a list, which is a very good
insight into how to keep things in perspective
while earning tenure—everything should begin

As we begin to read the next chapter,
we find that it imparts the knowledge every
new tenure-track professor must know to be
one who “could do it.” In this chapter,
Winnie-the-Pooh is suddenly awakened in the
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with a list. In this instance, Pooh writes down in
his head what he calls the “order of looking for
things.” All good academics keep lists so they
can remember all the things they have to do
because they can never work on just one thing
at a time but must be engaged in so many things
they cannot keep them straight—like Pooh
(although unlike Pooh, I would suggest writing
everything down on sticky notes).

to plant a honeycomb so it will grow up to
be a big beehive. The lesson: Some of our
research bears fruit, some does not.
In another parable, the whole
Hundred Acre Wood turns out when Tigger
and Roo find themselves stuck in the top of a
tree. In order to get them down, all of their
friends have to help by catching them as they
jump from the great height. In this, we learn
that we will never gain tenure on our own
but must rely upon the help of so many
others in order to one day be called a tenured
professor.

As Winnie-the-Pooh is searching for
Small, he stumbles into the Heffalump Trap (a
very common trap for beginning researchers—
see above). Pooh then faces adversity on the
way, just like real researchers, and in the end, as
it often happens, not knowing what he was
looking for in the first place, he finds Small.
That can happen in scholarly research, for
sometimes very learned professors also come to
realize the obvious.

There are many other lessons for the
tenure-track professor found in the stories of
A. A. Milne’s The House at Pooh Corner,
mostly through the wit and wisdom of the
bear of very little brain. Through all of the
trials and tribulations of Pooh, we are really
learning of the trials and tribulations of
obtaining tenure. However, just like in the
end of the book, there will come that fateful
day when the tenure-track professor will be
rewarded with that coveted title bestowing
job security. On that day, it will be just like
Christopher Robin (the Dean) who “came to
an end of things [the tenure process], and
was silent, and he sat there looking out over
the world, and wishing it wouldn’t stop.”
And it is there that we also find that “Pooh
[the tenure candidate] was thinking too,” for
when one contemplates receiving tenure, one
thinks solemn things. Then, just as
Christopher Robin took a stick and touched
Pooh on the shoulder and said, “Rise, Sir
Pooh de Bear, most faithful of all my
Knights,” the Dean will place his hand on
your shoulder and say, “Congratulations,
Professor Such-and-such” and “Welcome to
the club.” At that point, you must remember

There is, however, yet one more fair
warning for all tenure-track professors here. For
after Pooh has found Small (which turned out
to be a bug), Rabbit comes across Eeyore and
asks him what he is doing. Eeyore says he is
searching for Small. Rabbit informs him that he
was found two days before. The warning, then,
is that although you may have a great research
project, you may find that someone else thought
of it first and published the idea before you got
the chance. If that happens, you must remember
to be like Eeyore, who laughs, “Ha-ha.
Merriment and what-not. . . It’s just what would
happen.” So, remember, it’s just what could
happen to you on the way to tenure.
The House at Pooh Corner continues to
impart its wisdom to the tenure-track professor.
At one point, Pooh finds Piglet planting a
haycorn so it will grow up to be a big tree that
will provide him more haycorns. Pooh decides
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to do as Pooh did: “So Pooh rose and sat down
and said ‘Thank you,’ which is the proper thing to
say when you have been made a Knight [given
tenure].” Then the tenured professor will be just
like Pooh, for receiving tenure is very much like
being knighted.

Crews, F. (2003). Postmodern Pooh. New York:
North Point Press.

As the book comes to a close, there is finally
an explanation for what getting tenure really
means to those of us in academia. “So they went
off together,” Milne writes, “But wherever they go,
and whatever happens to them on the way, in that
enchanted place on the top of the Forest, a little
boy and his Bear will always be playing.” The
deeper meaning should by now be obvious.
Wherever the newly tenured professor and the
Dean go, and whatever happens to them along the
way, in that enchanted place that is so often called
the ivory tower, on the top of the forest of
academia—which is assuredly achieving the
academic rank of full professor with tenure—the
little boy and his Bear, both of whom are tenured,
will always be playing! I think this means that after
analyzing all of the stories in The House at Pooh
Corner, it is very clear that Pooh is offering one last
shred of advice to the newly minted Ph.D. If you
want to get a job in which you may play for the
rest of your life as an academic, the first thing you
need to do is get tenure!
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(Oliver, 2006). Little did she know that Pooh Bear
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Examining the Effects of Parental Incarceration on
Families: A Conversation with Joyce Arditti
book and why did you decide to take on a
project of such an enormous magnitude?
JAA: The book represents a “labor of love” on
some level. I have long studied family processes
in vulnerable families, as well as family policy,
and became interested in the issue of
incarceration and its effects on the family in the
mid 1990s. At that time, I had a friend who was
involved in the federal system for a nonviolent
drug offense. As a result, I entered into a world I
knew very little about and began a journey of
scholarly study. I came to realize how ineffective
drug policies pertaining to prohibition were and
how the effects of incarceration on families were
largely invisible but occurring on a massive
scale. As a “developing” qualitative researcher, I
realized it was not unusual for personal
experience to trigger a passionate awakening of
sorts with respect to one’s scholarship. As an
“insider” who made personal visits to a federal
facility, I withstood very lengthy waits and rude
treatment on the part of correctional officers. I
experienced a loss of freedom and status. And
yet, during these waits and visits, I would talk to
other families. I began to see how relationships
formed among visitors, and everyone had a story
and set of experiences with the criminal justice
system that were profoundly influential in
shaping their lives and their children’s lives.
What struck me the most was the sense of stigma
and shame that all visitors seemed to share with
the inmate as well as the sense of anger at the
system. People were angry about being
marginalized and for the deprivations they and

Joyce Arditti*

At the last ACJS Conference in Philadelphia,
Professor Joyce Arditti was the recipient of the
ACJS Outstanding Book Award. Recently, I had
the opportunity to ask her a few questions about
winning this prestigious award.
RW: At the 2014 ACJS Annual
Conference, you received the Outstanding
Book Award for your book Parental
Incarceration and the Family: Psychological and
Social Effects of Imprisonment on Children,
Parents, and Caregivers. Throughout this
book, which I found quite fascinating, you
demonstrate quite convincingly that
incarceration has negative consequences for
not only the inmate but the entire family of
the inmate. I have so many questions.
First, what gave you the idea to write this

19

Volume XXXVIIII, Issue 5

November 2014

their family members experienced due to
incarceration.

also the issue of visitation at the prison—whether
children go and how that experience is for them.
Sometimes visits can help, but they can also be
onerous for families to navigate. Parental
incarceration tends to be associated with a host of
contextual risks, such as poverty and cumulative
disadvantage, as well as parental vulnerabilities
(such as mental health difficulties and substance
use) that compromise development for children. So
it is hard to disentangle how much of the problem
is due to incarceration and how much of the
negative outcomes are associated with these other
risks. The bottom line is that too many children
have incarcerated parents, and most scholars and
critics of the system realize that mass incarceration
tends to create more problems than it solves—
certainly with respect to poverty and substance use.
It exposes children to a criminal justice system that
is not always looking out for their best interests.

RW: To me, this is extremely interesting and
something that many of us have probably never
really thought about.
JAA: Yes, at the time I began my criminal justice
research journey, it seemed that there was very
little scholarship focused on how incarceration
impacted families. Most work seemed to be
atheoretical and focused on the offender or on
outcomes pertaining to recidivism or reintegration.
Children and family were relatively invisible. Since
that time I think the research has developed
tremendously in both depth and scope. I feel as if I
have been a part of that growth by bringing a
family perspective to the table, which highlights
the experience of children and caregivers who
interface with the offender and the criminal justice
system and also identifies critical family processes
that matter. As a family scientist, I wanted to put
these issues front and center and integrate the
existing body of work, including my own research,
to convey what the “state of the family” was with
regard to parental incarceration.

RW: I know it’s often tricky to make many
meaningful generalizations, but based upon your
research for this book, do you believe that boys or
girls tend to suffer more when their parent is
incarcerated?
JAA: I have yet to see a strong pattern on this;
Foster and Hagan (2013) found some support that
gendered vulnerability depends on the gender of
the incarcerated parent. In general, in family
science when one looks at other stressor events
such as divorce, typically boys tend to be
somewhat more vulnerable, particularly with
regard to paternal loss. In the literature on parental
incarceration, studies are mixed regarding whether
child gender moderates the effects on child mental
health outcomes. In addition to the role of the
incarcerated parent’s gender, the answer regarding
child gender will also have to do with the
outcomes being studied. Girls are more likely to
display internalizing behavior while boys are more

RW: Well, let’s talk a little about that. I know
that about 2% of U.S. children under the age of 18,
or roughly 1,700,000 kids, have a parent who is in
prison. What does it mean to be a child with a
parent in prison?
JAA: The beauty of a family process perspective
is that “it depends.” Although the preponderance
of evidence suggests negative average effects,
children’s experience can be widely varied. As I
discuss in my book, the extent to which the
incarcerated parent was involved in the child’s life
and contributed to their wellbeing will definitely
matter, as will the child’s day-to-day care. There is
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likely to display externalizing, antisocial
behavior.

families and yet the most important form of
contact on some level. If correctional
administrators can consider family interests and
children’s needs, then perhaps it can be a “winwin” scenario in which offenders are more
likely to cooperate but also develop and
maintain bonds with family that facilitate good
mental health, successful reintegration, and
serve children’s best interests.

RW: I would presume that correctional
administrators are quite willing to allow inmates
to visit with their family members. After all, this
would be a great incentive for inmates to
cooperate with the rules of the institution. And,
while I’m sure that visits of this nature would be
beneficial for inmates, some critics might argue
that it may not be in the best interests of the child
to visit a correctional facility. How would you
respond to this?

RW: What do you feel is an appropriate age to
visit a relative in prison? Is there an age that is
too young? And how do you prepare a child for
a visit of this nature?

JAA: In my book as well as in other research I
have conducted, I discuss visitation as a
developmental “paradox” in that it is an
experience that has contradictory qualities and
developmental outcomes. On the one hand,
visitation between offender parents and children
can foster connection. The body of research
seems to suggest that on balance, the experience
is generally beneficial for offender parents,
although there are some inconsistencies. Some
parents, particularly mothers, do report distress
associated with visitation. Less clear are the
benefits for children. So much will depend on
children’s age, the nature of their relationship
with the parent, the relationship between
offender parent and visiting caregiver, and the
environment and institutional practices
associated with a particular facility. Visitation
may arouse deeply painful emotions, and my
recent research uncovered a significant link
between difficult visitation experiences and child
trauma symptomology. So I have mixed feelings
about the use of visitation as an incentive for
offenders. Visitation should be about fostering
family relationships that are meaningful in
environments that are safe and free of coercion.
It can be very difficult and time-consuming for

JAA: I’m not sure I can give you an exact
answer. Obviously, there are challenges in
bringing infants in because of feeding and other
care issues. Perhaps younger children have an
advantage because they may not fully
understand where they are and why. Infants
might sleep during the visits, which on some
level can be a relief for parents. Young children
are also less prone to internalize stigma.
However, it can be quite stressful for the
offender and caregiver to monitor a young child
in visitation settings due to children’s activity
level. Food and entertainment can be big issues
for parents in these settings since they are
limited as to what can be brought in, and
generally there is very little to do in these
environments. Some settings limit the
movement of the offender or how much
children can move or touch the offender. Jails
typically only permit no contact visits, and this
can be confusing and upsetting for preschooland toddler-aged children. Any and all of these
constraints can make visitation difficult. Older
children may be able to tolerate the
environment because they can process what is
happening and why. However, they may be
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subject to rude treatment or witness their parent
being corrected during a visit. Their ability to
cognitively process their experience helps in
terms of coping with loss but also makes it more
likely they may experience shame or frustration.
So much depends on the nature of the visitation
environment. There are many things that can be
done to make visitation more family friendly,
and in general, that is a good thing, particularly
for younger kids.

or “scary” when entering the facility. We are seeing
more efforts on the part of correctional institutions to
consider family issues, and I think a more sensitive
approach on the part of correctional officers who are
dealing with the public and family members would
go a long way, given prior research that suggests rude
treatment is a problem. This type of behavior
demoralizes people and is not the kind of thing
children should witness, or worse, be on the receiving
end of. Obviously, the needs of visitors will have to
be balanced with the needs of the institutions. But I
think specialized training that includes content
pertaining to the effects of parental incarceration on
child and adolescent development could be an
integral part of staff training. I have done consulting
work in the context of enhanced, family friendly
visiting and had the opportunity to talk with the
correctional officer on duty, who seemed quite
relaxed and pleasant. He told me his job was much
easier in the enhanced condition because children
were engaged with the parents doing staff-led
activities (e.g., crafts, games, making sandwiches).
Visitors seemed much happier and involved with
each other, thus requiring “less supervision” on his
part.

RW: So how do you prepare children for these
types of visits?
JAA: Preparation should always be
developmentally appropriate. At the very least,
children need to know that the visit involves
saying hello to the parent and then saying
goodbye again. Young children should not be
required to stay too long, particularly if there is
little for them to do. (Some facilities have
games, cards, TV, etc.) Often there is a long
wait prior to the actual visit, so caregivers must
be prepared for that as well. I recommend an
enjoyable activity after visits to help the family
regroup as they come out of the institutional
environment. A phone call with the offender
parent after a visit is also a way to soften the
“goodbye,” as are plans for the next visit.

RW: Let’s turn now to the spouses of prisoners. We
often think of the pains of imprisonment for inmates
who are forced into celibacy by virtue of their
incarceration. But, very little has been written about
the wives and husbands of the inmates. How does the
spouse of an inmate remain committed to a
relationship, especially when his or her spouse is
serving a long sentence?

RW: Are correctional officers trained to be
sensitive to the needs of children who visit loved
ones who are incarcerated?
JAA: I am not aware of any specific training
given to correctional officers with regard to
children’s needs. However, it is certainly
possible that it occurs, particularly in
conjunction with enhanced visitation programs.
Some of these programs include special security
procedures for children that are less intrusive or

JAA: It’s a tough scenario for spouses or intimate
partners. Institutions do not really facilitate these
connections. The separation is very hard on people
emotionally and financially, and there is generally a
lack of social support for such relationships. The
research clearly indicates that incarceration has a
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destabilizing effect on intimate relationships,
particularly in the context of lengthy
sentences. My own research on offender
mothers suggested that incarceration is linked
with divorce, for those women who were
married going into jail. Other research also
confirms the link between incarceration and
divorce. Megan Comfort’s book Doing Time
Together is one of the best explorations of the
topic of incarceration and intimate
relationships. Given the challenges couples
face, it is really quite amazing how committed
many women in her study were to their male
partners who were imprisoned at San
Quentin. She discusses ways women kept
their man “present” in their daily life, along
with the importance of contact and visits.

example, critics have long argued that drug control
strategies have little to do with drug supply and
demand and simply don’t work, except in terms of
filling prisons. But, we are beginning to see small
signs of change, particularly at the state and local
levels with regard to drug laws (e.g., marijuana
legalization or medicalization), the abolishment of
mandatory minimum sentencing (e.g., the demise
of New York’s Rockefeller Laws), and also the
diversion of offenders from prison (e.g., drug
courts). We saw some reduction in state prison
populations between 2010 and 2013, largely due to
reductions that were mandated in the state of
California. It is unclear whether these reductions at
the state level will continue and, in fact, the federal
inmate population continues to grow.
RW: But there may be some indication that the
penal harm movement is ever so slowly beginning
to reverse itself?

RW: Many scholars, such as yourself, have
argued that the criminal justice juggernaut is
out of control. It’s expensive, costing
taxpayers more than $200 billion a year, with
the carceral function constituting more than
one-third of the price tag. Yet, in spite of this,
America is a nation that loves to punish.
We’re still building prisons that we cannot
afford. Why do you suppose this is?

JAA: Yes, there are glimmers of hope to a more
enlightened and progressive criminal justice
approach, but I think when it comes to social
problems such as poverty and crime, we Americans
like a “fast fix” and someone to blame, rather than
looking at ourselves and the conditions in this
country that give rise to our troubles.
Unfortunately, we tend to be reactive when it
comes to social problems, and obviously prevention
and a more strategic and responsive approach is
needed to address the factors that seem to connect
with criminal activity, such as childhood
maltreatment, poverty, homelessness, and
untreated mental health difficulties.

JAA: It’s hard to admit you’re wrong and we
are loathe to do it in the United States. Many
Americans are either misinformed about the
nature of crime or apathetic because they
don’t think mass incarceration affects them. In
my book, I also trace America’s puritanical
roots and how that sensibility plays into a
focus on punishment. We are at a point when
incarceration and systems leading up to it are
highly bureaucratic; that is, crime control is an
industry and the industry needs people in
prison to keep it alive. Changing this approach
is like dismantling the Cold War; it will occur
incrementally and very, very slowly. For

RW: So, what can be done about this problem?
JAA: We must examine our laws and consider
under what conditions incarceration is truly
necessary. Rather than demanding punishment for
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RW: You have received one of the highest and
most coveted ACJS Awards. What does this
accomplishment mean to you? Who has
contributed to your recent success?

every misdeed, why aren’t we as zealous about
demanding social justice for the
disenfranchised among us? Is society better
served by a different approach to justice? I
think so. Also, I think outreach and support for
family members, as well as some form of child
support assurance, is needed, particularly when
the offender was supporting the family through
legal employment or payment of child support.
Perhaps we would be less quick to incarcerate if
we made the costs of doing so more visible. In
my book, I outline specific suggestions to
promote human development among families
impacted by incarceration. Any intervention
that is nonstigmatizing, empowering, and
breaks social isolation could help.

JAA: It means a lot to be recognized by my peers
in the Academy, particularly because I am
reaching across disciplines. The award suggests
that the work is of value to scholars and
practitioners and could perhaps contribute to
social change. There are many good scholars
working in this area, and I am very honored to be
acknowledged in this manner. I hope more than
anything that the book will do some good for the
families and children who are most affected by
incarceration. I would like to acknowledge
Johnna Christian at Rutgers, for nominating me,
and also Creasie Hairston at Jane Adams School
of Social Work. Several years ago, I discussed the
book proposal with Creasie and found her input
and encouragement helpful. She was one of the
“pioneers” in considering how incarceration
impacts families.

RW: Some people who read your book might
argue that a person who gets sent to prison
might not actually be a great father or a great
husband. That it might even be beneficial for
family members to be rid of someone, at least
temporarily, who is not even capable of
following the rules of society. Is this a
misinformed viewpoint, and how might you
respond to those who make this type of
argument?

RW: What are your future research plans?
JAA: I have applied for external funding and
would very much like to do more research
investigating the connections between parental
incarceration, child trauma, and child
psychopathology and resilience. I’d also like to do
some international work and perhaps a book on
global issues as they pertain to incarceration and
families.

JAA: I would say it is a valid argument. There
is some evidence supporting the hypothesis that
incarceration can provide relief to the nonincarcerated family members, particularly in
cases of domestic violence and child
maltreatment. However, incarceration should
not necessarily be a first response to law
breaking. Often, criminal behavior is an
indicator of deeper personal difficulties and
broad indices of social inequality. These issues
must be addressed or we will continue to pay
the price.

*Joyce Arditti is a Professor of Human Development in
the College of Liberal Arts and Human Sciences at
Virginia Tech. She won the 2014 ACJS Outstanding
Book for Parental Incarceration and the Family:
Psychological and Social Effects of Imprisonment on
Children (New York University Press, 2012).
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ACJS Fall Highlights

David May and Shelley Listwan entering
panels into the program schedule at the
national office in Greenbelt, Maryland.

Miguel Lopez presenting his poster at the
Western Association of Criminal Justice
Meeting.

ACJS Board Members (from left to right):
David Montague, Heather Pfeifer, Lorenzo
Boyd, Ed Day, Marlyn Jones, Barb Sims,
Brandon Applegate, Brian Payne, Joe
Schafer, Jim Frank, Prabha Unnithan and
Dean Dabney in beautiful Las Vegas, NV.

Denise Gosselin and Phil
Reichel in Prague.
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2nd V-P Lorenzo Boyd contemplates the
hotel as the ACJS Executive Board takes a
tour throughout a potential conference spot in
sunny Las Vegas!

Ed, Lorenzo, Mary, David, Heather, and
Marlyn enjoying a delicious dinner at a Cuban
(Bongos) restaurant in Disney Downtown
(thumbs up).

SWACJ President James Blair with other
conference participants and a pirate in South
Padre Island.

ACJS President Brian Payne at the
Southwestern Association of Criminal Justice
Conference with other participants including
Camille Gibson (left), Brian Payne, Jiletta
Kubena and Janice Ahmad.
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Robert G. Morris from University of TexasDallas proudly presents his research findings
at the SWACJ Conference.

Hilario G. Perez from Texas A&M
University-Central Texas presents at the poster
session at the SWACJ Conference.

SWACJ Officers (Tom Jordan [Treasurer],
Christine Nix [Secretary], James Blair
[President], David Montague [ACJS
Southwestern Regional Trustee]) with ACJS
President Brian Payne at the Southwestern
Association of Criminal Justice Conference.

Philip W. Rhoades from Texas A&M
University-Corpus Christi.
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United Nations Congress, 2015, in Doha, Quatar
United Nations agenda to address social and
economic challenges and to promote the rule of
law at the national and international levels, and
public participation.” The Thirteenth Congress
will contain the following substantive agenda
items:
• Successes and challenges in implementing
comprehensive crime prevention and
criminal justice policies and strategies to
promote the rule of law at the national
and international levels and to support
sustainable development;
• International cooperation, including at the
regional level, to combat transnational
organized crime;
• Comprehensive and balanced approaches
to prevent and adequately respond to new
and emerging forms of transnational
crime;
• National approaches to public
participation in strengthening crime
prevention and criminal justice.

Since 1955, the United Nations has been
holding congresses on crime prevention and
criminal justice. The congress is held every five
years in different parts of the world. It brings
together high-level representatives of governments,
intergovernmental and nongovernmental
organizations, and criminal justice professionals
and scholars to discuss common concerns and
share experiences in criminal justice. The goal of
the congress is to find viable solutions to problems
related to crime prevention and criminal justice.
Since its establishment in 1992, the Commission
on Crime Prevention and Criminal Justice acts as
the preparatory body of the UN congresses. The
congress is divided into two parts: the political
section under the main theme that will lead to a
final declaration and the participation of NGOs,
individuals, the scientific community, and the PNI
Institutes.
During the congress, there are three types of
meetings: professional, specialized, and ancillary.
Professional meetings are those organized by the
head of a professional or regional association and
often include only invited guests. Specialized
meetings can be highly technical and can involve
training of police or correctional officers.
Ancillary meetings involve panels or lecture
discussions, workshops, or demonstrations and are
opened to all delegates.

As an NGO with consultative status in the
UN, ACJS has authorized four members to
represent the organization during the 2015
congress in Qatar. In April 2014, ACJS issued a
call for abstracts for participation in the ACJS
workshop. The four recipients of the ACJS
awards to attend the 2015 congress in Qatar are
Jay Albanese, Virginia Commonwealth
University; Rosemary Barberet, John Jay College
of Criminal Justice; Barbara Owen, California
State University, Fresno; and Mahesh Nalla,
Michigan State University.

The Thirteenth United Nations Congress
on Crime Prevention and Criminal Justice will be
held from April 12–19, 2015 in Doha, Qatar. The
theme for that congress is “Integrating crime
prevention and criminal justice into the wider
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Important Updates to ACJS Program Certification
Standards at the Bachelor Level
The ACJS Executive Board recently approved revisions to the Certification Standards for
Bachelor’s degree programs.
How to Get Information About the Changes
One General Session (open to all conference registrants) will be held at each Regional Meeting
during 2014.
Two General Sessions (open to all conference registrants) will be provided at the Orlando ACJS
Conference in March 2015.
These sessions will provide participants with information about how the changes impact the selfstudy and certification process.
Are You a Certified Reviewer?
Two sessions at the Orlando ACJS Conference in March 2015 will be scheduled specifically for
certified reviewers to update them on the revisions to the Standards and how this would impact
technical assistance, self-study reviews, and site visit reviews of those programs that have applied
for certification.
Check Online Meeting Schedules for Session Dates and Times
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Not only was V. A. Leonard instrumental in
creating the breakaway organization, he also played
a major role in the creation of the organization from
which the conspirators were breaking away. August
Vollmer was assuredly the most visible figure in the
creation of the National Association of College
Police Training Officials, which later changed its
name to the American Society of Criminology. If not
simply the fact that the organization was created in
his very own living room in Berkeley, California,
then it was Vollmer’s influence over so many former
Berkeley police officers (including Leonard) that
enabled him to coordinate the meeting through
correspondence with all of the key players. It was V.
A. Leonard, however, who became the driving force
behind making the organization about college-level
education for the police rather than a “cop shop”
housed at a university. At the first meeting in
December 1941, Leonard was installed as the
Secretary of the newly created organization and he
was responsible for drafting the first constitution and
bylaws. He also agreed to host the second
conference in Pullman, Washington, which despite
suffering low attendance due to the war was held in
December 1942.

GREETINGS!
I hope this issue of ACJS
Today finds everyone
doing well as you begin
to close out the Fall
Semester. While working
on the history of the
Academy of Criminal
Willard M. Oliver*
Justice Sciences for the
50th Anniversary celebration in 2013, one of the
names I continued to come across was Dr. Vivian
Anderson “V. A.” Leonard. Although he never
officially held a position in the Academy of Criminal
Justice Sciences, he was actually the motivating
reason for the creation of the Academy. It was his
retirement party in Pullman, Washington, at
Washington State University, where he was
employed as professor and chair of the department
from 1940 to 1963, which was the first meeting of
ACJS. While there, many of the old guard talked
about how the American Society of Criminology
(ASC) had become too centered on sociological
theories of crime causation and far too dominated by
the East coast schools. Those attending decided to
create their own organization to honor Leonard and
the legacy of August Vollmer. They called the new
organization the International Association of Police
Professors (IAPP), modeling their name after the
International Association of Chiefs of Police
(IACP). The idea was that the former would be for
police education, while the latter for police training.
The IAPP later changed its name to the Academy of
Criminal Justice Sciences at the 1970 annual
meeting in Seattle.

As if that was not enough, when Leonard
returned from the Berkeley meeting to Washington
State University, he worked with his students to
create Alpha Phi Sigma, which later became
recognized as the National Criminal Justice Honor
Society and held its conferences jointly with ACJS.
That was made official at the annual meeting of
ACJS in Dallas in 1976 where V. A. Leonard, a
native Texan, was the honored guest. He gave a
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special address to the Academy on August Vollmer,
and Alpha Phi Sigma created a scholarship in his
honor.
In light of the fact that V. A. Leonard was so
instrumental in the creation of ASC, Alpha Phi
Sigma, and ACJS, I thought it appropriate to try and
preserve a little of his history for the Academy. As
with the previous project regarding Bruce Smith, I
located the best cache of preserved correspondence of
V. A. Leonard. That turned out to be in the August
Vollmer Collection at the Bancroft Library at the
University of California, Berkeley. There, the
voluminous correspondence between Vollmer and
Leonard is well preserved, and it provided the
majority of information necessary to author a
biographical article on V. A. Leonard.
The 18-page biography titled “V. A. Leonard:
The Focal Point in the Creation of ASC, APS, and
ACJS” is available for reading and downloading on
the ACJS website at the following address:
http://www.acjs.org/uploads/file/ACJS_VA_Leonard.
pdf.
I hope you enjoy the article.

*Willard M. Oliver, Ph.D., is a Professor of Criminal
Justice at Sam Houston State University and the ACJS
Historian. He is currently working on a biography of
August Vollmer for Carolina Academic Press.
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