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Introduction

I was six years old when Timothy McVeigh detonated a

truck bomb in Oklahoma City, killing 168 people. I can still
remember sitting in front of the television for days, watching the
search and rescue effort, and hoping survivors would be found in
the rubble. As a twelve year-old, I saw the second plane hit the
south tower of the World Trade Center live while eating a bowl of
cereal before school. I was watching the morning news to find a
“current event” to discuss in my social studies class. About a decade
later, seeking to graduate college with honors, I submitted a thesis
project to the Government Department at the University of Texas.
The primary focus of this thesis was to explore the impact of the
United States’ post-9/11 counterterrorism policy on domestic
terrorism. Dr. Ami Pedahzur advised me on this project.
Continued on Page 4
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President’s Message
significant reserve fund. Mary brings a wealth of
knowledge about and love for the organization
with her. ACJS has found an excellent steward.
Speaking of excellent stewards, Mary
succeeds Dr. Mittie Southerland, who served two
terms (six years) as the first Executive Director of
ACJS. Mittie will continue to serve ACJS in a
consulting role, with the honorific title of
Executive Director Emeritus. I am sure all of you
join me in thanking Mittie for her many years of
outstanding service to ACJS—years that go well
beyond those she served as Executive Director.

Craig Hemmens, President, ACJS

I feel obligated to remind everyone that the
next annual meeting will take place March 19-23,
in Dallas. My Program Chair, Lorenzo Boyd, and
the members of the Program Committee are hard
at work soliciting papers and speakers and
arranging for interesting local tours and events.
The conference theme is “The Politics of Crime
and Criminal Justice,” and we plan to have a
number of panels and plenary speakers devoted to
this theme. There will be a lot to do and see in
Dallas. Lorenzo and I have visited the conference
hotel, and it looks great—it has been remodeled,
and has a lot of excellent meeting space. There are
some excellent restaurants and nightlife nearby. A
gentle reminder: final deadline for abstract
submissions is September 28, 2012. Please get
those paper and panel abstracts in ASAP!

Greetings, fellow ACJS members! It is my

privilege to serve as your President during 20122013. I hope each of you had a restful, enjoyable,
and productive summer. I’m not sure all those
goals can be accomplished at the same time, but
they are something to shoot for. In any event, the
Fall semester is upon us, and the third portion of
Bruce Springsteen’s Wrecking Ball tour is
underway. Life is good.
As the first order of business, I would like
to take a moment to congratulate the new ACJS
Executive Director, Dr. Mary K. Stohr. Notice of
her appointment by the ACJS Executive Board
went out this summer; her appointment came
after a thorough and rigorous search. As many of
you are aware, I am quite familiar with Mary’s
accomplishments and her many years of service to
ACJS, as Regional Trustee and Treasurer (two
terms). During her tenure on the Executive Board,
ACJS was able to purchase its office in Greenbelt,
Maryland, negotiate the journal publishing
contract with Taylor & Francis, and build up a

The 2013 meeting will mark the 50th
anniversary of the founding of the Academy of
Criminal Justice Sciences. I hope that ACJS
members will make a special effort to attend and
commemorate this special occasion. Will Oliver
has been appointed as the first ACJS Historian,
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and he is working on several projects for the
annual meeting. Those of you with stories to
share about the early years of ACJS, please get in
touch with Will.

ACJS exists for its membership. ACJS
provides unparalleled opportunities to develop
every aspect of our professional lives. In its fifty
years of existence it has helped many members
better themselves professionally and provided a
forum for the dissemination of knowledge of the
criminal justice system. It is a volunteer
organization, run by its members. I ask that you
help us make even ACJS better, by doing
something this year to improve it. You might
volunteer to serve on a committee, make a
suggestion to one of the Executive Board
members about what the organization can do
differently, or something else. Got an idea? Share
it! Want to get involved? Do it! It doesn’t have to
be something that is a major time commitment—
but do something. If each of us does something to
make ACJS better, think what we can achieve.

The 2013 annual meeting will be the first
ACJS meeting without a printed program. We are
“going green” and providing the program
electronically. It will be available on the ACJS
website, as one document and, just prior to the
conference, as multiple, smaller documents with
each day serving as a stand-alone document. This
should make it easier for people to download the
program to their computers, netbooks, and/or
smartphone. I realize that going paperless for the
conference program is a significant change, but I
believe it is the right thing to do, and hope you
will bear with me as we work through the kinks
that invariably accompany a major change in
procedure.

In closing, I’ll ask all of you to think about
what you can do to improve the Academy of
Criminal Justice Sciences, and leave you with a
quotation from Bruce Springsteen’s latest album:

One of the responsibilities of the ACJS
President is to represent the organization at
regional, national, and international conferences.
My first trip as ACJS President was to the
Northeastern Region Meeting, in Bristol, Rhode
Island. Growing up in the South, and spending
most of my academic career in the Northwest, I
confess I had some concerns about those folks
with funny accents. Turns out there was nothing
to be afraid of—the region, led by President Pat
Faiella and Vice President and Program Chair
AnnMarie Cordner, were gracious hosts and put
on a wonderful conference. I encourage you to
consider the Northeastern Region Meeting the
next time you are looking for a new and different
venue to present your research. This Fall, I am
looking forward to attending the four other
regional meetings, and speaking with the
members in attendance at each.

Wherever this flag is flown
We take care of our own
Bruce Springsteen, “We Take Care of Our
Own” on Wrecking Ball (2012).

Craig Hemmens
ACJS President, 2012-2013
Department Head and Professor, Department of
Criminology & Criminal Justice, Missouri State
University.
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Continued from Page 1
This article provides a summary of my
research method and findings revealed in that
thesis. In the project, I used a combination of data
analysis regarding terrorist attacks and theoretical
evaluation regarding counterterrorism policy to
provide an explanation of the impact of post-9/11
policies on terrorism in America. These findings
provide a more complete understanding of the
current threat posed by terrorism, why individuals
and groups resort to terrorism, and how we as a
nation can best defend ourselves against terrorism.
With no shortage of scholarly inquiry into these
matters, my objective is merely to remove the
false perceptions surrounding terrorism – or at
least the false perceptions I had prior to this
research – in order to reveal a clearer picture of
the reality of terrorism. One of the biggest lessons
I learned was that homegrown right-wing
terrorists, not Islamic extremist groups like al
Qaeda, pose a much more real threat to U.S.
homeland security.

adhere to the same anti-government ideals
(usually not recognizing any government
authority higher than the county) and commit
similar acts of terror against similar targets. The
same goes for Neo-Nazi and Aryan Brotherhood
sympathizers across the nation. The most
common targets for right-wing terrorists in the
U.S. are government buildings and officials,
abortion provider-related targets, and minority
targets.
The target selection of right-wing terrorists
in the U.S. is indicative of the terrorists’
adherence to extreme ideological movements,
such as, the Christian Identity Movement (antiSemitism, anti-abortion violence), the Neo-Nazi
and White Supremacist movements (extreme
racism against non-whites), and the militia
movement (anti-government, anti-tax beliefs).
The commonly held beliefs of the extreme far
right and the continued presence of a sizeable
population of potential right-wing terrorists (due
to the nature of – and number of sympathizers to
– extreme right-wing ideologies) over the past
several decades has demonstrated a consistent
motivation to commit terrorist acts. With
motivating factors that stand the test of time
(such as racism) and ideological goals that are
impossible to accomplish (such as an all-white
republic in the Northwest United States), rightwing terrorism should be expected to persist.

Background: What You Should Know About
Right-Wing Terrorists
Most right-wing terrorists in the U.S. are
not part of any larger group. They either act alone
based on common extreme right ideologies or
they never explicitly state or acknowledge
membership to a particular group. Of the rightwing terrorist perpetrators in the U.S. whose
affiliation have been known, the most common
homegrown right-wing terrorists are individuals
or groups adhering to either Neo-Nazi or militiatype movements. There is no overall leader of
either movement, but the motivations and
ideological sentiments within each movement are
for the most part identical. While followers of the
militia movements in Oregon, for instance, are
not necessarily connected with those in Texas in
any structural or organizational way, all of them

Research Method
In my thesis, I presented an analysis of a dataset
that contained information on every terrorist
attack that occurred on U.S. soil between 1994
and 2010. This dataset implemented a narrow
definition of terrorism in an effort to provide the
minimum value – and threat – of domestic
terrorism in the United States.
Continued on Page 6
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ACJS 2013 Annual Conference
“The Politics of Crime and Criminal Justice”
March 19-23, 2013
Sheraton Dallas Hotel
Dallas, Texas
Program Chair: Lorenzo M. Boyd, Fayetteville State University, acjs2013@uncfsu.edu

Host Hotel:
Sheraton Dallas Hotel
400 N. Olive Street
Dallas, TX 75201
214-922-8000
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However, analysis of the second dataset
yields a slightly different outcome than the
analysis of the first, as the second set of data
show a rise in both the overall number of
attacks and the percentage of attacks resulting
in casualties since 2008, whereas the first
dataset shows a precipitous decline since 2001.

This means the data likely under-represent
domestic terrorism. However, this helps us to
grasp the scope of U.S. terrorism on a broad scale.
Rather than inflating the data with attacks that
may or may not be terrorism – and thus
corrupting the truth – this dataset represents true
terrorist attacks only, providing the floor level
from which we can begin to develop a better and
truer understanding of terrorism on U.S. soil.
Analysis of the data shows a consistent decline in
both the overall number of attacks and the
percentage of attacks resulting in casualties since
9/11 (with the years preceding 9/11 far more
violent that the decade after). My hypothesis was
this decrease in terrorist violence resulted from
actions taken by the U.S. government in response
to the September 11 attacks.

In order to discover why the rise in
violence occurred in the second dataset, I
separated the data on right-wing terrorism into
three periods based on what I perceived to be
shifts in the motivations and tactics of rightwing terrorists. The three periods – or waves –
of terrorism can be seen in the following table.
Three Waves of Right-Wing Terrorism
(1995-2011)*
Data obtained from SPLC Terror From the Right

The broad range of attacks and attackers in
the dataset, its incompleteness and underrepresentation of terrorism, and its lack of other
important data (regarding attacks that were
thwarted along with arrests) led me to look for
another source from which to collect data to test
my hypothesis. A second set of data I discovered,
contained information not included in the first
dataset and focused specifically on right-wing
terrorism in the United States. This makes the
second dataset an excellent complement to the
first as it provides knowledge of a specific group
of terrorists, while the first dataset helps to create
a general understanding of the whole of U.S.
domestic terrorism.

Period 1

Period 2

40

25

33

Attacks
resulting in
at least 1
casualty

12
(30%)

2
(8%)

12
(36.36%)

Successful
attacks

12
(30%)

5
(20%)

14
(42.42%)

Thwarted
attacks

26
(65%)

20
(80%)

16
(48.48%)

Casualties

221

4

43

Arrests

117

42

68

Terrorist
attacks
attempted

Both datasets show that in the decade
leading up to the September 11, 2001, terrorist
attacks were much more violent (in terms of
overall casualties) than the decade that followed.

Period 3

* Numbers in parentheses represent percent of
attacks during the specified time period (1, 2, or 3)
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The first period begins on April 20, 1995 –
the day after the Oklahoma City bombing – and
ends on September 11, 2001. The Oklahoma City
bombing is excluded because it is, in many ways,
a statistical outlier. The bombing, and Timothy
McVeigh’s ideology, were also motivating factors
for many of the attacks contained within this
period. The second period begins the day after
9/11 and ends with Hillary Clinton’s June 7,
2008, endorsement of Barack Obama for
President of the United States. This separation
shows a major dip in right-wing violence in the
eight years after 9/11 (especially the four-year
span, between 2005 and 2008, in which there were
0 successful attacks and 0 casualties). These
attacks – and many other plots ranging from the
planned use of nerve gas to soliciting the murder
of government officials – failed because of the
government’s increased emphasis on terrorism
after 9/11 and the poor organizational structure of
the terrorists them-selves. The ability of U.S. law
enforcement and intelligence agents to thwart
attacks before they happen and effectively respond
to terrorist violence has clearly improved since
September 11, 2001.

officers since May 31, 2009 (Terror From the
Right).

June 8, 2008, the day after Clinton’s
endorsement of Obama, marks the beginning of
the third period, which lasts until the final date
covered in this dataset – November 11, 2011. The
spike in violence in recent years demonstrates a
change in tactics for right-wing terrorists – from
the less successful strategy using extensive plans
to commit major acts of violence to more
successful attacks of spontaneous acts of violence.
A few examples are Neo-Nazi James von Brunn’s
shooting of a guard in front of the U.S. Holocaust
Memorial in Washington, DC, on June 10, 2009;
Joseph Stack flying his plane into the IRS building
in Austin in 2010; and at least four attacks
committed by “sovereign citizens” against police

Summary of Results

Aided by the general understanding of
domestic terrorism provided by the first dataset
and the specific knowledge provided by the
second, I formulated the following hypothesis –
the United States has improved its
counterterrorism policy since the 9/11 terrorist
attacks. In order to test this hypothesis, I utilized
theories for evaluating and creating
counterterrorism policies such as Louise
Richardson’s “six rules for counteracting
terrorism” (Richardson 2006), Christopher
Hewitt’s two dimensions for classifying
counterterrorism policies (Hewitt 2003), and Ami
Pedahzur’s “model for coping with suicide
terrorism” (Pedahzur 2007). Implementing a
question and answer format, I applied these
theories to U.S. post-9/11 counterterrorism as a
whole, including both the legal measures (i.e., the
passage of the Patriot Act and creation of the
Department of Homeland Security), as well as the
operational measures of military action in
Afghanistan and Iraq.

My theoretical analysis of post-9/11 U.S.
counterterrorism policy demonstrates objective
improvement in U.S. policy but also shows three
areas where the policy is still lacking. Thus far,
U.S. counterterrorism efforts have failed to: (1)
abide by U.S. political ideals; (2) improve security
and reduce the risk of attack with minimal
economic and social costs; and (3) implement
long-term defensive strategies focused on creating
trust and negotiation. While Osama bin Laden
and the nineteen hijackers were successful in
killing 3,000 innocent people on September 11,
2001, "they were even more successful in eliciting
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a reaction even more powerful than the harm they
inflicted” (Richardson 2006). According to the
Department of Defense (U.S. Casualty Status), as
of April 24, 2012, the military actions taken by the
United States in the Middle East (operational
measures in response to 9/11) have resulted in a
total of 6,428 U.S. citizen deaths (6,247 or 97.2%
of which occurred in either Iraq or Afghanistan).
Sixteen of those deaths were civilian Department
of Defense employees, the rest were United States
soldiers. Despite these major areas of concern and
need for improvement, the theoretical analysis
supports the conclusion that the United States has
indeed improved its counterterrorism policy since
September 11, 2001.

Of course the government responsible for the
policy voices its support of it, but (former Senator)
Vice President Biden is correct to note that the
United States’ previous counterterrorism policy
“was crazy” – especially in regard to the FBI.
When I was first looking for a source to
create a dataset on domestic terrorism I went to
the FBI’s Terrorism in the United States report. As I
went from year to year, the data for terrorist
activity in the United States for a specific year was
different depending on which report I looked at. I
could not collect a homogeneous dataset – using
the FBI’s definition of terrorism – from the FBI’s
own reports because the FBI was unable to collect
accurate data of its own. In its 2002 report, even
the FBI went so far as to say its previous reports,
“proved inadequate for conveying either the
breadth or width of the terrorist threat facing U.S.
interests or the scale of the FBI’s response to
terrorism worldwide” (Terrorism 2002/2005).

Prior to the passage of the 2001 Patriot Act
and the 1996 Antiterrorism Act, the United States
had no legislation that specifically dealt with
terrorism (Hewitt 2003). Any legislative act
explicitly dealing with terrorism brought forth by
the federal government would certainly, then,
improve counterterrorism policy. According to
the Department of Justice’s website:

However, it was not until I came upon a
letter at the end of the 2007 report that I decided
to suspend all efforts to collect data from the FBI.
The letter, written on April 30, 2008, by David D.
Laitin (Watkins Professor of Political Science,
Stanford University), is addressed to the National
Counterterrorism Center (NCTC), for inclusion in
the Report on Terrorist Incidents – 2007. The
beginning lines read:

“The Patriot Act allows investigators to
use the tools that were already available to
investigate organized crime and drug
trafficking. Many of the tools the Act
provides to law enforcement to fight
terrorism have been used for decades to
fight organized crime and drug dealers,
and have been reviewed and approved by
the courts. As Sen. Joe Biden (D-DE)
explained during the floor debate about the
Act, ‘the FBI could get a wiretap to
investigate the mafia, but they could not
get one to investigate terrorists. To put it
bluntly, that was crazy! What's good for
the mob should be good for terrorists.’”
(United States Department of Justice)

“Despite a Congressional mandate that
goes back to 1987, the U.S. Government
did not take measuring terrorism statistics
seriously until 2004. Since then, the U.S.
Government has made several important
changes in the status and housing of
terrorist statistics, going a long way on the
route toward professionalism. Terrorism
accounting is now entrusted to the
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National Counterterrorism Center
(NCTC), established in August 2004 by
presidential order, to serve as the primary
organization in the United States
Government for integrating and analyzing
all intelligence pertaining to terrorism and
counterterrorism.” (Terrorism 2007)

than the threat posed by international Islamic
militant groups like al Qaeda. Therefore, the
United States should allocate its resources and
focus its efforts on diminishing the greater threat
of right-wing terrorists here at home as opposed to
the lesser threat of terrorists abroad. This is not to
say al Qaeda poses no threat, or the United States
should not continue its efforts to decrease the
threat of other Islamic militant groups, but rather
there should be more emphasis on eliminating the
more real and present threat at home.

These facts alone – (a) since 2002, law
enforcement now has the same powers to combat
terrorism as it has historically possessed in
combating other organized crime and (b) since
2004, there is now a government entity
responsible for accounting terrorism – show the
post-9/11 counterterrorism policy of the United
States is a drastic improvement to previous policy.

When comparing the decade leading up to
September 11, 2001, with the decade after, the
data also show there have been fewer overall
terrorist attacks, fewer attacks resulting in
casualties, a lower percentage of attacks resulting
in casualties, and a greater percentage of attacks
thwarted by law enforcement in the years since
9/11. This empirical data, along with the
objective improvement in U.S. counterterrorism
policy, demonstrates a correlation between
government action and a decrease in terrorism.
However, this correlation is not enough to
establish causation.

It would be very difficult to empirically
prove and quantify how and why this
improvement has occurred with the data
presented in this thesis (or any data at all for that
matter). To prove the less violent period after
9/11 occurred due to improvement in government
policies, I would have to show the motivation to
commit terrorist attacks is consistent over time
and that policy ‘x’ resulted in a greater decrease in
violence than policy ‘y’. Even though I
demonstrate the motivation to commit attacks is
consistently present for right-wing terrorists, I
cannot show the level of motivation is itself
consistent. In fact, the data seem to show
otherwise, as there are a lack of attacks planned or
committed immediately after 9/11, followed by a
rise in attacks that seems to begin in response to
the endorsement and election of the nation’s first
African American President. What the data can
shed light on, however, is where counterterrorist
policies should focus their efforts. Based on the
data, I conclude domestic terrorism resulting out
of extreme right-wing ideologies poses a much
more real and present danger to the United States

Even though common sense seems to lead
one to conclude the improvement in policy caused
the decrease in domestic terrorism, there are other
possible explanations for the decrease in violence.
The two most likely explanations are, first, the
shocking events of September 11 turned many
possible terrorists away from the idea of
committing violent acts. Terrorism is a result of
the existence of extremist movements and to be an
extremist means to have values and ideas that are
not held by the vast majority of a society. So it
seems plausible the unification and resolve of the
American people after 9/11 and the
overwhelming public disgust with terrorism in
general brought many extremists back into the
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fold of popular opinion – at least for a while.
Thus, the number of possible terrorists decreased
which resulted in a decrease in terrorist attacks.
Second, it seems likely that al Qaeda went on the
defensive with the opening of war in Afghanistan.
The group was too preoccupied with attacking
U.S. soldiers and hiding Osama bin Laden to
commit another major terrorist attack so far from
home. Thus, one of the only types of terrorism
that would be motivated to attack by the events of
9/11 – al Qaeda specifically, but Islamic militant
groups in general – became less of a threat.

India last March, I saw signs posted in public
places, in both English and Hindi reading, “Help
us protect you from the threat of terrorism!”
Below the title were six things to look for and be
aware of, each with a brief description and simple
image. At the bottom of each sign there was a
phone number and address to contact. Rather
than making me nervous about a possible terrorist
attack, I felt at ease knowing people were making
it a point to be aware of their surroundings. This
is a simple enough measure, but enacting similar
policies in the U.S. would help educate the
American public about terrorism while also
providing the government with additional eyes
and ears in the fight against terrorism. If every
American citizen decided to take on part of the
responsibility of homeland security, there would
be less need for wiretaps and surveillance and thus
less public worry regarding privacy violations.

What We Should Do – A Global Golden Rule
The best way to resolve the three failures
of the post-9/11 counterterrorism policy
mentioned above would be for the United States
government to treat the citizens of other nations
as if they were also protected under the Bill of
Rights. Adopting this “global golden rule” would
not cure the many costs the two decade-long wars
on terror have brought to the U.S. people, nor
would it cure the lack of trust that exists between
the government and so many of its people.
Nevertheless, if government officials would begin
to enact policies and push agendas that treat all
people everywhere the same way they themselves
want to be treated by their government at home
(according to the individual rights posited in the
Constitution), this guiding principle would serve
as check on the government and would
successfully address the three areas of failure in
U.S. counterterrorism policy. But such a check
would have to be made by individual policy
makers.

Because terrorism exists somewhere
between organized crime and all-out warfare,
counterterrorism measures should probably fall in
between regular law enforcement and military
action as well. What is unique about terrorism is
that terrorism is a form of psychological warfare;
it is “social violence” in response to democratic
policies, and results from the existence of
extremist movements and political alienation.
Policies of counterterrorism must also find ways
to be unique. Above all, governments must avoid
overreacting to threats of terrorism and terrorist
attacks. Given the psychological aspect of
terrorism, an overreaction by the government and
media of a victimized country will only aid in
furthering the terrorists’ goals.
Fear is the result of ignorance. For
instance, I became deathly afraid of sharks after
watching the film Jaws (1975). I was not afraid of
the actual threat posed by a real shark when I

One way to foster public support and
improve trust would be for the federal government
to include its citizens in the fight against
terrorism, at least in a small way. When I was in
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swim in the ocean, but by an idea of the violent
man-eating shark portrayed in the film. I was
ignorant of actual shark behavior. While sharks
can and do kill people, I became unafraid of
sharks after I developed a better understanding of
their natural behavior. After 9/11, the United
States government and media made Osama bin
Laden look like Jaws, and the American people
reacted out of ignorance with anxiety and fear.
The government and media also acted out of
ignorance. We must stop being ignorant about
terrorism first, and then we can move on to not
being afraid of terrorist attacks. The main
objective of any terrorist attack and the reason
why individuals and groups resort to terrorism is
to create a sense of terror, not in the victims of the
attack necessarily, but in a specific audience. The
immediate target of a terrorist attack may be a
towering skyscraper or a government building, but
the real target is the audience the terrorists expect
will be watching. Governments must not let
terrorists win the psychological battle. Once we
stop giving in to the false perceptions surrounding
terrorism, we will stop being afraid. When
terrorism fails to terrify, the terrorists have lost.
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In Memoriam: David Mueller
Dr. David Mueller, ACJS Region Five Trustee and Associate Professor of
Criminal Justice at Boise State University, passed away suddenly at his home in
Boise, Idaho, on August 20, 2012. He was only 45 years old. An outstanding
colleague and friend, Dr. Mueller was an accomplished scholar and teacher whose
loss will be felt by many. He was an expert on juvenile justice and school violence.
He authored and co-authored a number of books, book chapters, and articles on
juvenile justice and delinquency and law enforcement. Dr. Mueller also conducted
research in the community, producing technical reports in the area of juvenile
justice and delinquency and substance abuse treatment program evaluation.
Dr. Mueller was an active participant in the discipline of criminal justice. He was
currently serving as the ACJS Region Five Trustee, and he was a member of a
myriad of ACJS committees, including Chair of the Juvenile Justice Section
Awards Committee and member of the Bruce Smith Awards Committee and the
Dr. David Mueller
ACJS Program Committee. At the regional level, Dr. Mueller was instrumental in
the success of the Western Association of Criminal Justice (formerly known as
Western and Pacific Association of Criminal Justice Educators), serving in all leadership capacities, including
President in 2006-2007. At Boise State University, Dr. Mueller’s service spanned all levels: University
Curriculum Committee, College Curriculum Committee, multiple department committees, and graduate student
thesis committees.
Dr. Mueller began his academic studies at San Jose State University, where he earned a Bachelor of
Science in Criminal Justice Administration in 1991. He then attended Washington State University, where he
earned a Master of Arts in Criminal Justice in 1994 and a Ph.D. in Political Science with specialization in
criminal justice, public administration, and applied policy studies in 2001. In 1997, Dr. Mueller started his
academic career as an Assistant Professor in the Department of Criminal Justice at California State University,
Los Angeles. In 1998, Dr. Mueller took a position as Visiting Assistant Professor in the Department of
Sociology at the University of Idaho. From 1999 to 2001, Dr. Mueller served as a Juvenile Counselor with the
Northwest Children’s Home in their juvenile sex offender treatment program in Lewiston, Idaho. Dr. Mueller
moved to Boise State University in 2001 as an Assistant Professor. He later earned tenure and was promoted to
Associate Professor in 2005. He served as the Department Graduate Coordinator from 2006 to 2009.
Dave was a passionate teacher and a good-natured colleague. He was always kind and caring to his
colleagues and their families, making them feel welcome in the department and at social functions. Beyond his
scholarly achievements, Dave could always be counted on to add a splash of fun to department meetings.
Faculty, staff, and graduate students looked forward to his annual Halloween party. He will always be
remembered for his smile, contagious laughter, and willingness to poke fun at himself. His loss will be felt by
many in ACJS, at Boise State, and in Boise. Dave is survived by his sons, Kyle and Ryan, his sister, Bridgette
Curry, and his brother, Hal Mueller. Our deepest sympathies go out to his sons, Ryan and Kyle, and the rest of
his family.
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How do Multiple Victim Public
Shooters Decide Where to Attack?
John R. Lott, Jr.*
Cinemark movie theater was the one that had a sign
posted at the theater’s entrance at that time. A simple
web search and some telephone calls reveal how
easily one can find out how Cinemark compared to
other movie theaters. According to mapquest.com
and movies.com, there were seven movie theaters
showing "The Dark Knight Rises" on July 20th within
20 minutes of the killer’s apartment at 1690 Paris
Street, Aurora, Colorado. At four miles and an eight
minute car ride, the Cinemark’s Century Theater
wasn't the closest.2 Another theater, Aurora Plaza 8
Cinemas/Cinema Latino de Aurora, was only 1.2
miles (three minutes) away.3

John R. Lott, Jr., Fox News Contributor

Why did James Holmes pick the Cinemark's

There was also the Harkins Northfield 18,
which was just slightly further away 5.1 miles (10
minutes). It billed itself as the "home of Colorado's
largest auditorium," according to their movie hotline
greeting message. The potentially huge audience
ought to have been attractive to someone trying to kill
as many people as possible. Four other theaters,
Aurora Movie Tavern, The Movie Tavern at Seven
Hills, Landmark Theatre Greenwood Village, and UA
Colorado Center Stadium 9 and IMAX, were 10
miles (18 minutes), 10 miles (19 minutes), 13 miles
(19 minutes), and 9.7 miles (20 minutes) away.4

Century 16 Theatre in Aurora, Colorado, to commit
mass murder on July 20, 2012? You might think that
he chose the closest theater to his apartment. Or,
that he chose the one with the largest audience. Yet,
neither explanation is right. Instead the Cinemark
theater seems to have been chosen because it was the
only one that banned guns. Out of all the movie
theaters showing the new Batman movie that night,
it was the one theater within convenient driving
distance where guns were banned.
In Colorado, individuals with permits are
allowed to carry concealed handguns in the vast
majority of malls, stores, movie theaters, and
restaurants. But just as they can deny service to
those without shoes or shirts, private businesses can
impose their own rules and disallow gun carrying in
their establishments.1

So why would a mass shooter pick a place
that bans permitted concealed handguns? The answer
should be obvious, disarming law-abiding citizens
leaves them as sitting ducks.
Concealed carry is much more frequent than
many people believe. With over four percent of the
adult population in Colorado having concealed
handgun permits, a couple hundred adults in
Cinemark’s Movie Theater #9 means that there is an

Most movie theaters have no problem
allowing permit holders with guns. But the
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extremely high probability that at least one adult
would carry a gun. Unfortunately, some have still not
figured this out. A manager at the Harkins Northfield
18, located five miles from the killer’s apartment,
confirmed the theater changed its policy and started
banning concealed handguns following the Cinemark
attack.5

14 members of the Zug cantonal parliament, they
have occurred in the rare places where guns have
been banned.
If one of the hundreds of adults at the theater
had a concealed handgun, possibly the attack would
have ended like the shooting at the mega New Life
Church in Colorado Springs in December 2007. In
that assault, the church’s minister had given Jeanne
Assam permission to carry her concealed handgun.
The gunman killed two people in the parking lot —
but when he entered the church, Assam fired 10
shots, severely wounding him. At that point, the
gunman committed suicide.

The recent Colorado and Sikh Temple
shootings are by no means the first times that killers
targeted gun-free zones.6 We have witnessed mass
public shootings in such places as the Westroads
Mall in Salt Lake City, Utah.7 In both cases, guns
were banned at those particular malls, while almost
all the other similar malls that allowed guns were
spared. With just one single exception, the attack in
Tucson last year, every public shooting since at least
1950 in the U.S., in which more than three people
have been killed, has taken place where citizens are
not allowed to carry guns.

Similar stories are available from across the
country. They include shootings at schools that were
stopped before police arrived in such places as Pearl,
Miss., and Edinboro, Pa., and at colleges like the
Appalachian Law School in Virginia.11 Or attacks in
busy downtowns such as Memphis; at a mall in Salt
Lake City, or at an apartment building in Oklahoma.12

The movie theater attack raised a lot of
comparisons with the 1999 Columbine massacre of
13 people. But few appreciate that Dylan Klebold,
one of the two Columbine killers, strongly opposed
Colorado legislation then being considered to allow
concealed handguns.8 The law then being considered
would have allowed concealed handguns to be
carried on school property. Presumably, he feared
being stopped during his planned attack by someone
with a weapon. In fact, the Columbine attack
occurred the very day that final passage was
scheduled.9

The ban against non-police carrying guns
usually rests on the false notion that almost anyone
can suddenly go crazy and start misusing their
weapon or that any crossfire with a killer would be
worse than the crime itself. But in state after state,
permit holders are extremely law-abiding. They can
lose their permits for any type of firearms-related
violation at hundredths or thousandths of one
percent.13 Nor have I found a single example on
record of a multiple-victim public shooting in which a
permit holder accidentally shot a bystander.

All the mass public shootings in Europe have
occurred where guns were banned. Remember last
year’s shooting near Oslo, Norway, with 69 dead and
110 injured. And Germany has experienced two of
the three worst K-12 public school shootings.10 Even
Switzerland, a country with extremely liberal
concealed carry laws, has faced a couple large public
mass shootings. But, just like the 2001 massacre of

When attacks occur at colleges or other
places, the response is often to hire more law
enforcement. But as Israel has learned the hard way,
simply putting armed police and military on the
streets didn't stop terrorist attacks. Even if you have
openly armed police or military on a bus, the terrorist
has the option to either wait for them to leave the
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scene or to kill them first. With CCW, the attacker
doesn't know who is able to defend themselves, and
he doesn't know whom to attack first.

Notes
1

From the Colorado law: “18-12-214 Authority granted by
permit - carrying restrictions. Nothing in this part 2 shall be
construed to limit, restrict, or prohibit in any manner the
existing rights of a private property owner, private tenant,
private employer, or private business entity.”

Bill Landes and I have examined all the
multiple-victim public shootings with two or more
victims in the United States from 1977 to 1997.14
We found that when states passed right-to-carry
laws, these attacks fell by an astounding 67 percent.
Deaths and injuries from multiple-victim public
shootings fell on average by 78 percent. And to the
extent that these attacks still occur in states with
right-to-carry laws, they overwhelming occur in
those few places where concealed handguns are not
allowed.

2

The Century Cinemark Theater was located at 14300 East
Alameda Avenue, Aurora, CO 80012.

3

As of August 14th Movies.com listed the theater as Aurora
Plaza 8 Cinemas. Its address is 777 Peoria St., Aurora, CO
80011. The films at this theater are shown in English, though
there are Spanish subtitles.
4

Aurora Movie Tavern 18605 East Hampden Avenue, Aurora,
CO 80013-3533. The Movie Tavern at Seven Hills is at 18305
E. Hampden Ave., Aurora, CO 80013. Landmark Theatre
Greenwood Village, 5415 Landmark Place, Greenwood
Village, CO 80111. UA Colorado Center Stadium 9 and
IMAX, 2000 S. Colorado Blvd., Denver, CO 80222.

Similar results were also obtained using data
collected by the New York Times from 1977 to
1999. The results implied that the number of attacks
declined by 71% and the murders and injuries from
what they called “rampage killings” dropped by
94%.15

5

The manager, Erin Griffie, indicated that the policy had been
changed since the Cinemark attack. I talked to her on August
14, 2012, at 720-374-3118.

Some other recent research is relevant.
Bouffard, et al., provide survey evidence for Sam
Houston State University in Huntsville, Texas that if
permits were allowed on campus at least 30% of
classes will have at least one student in class with a
permit and who is carrying a gun.16 No estimate is
provided about the probability that a permit holder
will be carrying a gun in a building. However, these
estimates might be low for most states because
Texas, with a permit fee of $140, a ten hour training
requirement, and a 21 year old age limit, is one of
the more difficult states to obtain a permit.17

6

The media almost never reports whether these attacks are
occurring in gun-free zones. One exception is for the Sikh
Temple attack in Wisconsin. Maxim Lott, “Temple Massacre
Has Some Sikhs Mulling Gun Ownership,” Fox News, August
21, 2012.
7

John R. Lott, Jr., “Media Coverage of Mall Shooting Fails to
Reveal Mall’s Gun-Free Zone Status,” Fox News, December 6,
2007.
8

For example, even the New York Times notes that prior to the
Columbine attack, “[Dylan Klebold and his father] had just
spent five days visiting the Arizona campus where the teenager
planned to enroll in the fall, and recently discussed their shared
opposition to a bill in the state legislature that would have
made it easier to carry concealed weapons.” Pam Belluck and
Jodi Wilgoren, “Shattered Lives—a Special Report: Caring
Parents, No Answers, in Columbine Killers’ Pasts,” New York
Times, June 29, 1999, p. A1.

Gun-free zones are a magnet for those who
want to kill many people quickly. Even the most
ardent gun control advocates would never put “GunFree Zone” signs on their home. It is about time that
researchers start question why we so readily put up
these signs in so many other places.
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9

Doug Dean, the Majority Leader of the Colorado State House in
1999, invited me to address members of the state legislature the
morning of the Columbine attack since the vote was
scheduled that afternoon.

Concealed Firearm Laws on Mass Public Shootings," Homicide
Studies, November 2002, pp. 271-296.
15

Estimates looking at those cases that were covered in the first
section of The New York Times saw an 81% drop. John R. Lott,
Jr. and William M. Landes, “Acts of Terror with Guns: Multiple
Victim Public Shootings,” Chapter 6 in The Bias Against Guns
(Regnery Publishing: Washington, DC), 2003.

10

Zug, Switzerland, Sept. 27, 2001: A man whose lawsuits had
been denied, murdered 14 members of a cantonal parliament.
Erfurt, Germany, April 26, 2002: A former student killed 18 at a
secondary school. Emsdetten, Germany, Nov. 20, 2006: A
former student murdered eleven people at a high school.

16

Jeffrey A. Bouffard, Matt R. Nobles, William Wells, and
Michael R. Cavanaugh, "How Many More Guns?: Estimating
the Effect of Allowing Licensed Concealed Handguns on a
College Campus," Journal of Interpersonal Violence, August
2011, pp. 316-343.

11

For a discussion of several public school shootings that have
been stopped by armed civilians see John R. Lott, Jr., The Bias
Against Guns (Regnery Publishing: Washington, DC), 2003. For
the Appalachian Law School note this discussion in The
Washington Post: “Odighizuwa was subdued without incident by
armed students.” Josh White, "Law School Shooter Pleads
Guilty; Former Student Avoids Death Penalty in Deal on Va.
Slayings," The Washington Post, February 28, 2004, p. B03.

17

John R. Lott, Jr., More Guns, Less Crime (University of
Chicago Press, 2010, third edition), pp. 256-258.

12

John R. Lott, Jr., "Media Coverage of Mall Shooting Fails to
Reveal Mall's Gun-Free-Zone Status," Fox News, December 6,
2007.

13

John R. Lott, Jr., More Guns, Less Crime (University of
Chicago Press, 2010, third edition).

*John R. Lott, Jr. is an economist who has held
research and/or teaching positions at the University
of Chicago, Yale University, Stanford, UCLA,
Wharton, and Rice and was the Chief Economist at
the United States Sentencing Commission during
1988 and 1989. He has published over 100 articles in
academic journals. He also is the author of seven
books including three editions of “More Guns, Less
Crime,” “Freedomnomics,” and “The Bias Against
Guns.” Lott is a FoxNews.com contributor and a
weekly columnist for them. Opinion pieces by Lott
have appeared in such places as The Wall Street
Journal, The New York Times, The Los Angeles
Times, The New York Post, and USA Today. He has
appeared on such television programs as the ABC
and NBC National Evening News broadcasts, Fox
News, The NewsHour with Jim Lehrer, and the Today
Show. He received his Ph.D. in economics from
UCLA in 1984.

14

Using negative binomials, the results are statistically significant
for two or more killings or injuries, three or more killings or
injuries, as well as three or more killings. Because of the
relatively few observations and all the fixed geographic and year
fixed effects, the results are not statistically significant for four
or more killings (Lott and Landes, 2003, p. 301, fn. 20). These
cases are sufficiently rare that one cannot expect to find anything
from such a small sample. Research by Grant Duwe, Tomislav
Kovandzic, and Carlisle Moody do not find statistically
significant results, but, unfortunately, they restrict their sample to
attacks where four or more people were killed. They also do not
separate out gang shootings from other types of attacks where
the goal of the attack is simply to create as much carnage as
possible. John R. Lott, Jr. and William M. Landes, “Acts of
Terror with Guns: Multiple Victim Public Shootings,” Chapter 6
in The Bias Against Guns (Regnery Publishing: Washington,
DC), 2003. John R. Lott, Jr. and William M. Landes, “Multiple
Victim Public Shootings,” University of Chicago Law School
Working Paper, October 19, 2000
(http://ssrn.com/abstract=272929). Grant Duwe, Tomislav
Kovandzic, and Carlisle Moody, “The Impact of Right-to-Carry
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A Conversation with 2012 Founder's Award
Recipient, Peter J. Benekos
RW: You have won one of the most coveted and
prestigious ACJS Awards. What does this
accomplishment meant to you?

Dr. Peter J. Benekos of Mercyhurst College receiving the
Founder’s Award from President Lisa Barlow for his
outstanding service to ACJS and the profession.

Recently, I caught up with Dr. Peter J. Benekos,
Professor at Mercyhurst College and the recent recipient
of the ACJS Founder's Award. Dr. Benekos graciously
took time out of his busy schedule to answer a few of my
questions.
RW: Have you always wanted to be a
criminologist?
PB: My journey to academics began as a
corrections counselor with the Pennsylvania
Department of Corrections. Working in a maxsecurity prison made me more interested in
program and policy developments in criminal
justice and corrections, and when I started adjunct
teaching, I was drawn to opportunities to study
and learn more about the politics of criminal
justice. When I began as full time faculty, I didn’t
expect to make it a career, but the transition to
college teaching, research, and writing has been a
good fit.

PB: There are many people who do good work
for ACJS and make important contributions to the
discipline. I am very honored to have been
selected to receive the Founder’s Award this year.
There is a distinguished list of past recipients and I
am humbled to be included with them. The award
provides me the opportunity to thank colleagues
and friends such as Alida Merlo and Frank Hagan
for their support and encouragement over the
years. The award acknowledges the work I have
done and reinforces my commitment.
RW: What area of criminology and criminal
justice are you presently the most interested in?
PB: My initial area of academic interest and study
was corrections and sentencing, which was
consistent with my experiences working with
offenders in both institutional and communitybased settings. I also was a house parent with
delinquent youth, and over time, opportunities
pulled me toward juvenile justice and public
policy. As a result, most of my research and
writing now is on developments in juvenile justice
and the consequences of policy. The politics of
policy and the antecedents of policy reforms
continue to be areas of interest.
RW: Is there any topic in criminology or criminal
justice that you would like to pursue but haven’t as
of yet?
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PB: I have surveyed juvenile probation officers
and detention counselors on their attitudes about
delinquency and policy but have not systematically
studied how this affects their job performance and
relationship with youth. I think looking at the
impact of youth workers’ attitudes, styles, and
biases on youth outcomes would be a good project.
There is plenty of research on discretion in criminal
justice, and in this context, examining why youth
workers make different decisions on how to treat
youth would have implications for training and
supervision.
RW: Of all the studies that you have published,
which are you the most proud of and why?
PB: One of the studies that I enjoyed was the
survey of student attitudes that was conducted with
Alida Merlo, Bill Cook, and Kate Bagley in 2002.
We surveyed over 1,200 students at four
institutions to assess their views on juvenile justice
policies and practices. This was before Survey
Monkey and required quite a bit of planning and
coordination. This was a good project in which we
had successful collaboration and collegiality, and
also involved graduate students. The paper was
published in JCJE and we received the Donald
MacNamara Award for Outstanding Journal
Publication. This made it a memorable project.

PB: I have been fortunate to have enthusiastic
and self-motivated students to mentor. Selection
bias both ways helps improve the outcomes.
Students who demonstrate interest and want
more challenge from their academic careers make
themselves available and the rest evolves. I try to
encourage students to clarify and explore their
academic interests and to develop good research
questions. Mentoring is rewarding and it keeps
me engaged with students and enthusiastic about
teaching.
RW: I would imagine that your success results
in a high number of invitations to contribute to
various works and solicited mentorship from
graduate students and junior faculty. How do
you handle the high demand?
PB: It is nice to be asked and I appreciate having
opportunities to participate in new projects with
colleagues and students. Even though there are
some projects that I really would like to do, over
the years, it has become easier to say no and to
decline invitations. We all find our point of
diminishing returns.
RW: What advice would you give to scholars
just starting out in their academic careers?
PB: I think new scholars today are much better
prepared for their academic careers. Many
already know the importance of finding and
maintaining one or more mentors, collaborating
with colleagues, and networking in professional
organizations. In addition to balancing the
expectations of teaching, scholarship, and
service, there is also a need to recognize and
maintain a balance between local-institutional
and cosmopolitan-professional identities.

RW: What are some of your favorite classes to
teach and why?
PB: Consistent with my research and writing, I
enjoy teaching juvenile justice courses. There are
many cases and examples to connect to course
concepts which make the information interesting.
RW: How would you describe your style of
mentoring?
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RW: What are some research projects that you
are currently working on?

PB: My professional experiences and
accomplishments have been significantly
enhanced by my involvement with ACJS. I
became more aware of the academic discipline,
the scholars, and the science of the Academy. I
have developed broader perspectives and
understanding of criminal justice and
criminology, and appreciate the friendships that I
have developed through ACJS. Receiving the
Founder’s Award is a great honor.

PB : As was happening in other states, in 1996,
Pennsylvania enacted get tough, exclusionary
laws for youth charged with violent offenses.
With cooperation of staff in the local court,
juvenile probation department, and county
prison, we have been tracking the impact of the
legislation on youthful offenders in our county.
In spite of crime fluctuations, it is not surprising
that after an initial increase in the number of
youth charged as adults and statutorily excluded
from juvenile court, the trending of mandatory
exclusions in the last dozen years has returned
pretty much to the mean. The project has been
an effective collaboration which has resulted in
research opportunities for students. Also, a new
area of research for me is Meta-Analysis. I am
fortunate to be collaborating with Bitna Kim and
Alida Merlo from Indiana University of
Pennsylvania in assessing the research on the
effectiveness of corrections interventions and
programs. Learning about this analytic approach
is challenging, but I am enjoying the opportunity
participate in this research.

Peter J. Benekos, Ph.D., University of Akron, is a
Professor of Criminal Justice and Sociology at
Mercyhurst College. Dr. Benekos is a specialist in the
fields of corrections and criminology. He has experience
as a counselor and corrections specialist in both prison
and community-based corrections settings. He is coauthor of Corrections: Dilemmas and Directions. Dr.
Benekos has conducted research and published in the
areas of juvenile justice, corrections, and public policy.
He is the co-author (with Alida V. Merlo) of Crime
Control, Politics, and Policy (LexisNexis/Anderson),
Controversies in Juvenile Justice and Delinquency
(LexisNexis/Anderson), and Corrections: Dilemmas
and Directions (Anderson). He is Past President of the
Northeastern Association of Criminal Justice Sciences
and was a Trustee of the Academy of Criminal Justice
Sciences. Dr. Benekos is the recipient of the 2009
Outstanding Teacher's Award from Mercyhurst
College. In 2003, he was given the Fellow's Award
from the Northeastern Association of Criminal Justice
Sciences. And, in that same year, Dr. Benekos also
received the Donald MacNamara Award for
Outstanding Journal Publication from the Academy of
Criminal Justice Sciences.

RW: What do you do in your leisure time when
you are not teaching or researching?
PB: Living near Lake Erie offers cross-country
skiing and sailing. Unfortunately, the sailing
season is not as long as the skiing one.
RW: Yes, that part of the country is beautiful.
Let me ask you one final question. You're
obviously one of the key members of this
organization and have been so for years. What
does ACJS mean to you?
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Q&A Session with John H. Laub, Director
of the National Institute of Justice
JL: Due to budget cuts my senior year of high
school, the police cadet program was eliminated.
I faced a two-year window with no clear career
plan. I decided to attend the University of Illinois
at Chicago Circle where they had just initiated a
major in criminal justice. For some strange
reason, I received a scholarship and got four years
of tuition paid up front. While at the University of
Illinois, my professors encouraged me to think
about goals that I had never even considered—like
graduate school. That’s where I eventually become
a criminologist.
Dr. John H. Laub was nominated by President Barack
Obama to be Director of the National Institute of Justice.
He was confirmed by the Senate on June 22, 2010.

RW: Well, I'm certainly glad things worked out
the way they did. Let me ask you another
question, what made you decide to become the
NIJ Director?

Recently, I caught up with the Honorable John H.
Laub, Director of the National Institute of Justice. Dr.
Laub graciously took the time to answer a few questions
for the readers of ACJS Today.

JL: I decided to become the NIJ Director because
I share President Obama’s commitment to science
and research. I believe that my background as a
social science researcher and my standing in the
fields of criminology and criminal justice were
strong factors that contributed to my nomination
and subsequent appointment to this position.

RW: First, of all thank you very much for taking
the time to answer these questions. I am curious,
have you always wanted to be a criminologist?
JL: No, I haven’t always wanted to be a
criminologist. I wanted to join the Chicago Police
Department. I wanted to be a cop. I planned to
join the police cadet program as soon as I finished
high school, serve two years as a police cadet, and
then join the force when I turned 20—the
minimum age requirement to be a Chicago police
officer at the time.

RW: I would agree with you on that. Since
you've been the new NIJ Director, what have been
some of the biggest challenges that you've faced?
JL: Since becoming NIJ Director, I have faced a
number of challenges. The two biggest challenges,
though, would probably be implementing changes
in response to the National Research Council’s
(NRC) evaluation of NIJ and building the Institute
in this era of limited budgets.

RW: That's interesting. What happened?
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RW: How have you overcome these challenges?

RW: As the NIJ Director, are there any areas of
criminology or criminal justice that you are
presently most interested in?

JL: I have overcome the challenge of responding
to and implementing changes from the NRC’s
evaluation by working closely with NIJ staff. For
the first several months at NIJ, I held regularly
scheduled, 90-minute meetings with both
executive-level and line staff. With everyone’s
input, we devised a comprehensive plan for
addressing the recommendations. Implementing
the response has been challenging. One example
that comes to mind is our pilot implementation of
standing peer review panels. One of the NRC’s
recommendations is related to enhancing the
scientific integrity and transparency of our
research operations. Improving and strengthening
our peer review process is at the core of this
recommendation. As a result, we implemented
pilot standing peer review panels to more closely
mirror peer review processes at other highly
respected, science-based federal agencies. We
have definitely experienced some challenges along
the way. However, we are conducting a selfassessment on this process and hope to work out
the glitches so that when we continue standing
peer review panels next year, the process will be
much smoother.

JL: Before I became the Director of NIJ, I had a
long-term research program examining crime and
the life course, so I am particularly interested in
the area of desistance from crime. In my research,
we found turning points (e.g., a strong marriage)
were an important feature in the desistance
process. I think one of the challenges is to think
about how criminal justice practices and policies
can be modified to facilitate turning points from
crime.
RW: Yes, I've always been a fan of your work in
this area. Are there any other areas you're
presently interested in?
JL: A second topic I am very interested in is what
has been referred to as “victim-offender overlap.”
A large body of research shows that one of the
best predictors of an individual’s risk for criminal
victimization is the extent to which that person is
involved in criminal offending. In my view, the
theoretical and policy implications of this robust
finding have not been given enough attention. The
fact is that for many crimes, neither victimization
nor offending can be wholly understood without a
full consideration of the other.

RW: And, how have you dealt with the problem
of limited budgets?

RW: I agree with you that more research is
warranted in that area.

JL: In terms of dealing with limited budgets, the
number one way that I have overcome this
challenge is through emphasizing partnerships.
NIJ has a new Office of Research Partnerships
whose primary goal is to create, extend, and
strengthen partnerships, both inside and outside
the Office of Justice Programs and the Department
of Justice. By placing an increased emphasis on
partnerships, we are able to pool human and
financial resources together and still accomplish
our mission.

JL: A third topic I am interested in is race, crime,
and criminal justice. We have known for a long
time that African American boys and men have
disproportionate rates of offending and
victimization in serious crime. Moreover, we have
known for a long time that African American men
have disproportionate rates of involvement with
each stage of the criminal justice system, from
police to courts to corrections. The field has not
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tackled head on critical research questions in
this area. For example, what accounts for the
disproportionate rates of offending and
victimization in serious crime for African
Americans and other ethnic minorities? What
accounts for the disproportionate rates of
involvement with each stage of the criminal
justice system for African Americans and other
ethnic minorities? Moreover, what are the
consequences of high rates of incarceration for
families and communities among African
Americans and other ethnic minorities?

wrote to me. "I know the police chief shares my
sentiments." This is an example of translational
criminology, particularly the principle aimed at
helping the nation's researchers produce
knowledge that is relevant to local and state
practitioners and policymakers.
RW: That's a great example. And, finally,
what do you like to do in your leisure time
when you are not working as the Director of
NIJ?
JL: I have less leisure time than ever since I
became NIJ Director! I must schedule it into
my routine. When I have down time, I enjoy
poetry (both reading and writing it); listening to
my favorite band, the Grateful Dead; and
spending time with my 2-year-old grandson,
Felix Henry.

RW: In your Presidential Plenary Address at
the ACJS Annual Meeting in New York, you
discussed the notion of translational
criminology. Can you provide a bit more
elaboration as to what this is and why it is
important for the discipline?
JL: Let me offer an illustration. Not long ago,
I received an email from a professor at a small
college in Maine. He had just attended the NIJ
Conference where he heard me talk about my
goals for translational criminology. One
element of this concept particularly resonated
with him — building working relationships
between academics and practitioners. “Upon
leaving the conference,” he wrote, “I pondered
what role I could play in your quest.” He
decided to issue a challenge to his criminaljustice students: Conduct a field study on a
problem faced by the local police
department. The students undertook a study of
motor vehicles thefts, a large problem in their
locale — and, a few months later, they
presented their findings to the police chief and
the city manager. “This study will
generate additional much-needed research on
behalf of the . . . community,” the professor

John H. Laub received his B.A. from the University
of Illinois, Chicago, and his M.A. and Ph.D. in
Criminal Justice from the State University of New
York at Albany. Before coming to NIJ, Dr. Laub was
a Distinguished University Professor in the
Department of Criminology and Criminal Justice at
the University of Maryland, College Park. He has also
served as a Visiting Scholar in the Institute for
Quantitative Social Science at Harvard University
and was the Editor of the Journal of Quantitative
Criminology for five years. From 2002 to 2008, he
was a member of the Committee on Law and Justice
of the National Academies of Science. Dr. Laub has
also coauthored two award-winning books: Crime in
the Making: Pathways and Turning Points Through
Life (Harvard University Press, 1993) and Shared
Beginnings, Divergent Lives: Delinquent Boys to Age
70 (Harvard University Press, 2003).
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A Conversation with The Serial Killer Whisperer
RW: What made you decide to first start writing
to serial killers?
TC: I decided to start corresponding with serial
killers when I was at my psychologist’s office.
He told me, I needed a “hobby.” I’d always had
an interest in the criminal mind, so figured I
would try to reach out to these killers. Most of
them responded quite favorably.
RW: And, how many serial killers would you
say you’ve written to over the years?
TC: In total, I’ve corresponded with thirty-six
different serial killers and murderers.
RW: After reading the book, it seems as though
you were able to speak to some of these serial
murderers on the phone? How did this first
happen, and how often do they call?

Tony Ciaglia

TC: Harvey Carignan [The Want-Ad Killer] was
the first serial killer to call me. Then, Arthur
Shawcross [The Genesee River Killer] started calling
me. Generally, to speak to these convicted killers
on the phone, I first have get to know them by
writing many letters and receiving many letters in
return. As our relationship grows stronger, I
eventually ask them to put my number on their
phone list. My number then has to be ok’ed by
the prison, and then I set up an account with my
phone company. Once my phone number gets
approved, the inmate can call me collect.
Generally, these killers call me about once a
week. But, Kenneth Bianchi [one of the Hillside
Stranglers] usually calls me two or three times a
week. He’s a tad bit needy.

Recently, I read a fascinating book titled, The Serial
Killer Whisperer. The book, written by Pete Earley, The
New York Times bestselling author of the The Hot
House, tells the story of Tony Ciaglia. As a fifteen-yearold, Tony met with an accident and suffered a horrific
head injury. He was pronounced clinically dead three
times but managed to somehow survive the tragedy.
Years later, Tony began writing to serial killers on a
whim. He discovered that the traumatic brain injury
that made him an outcast to his friends allowed him to
emotionally connect with some of the most notorious
serial murderers. Many of the killers opened up to Tony,
even calling him their “best friend.” Tony used his
special gift to assist investigators from the National
Center for Missing and Exploited Children in solving
cold cases. I recently caught up with Tony to ask him a
few questions.
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research for my book. She liked to call me
her son, and whenever she would talk about
Ken Bianchi, she’d refer to him as “Kenny.”
For a while, I stopped writing Ken Bianchi
because his lies became too much to handle.
But, now we’re back on speaking terms.

RW: Did you ever have a falling out or
disagreement with any of the serial killers?
TC: Yes, over the years I’ve had a couple
different disagreements with a few of these
individuals. Sometimes they are very
unreasonable. There’s one thing you have to
remember when dealing with them. They have
nobody and most of them, especially the serial
killers, are locked down 23 hours a day. So, I’m
never afraid to let them know when they’ve
crossed the line.

RW: That’s very interesting. And, how
were you able to get these serial killers to
reveal so much to you?
TC: Well, for one thing, I’m very open and
honest with them. I never try to con them.
Instead, I try to get to know them all as
people. I don’t believe that anyone is born a
monster. These people were made. I let
them into my world. I sent them pictures of
my girlfriend and my family. I became their
best friend and wrote to most of them for a
couple of years before I even attempted to
ask about their crimes.

RW: Do you have an example of this?
TC: Well, once Ken Bianchi asked me what the
title of my book was, and I told him that it was
titled, The Serial Killer Whisperer. First, he acted
like a child and said, “Oh, no, Tony, you can’t
put me in that book.” Bianchi still maintains his
innocence, even though he was convicted by
overwhelming evidence. After he tried pleading
with me, he tried another strategy. His voice
changed to what probably can be called his
“Hillside Strangler” voice, and in an almost
threatening and sinister way, he told me not to
use his name. But, I told him “Ken, you were
convicted of being a serial killer, and your name
is going to be mentioned in the book.”

RW: Of all the serial killers you’ve talked to,
who would you say you developed the most
rapport with?
TC: This is a tough question because so
many of them opened up to me. I will give
you a few names that I’d have to say I
probably developed the biggest rapport with.
Arthur John Shawcross, Joe Metheny [the
Cannibal Killer], David Gore [one of the
Killing Cousins],Harvey Carignan, and Doug
Clark [one of the Sunset Strip Killers]. I
connected so well with these individuals
because they trust me. I have never lied to
any of the inmates I’ve connected with.
Even in my book, The Serial Killer Whisperer,
I never tried to throw any of them under the
bus.

RW: Bianchi is probably the textbook example
of an organized serial killer. How long have you
been corresponding with him?
TC: I’ve been writing to him for years. I have
hours and hours of taped conversation with him
and several hundred letters. He’s also an
excellent artist and has given me several pieces.
But, Ken is the ultimate con artist. I became
very close with his mother, even paying her a
visit in Rochester, NY, while I was doing
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RW: Many of the individuals you
corresponded with discussed grisly crimes,
including rape and murder. Yet, after reading
the book, it seemed evident that you avoided
judging them. How were you able to stay so
objective and essentially befriend people that
most of us would find to be utterly repulsive?

negotiating to get the rights to shop it to the
cable networks.
RW: Why do you think so many serial killers
are able to get married from behind bars?
TC: It troubles me that so many women choose
to marry serial killers. I have spoken with quite
a few of these women. For example, I recently
talked with the wife of Elmer Wayne Henley.
Henley and his accomplice, Dean Corll [the
Candy Man], participated in multiple murders in
Houston during the early 1970s. Anyway,
Wayne called me just a few months ago to let me
know he got married. I’ve spoken to his wife
several times. When she talks about how great
Wayne is, I just have to bite my tongue. I think
a lot of women like to use these men to try and
get their name in the press. You can also look at
it from another point-of-view; perhaps, these
women were once in a physically or sexually
abusive relationship. To them, having an insideoutside relationship with a prisoner is an ideal
situation. They know their man isn’t going
anywhere. These women likely have some
serious control issues. Future research is
warranted in this area.

TC: There is no question that the crimes these
men [and women] have committed are heinous.
Still, I try not to judge them because I don’t feel
it’s my job or position to do so. They’ve already
been judged by a jury of their peers, so why
should I throw a label on them? I’d rather try
and get to know them and learn from them.
There’s a reason why they made the choices
they did. A person who’s functioning correctly
doesn’t wake up in the morning and decide to
just go kill somebody. When I died three times
on July 23, 1992, I had an out of body
experience. I went somewhere beautiful, and I
spoke to a force that I believe to be God. He
gave me a second chance at life. I know there’s
an afterlife, and I know that these men are going
to have to stand before a higher power, and they
will be judged again. Also, I’m very spiritual
and pray, often every day, for all the victims of
crime and their families and friends as well. My
faith guides me and allows me to do what I do.
RW: Very cool. And, I understand that you
are working on a television series based upon
your experience.
TC: Correct. NBC optioned the rights for a
pilot based on my life. It was a fictional work
written by Judy McCreary who is a contract
writer for "Law and Order SVU." However, it
didn’t make this pilot season, which often
happens. But I believe the story is probably
better suited for cable. Presently, I am

Tony Ciaglia lives in Las Vegas, Nevada. He can be
reached at the following website:
http://www.tonyciaglia.com
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Mein Schloss, bitte: Confessions of a
Monolingual Comparativist
“Lingua con salsa verde”—linguini with green
sauce, I assumed. The waiter, experienced serving
Americans, looked at me and pointed to the tip of
his tongue. I took that to mean that the sauce was
going to be spicy and nodded that I understood
and was sticking with my order (okay, so I’m not
so good with universal sign languages either). He
shrugged and went off to place my order with the
kitchen. Those of you better versed in the Latin
base of languages than I obviously am, won’t be
surprised that my plate held some flat slices of
meat with a pesto sauce in the middle. I took a
bite and thought it tasted a bit like liver, but even
with the sauce it certainly wasn’t spicy. I made it
through about two slices of the meat when my
wife couldn’t keep quiet any longer and said “It
sure looks like tongue.” I had become increasingly
suspicious that it wasn’t liver, but wasn’t
interested in guessing what it might be instead.
She was, of course, exactly right and I
immediately promised myself that henceforth
should any waiter anywhere in the world point to
a body part after I order an item I will
immediately change my order. That, of course, is
much easier than learning Italian or any other
language.

AROUND THE WORLD

Philip Reichel*

Can a person who speaks only one language

reasonably have comparative criminal justice as
a primary field for his or her academic
endeavors? Yes! If the question were rephrased
to read “should,” my response would be less
certain—but still a “yes.” The results can be
embarrassing, such as the time in Germany
when I proudly approached the hotel’s front
desk where my wife and I were staying and said
in my Rossetta Stone German: “Mein Schloss,
bitte" (my castle, please), rather than the more
appropriate and intended "Mein Schlüssel, bitte"
(my key, please). The clerk, smiling, kindly gave
me my room key without comment.

Unfortunately, I could go on with other
examples. But my objective in this column is
simply to explain some of the techniques I have
used over the years to engage in comparative
studies despite my self-imposed language
limitation. I decided to have this topic as one of
my column themes upon recalling a conversation
a few conferences ago with a graduate student
who wanted to do comparative research but was
concerned that he would have to restrict his

On the other hand, I’ll take being
embarrassed over being hungry—because that
too has been a result of my limited language
skills. At a restaurant in Florence, Italy
(recommended for lunch by traveler Rick
Steves), my wife selected a spaghetti dish from
the Italian language menu. I indicated to the
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one might assume. I was surprised, for example to
different…Unlike adult drug court…where
read that scholars do not necessarily agree that
participants are motivated by avoiding jail time
competence in the native language of a research
and/or criminal convictions…, for parents involved
site is necessary or even desirable (Barrett &
in FTDCs, the primary motivation…is being
Cason, 2010, p. 18). Sometimes, one argument
reunified with [their] children.”
goes, the time and energy to acquire language skills
may be better spent collecting other types of data.
A study that compared parents in FTDCs
Further, when discussing this issue with an
with parents whose cases were processed through the
anthropologist colleague, I was directed to some
traditional welfare system found that FTDC parents
sources pointing out that even after years of
were more likely to enter treatment, they entered
language preparation, ethnographers express
treatment in a more-timely manner, they stayed in
frustration at finally gaining access to an event or
treatment longer, and they were more likely to
interview and still not having complete verbal
complete treatment (Green, et al., 2007; Worcel, et
comprehension of what is said (e.g., Haanstad,
al., 2008).
2006, p. 231). Other ethnographers write about
having little understanding of what is occurring
Particularly relevant here is the finding that
even with excellent language competence (e.g.,
FTDC parents were also more likely to be reunified
Simon, 2006). So, with support from some
with their children. The results also indicate,
ethnographers and others, I would like to mention
however, that time to permanent placement
a few techniques I have used in my attempt to
increased for FTDC children, which is contrary to a
understand and explain to others some aspects of
primary goal of the Adoption and Safe Children Act
the justice system in a variety of counties.
of 1997.
The most basic technique for gathering
Conclusion
information about the laws and justice agencies in
another country is the same as one would use
FTDCs any
attempt
to balance
parental rights
when starting
research
endeavor—a
with
the
safety
of
children.
Once
children
are
comprehensive literature review. My initial
removed
their parents’
custody, the
countriesfrom
of interest
when beginning
myfocus of
state
and
federal
laws
is
to
reunite
children
with
their
comparative studies were the Soviet Union
and
parents.
Butboth,
if children
cannot
bereports
safely returned
Japan. For
I relied
on the
of others
home,
parental
rights
may
be
terminated
to allow
who had conducted research that included
the for
adoption
permanent
placement.
FTDCsinare
criminal and
law,apolice,
courts,
or corrections
those
more
successful
at
reunification
than
traditional
countries. Sometimes, though not often, the
child
welfare
interventions
when
substance abuse
is
studies
were by
sociologists
or criminologists
(not
associated
with
child
abuse
and
neglect.
too many criminal justice scholars back in those
Rehabilitating
substance-abusing
can be in
days). More often,
I found usefulparents
information
time-consuming,
and it may
be advisable
to be
anthropology, political
science,
and business
flexible
with
procedural
deadlines
associated
with
sources—frequently by native speakers or by
permanency
when,Today,
in the even
authors withplanning
languagedecisions
competence.
judgment
of
FTDC
decision
makers,
parents
though there is now a considerable amountare
of
making
progress
toward
reunification.
material provided in the criminology and criminal

study
to English-speaking
countries
1993; Goldman,
et al., 2003).
Childrensince
with English
is
his
sole
language.
While
agreeing
that
being bisubstance abusing parents also experience longer
or
multi-lingual
can
be
of
considerable
advantage
foster care placements and are the least likely to be
for
comparative
research,
told him and
thatShultz,
I did not
reunified
with their
parents I(Gregoire
think
it
was
crucial.
I
suggested
that
he
probably
2001).
could expand his scope beyond the Englishspeaking
worldand
andSafe
haveFamilies
a productive
The Adoption
Act ofand
1997
valuable research agenda for years to come. We
chattedThe
informally
about
how Children
that can Act
happen,
Adoption
and Safe
of 1997
but
it
was
only
when
I
began
writing
this
column
(P.L. 105-89) built upon case law (e.g., Meyers v.
that
I put my
reasons
in a more
succinct
So,
Nebraska,
1923)
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law (42
U.S.C.form.
§ 671;
for that
graduate
student to
and
anyonechild
else safety,
hesitant
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96-272;
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improve
to
engage
in
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justice
studies
because
promote permanent home placements, and support
of limited
language skills,
I offer
broad
family
preservation.
It reduced
theatime
in which
justification
for
the
monolingual
comparativist
permanency placement decisions were made for
then provide
a few from
suggestions
for to
studying
the
foster
care children
18 months
12 months.
justice
system
of
countries.
Courts were to determine whether a child would
return home, reside with adoptive parents, or be
My intention here is not to discourage the
placed in an alternative housing arrangement.
learning other languages. I truly regret not
Judges were to also initiate court proceedings that
continuing my high school Spanish or my college
would result in the termination of parental rights if
French. I do plan to continue my Rosetta Stone
parental rights associated with a sibling had been
German, but not with any realistic plans of ever
involuntarily terminated or parents were previously
having useful conversations with German police
found guilty of maltreatment or homicide of a
or Austrian judges in their native language. It is
sibling. The number of foster care placements
also important to note that I am approaching this
increased from 302,000 in 1980 to 400,000 in 1990.
topic from a “monolingual in English”
In the year 2000, the number of foster care
perspective—and that in itself presents certain
placements increased to 544,000 (Swan and
biases. As a colleague pointed out a few months
Sylvester, 2006), but fell to 408,000 in 2010—a
ago, there are successful scholars (including
number similar to that observed in 1990 (Child
comparativists) who are monolingual in a
Trends, 2012).
language other than English. Her specific example
was L’Association internationale des
Evaluation Research and Family Treatment Drug
criminologues de langue française (AICLF, see
Courts
www3.unil.ch/wpmu/aiclf/), which consists of
criminologists from Africa, Belgium, France,
FTDCs are modeled after adult drug courts
Quebec, etc., who only speak, read, and publish
(for an excellent summary of research findings see
in French.
Francis, et al., 2008). Yet, as Worcel, et al. (2008, p.
428) deftly
point out,comparative
“Although FTDCs
arein the
Conducting
research
modeled
after
adult
drug
courts,
the
context
andan
native language must certainly be considered
consequences
of non-compliance
arethe
quite
advantage. But
not necessarily to
extent that

28

Volume XXXVII, Issue 4

September 2012

justice literature, I try to be just as diligent in
checking the literature in other disciplines—
including those that may be less obvious, such as
communication studies, geography, and
medicine.

and watch some of the day’s activity despite being
unable to communicate with the friendly officers.
The time-honored tradition of relying on
family and friends is also quite useful. My wife
speaks German—and has been quite helpful on
several occasions—but I have mostly relied on
English-speaking colleagues at universities
around the world. The willingness, eagerness
even, of scholars and practitioners to explain how
their system operates (and to discuss differences
with the American system) never ceases to amaze
me. My next column will discuss some ways to
find opportunities for collaboration, so here I
simply note the importance of networking as a
way to gain access and understanding when
gathering information about justice agencies and
procedures.

As my interests expanded to include other
countries, I relied increasingly on translations.
We have all seen examples of humorous signs
where well-intentioned attempts to provide
information to English-reading tourists ends up
conveying an unintended message. Fortunately,
many governments around the world are now
providing English translations of their criminal
laws and laws of criminal procedure (see
www2.lib.uchicago.edu/~llou/foreignlaw.html)
and the result allows us to be a bit more confident
in the content’s accuracy. Similarly, it is not
unusual to find ministries of justice that include
an English page describing the country’s police
(e.g., Italy’s Carabinieri at
www.carabinieri.it/Internet/Multilingua/EN/de
fault.htm), judicial system (e.g., Finland’s at
www.oikeus.fi/8108.htm), or penal system (e.g.,
Japan’s www.moj.go.jp/ENGLISH/CB/cb01.html). Just because the translation is provided
on a government site does not mean it is accurate,
of course. But my point is that there are more and
more ways to find information about another
country’s laws and justice system even if one
cannot read that country’s official language.
Probably the most appealing aspect of
comparative research is the opportunity to visit
other countries and meet scholars and
practitioners in those countries. Maybe the
opportunity is no more than being able to sit and
watch. I had that experience when I took a day
trip from Vienna to Bratislava and stopped in a
Bratislava police station. The three police arm
patches I brought with me from Colorado police
departments provided enough of a good will gift
that I was able to enjoy a brief stay in the station

A final technique is similar to benefiting
from family and friends, but is more accurately
described as relying on the kindness of strangers.
On many occasions I have prepared a description
of the roles or agencies of a country’s legal system
as I understood them to be from my reading of
other sources or of English translations from, for
example, government web sites. Sometimes the
result just didn’t make sense or it contradicted
information from another source. To get
clarification, I have written scholars in that
country and asked them to read the paragraph or
two (never anything very lengthy) to see if my
summary was essentially correct; and, if not, to
help me understand better how it actually works.
Finally, I must acknowledge that there are
reasons beyond limited language skills for why a
person might be hesitant to engage in
comparative and cross-national research. To list
only a few, it can be expensive (although
legitimate tax deductions while travelling aboard
provide an attractive counterbalance), it can place
one in uncomfortable situations (although
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no more so than does domestic ethnography on
crime and deviance), and it can be inconvenient
(lengthy sabbaticals and research trips abroad may
mean extended time away from family and friends).
But, as Gertz and Myers note, “The inherent value
of cross-national research makes it incumbent upon
criminal justice scholars to find ways to overcome
unavoidable problems” (1992, p. 57). Even, I would
add, if it means the occasional embarrassing
moment or leaving your lunch unfinished.
References
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Meet Your 2012-2013 ACJS Executive Board

2012 -2013 ACJS Executive Board: Standing from left to right: Trustee-at-Large Philip Reichel (University of Northern
Colorado), Region 2 Trustee Alexis Miller (Northern Kentucky University), Region 5 Trustee David Mueller (Boise State
University), Trustee-at-Large Jill A. Gordon (Virginia Commonwealth University), Region 1 Trustee L. Edward Day (Penn
State Altoona), Trustee-at-Large Nicole Piquero (University of Texas at Dallas), President Craig Hemmens (Missouri State
University), Region 3 Trustee Brad Smith (Wayne State University), Immediate Past President Melissa Barlow (Fayetteville
State University), Treasurer David F. Owens (Onondaga Community College), 1st Vice President James Frank (University of
Cincinnati), and 2nd Vice President Brian Payne (Georgia State University). Not pictured: Secretary Roslyn Muraskin (C.W.
Post Campus of Long Island University) and Region 4 Trustee David Montague (University of Arkansas at Little Rock).
_____________________________________________________________________________________________________

A Note from Editor Robert M. Worley
I would first like to thank all of the scholars who contributed their important work to this issue. Thanks very for
making my job as Editor so enjoyable. Also, I am pleased to announce that the upcoming November issue of ACJS
Today will be a themed issue and shall pertain to criminal justice education. And finally, I am interested in the
possibility of having an Oscar-themed issue in March of 2013, where contributors write scholarly analyses of recent
films which have won Academy Awards. If you would like to participate, kindly send me an email with your idea.

31

Volume XXXVII, Issue 4

September 2012

we have held a meeting in some particular city. This
may also prove a handy tool to assist in the planning
for future conference locations as well.

GREETINGS!
I hope this issue of ACJS
Today finds everyone
well and the new
academic year is off to a
great start. Keep in mind
that the annual meeting in
Dallas, next March,
Willard M. Oliver*
where we will celebrate
th
the 50 Anniversary of ACJS, is fast approaching.
So, turn in those abstracts, secure your hotel
reservation, and get ready to enjoy some Texas
hospitality next March.

So, for this month’s ACJS Historian’s
Corner, I wanted to share the list of all 50 conference
locations, from the first in Pullman, Washington,
which was really intended as a celebration of V.A.
Leonard’s retirement but (somewhat by design)
became the first Annual Meeting of the International
Association of Police Professors (IAPP), to the 50th
anniversary of ACJS to be held next year in Dallas,
Texas. Enjoy the trip down memory lane and I look
forward to seeing all of you in Dallas.

Speaking of the 50th Annual Meeting of
ACJS, while conducting research on the Academy
for the forthcoming History of ACJS, I came across
an early issue of ACJS Today, which had a short
article detailing the location of past conferences (no
doubt the work of a young Vince Webb, my current
Dean, who was editor of ACJS Today at the time). I
liked the idea for I will often talk with colleagues
and refer back to the conference in Louisville (my
first) or Orlando (I brought the kids) and we’ll then
try to remember what year that particular conference
took place (1997 & 1999, respectively). The article
in the early 1980s, provided the complete list of
years and conference locations as a reminder of
where ACJS has held its Annual Meetings.
Needless to say, since ACJS had not even celebrated
its 20th anniversary, the list was short, but it was a
handy tool to help remember our past. A complete
list of past meetings is also a good way to judge
where we have been and how long it has been since

Past Conference Locations:
1963 Pullman, WA
1964 Los Angeles, CA
1965 East Lansing, MI
1966 Farmington, NY
1967 St. Louis, MO
1968 San Francisco, CA
1969 Atlanta, GA
1970 Seattle, WA
1971 Chicago, IL
1972 Boston, MA
1973 Omaha, NE
1974 Reno, NV
1975 Atlanta, GA
1976 Dallas, TX
1977 San Mateo, CA
1978 New Orleans, LA
1979 Cincinnati, OH
1980 Oklahoma City, OK
1981 Philadelphia, PA
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I hope you enjoyed the trip down memory
lane. We are all part of a truly amazing
organization!

Past Conference Locations (Continued):
1982 Louisville, KY
1983 San Antonio, TX
1984 Chicago, IL
1985 Las Vegas, NV
1986 Orlando, FL
1987 St. Louis, MO
1988 San Francisco, CA
1989 Washington, DC
1990 Denver, CO
1991 Nashville, TN
1992 Pittsburgh, PA
1993 Kansas City, MO
1994 Chicago, IL
1995 Boston, MA
1996 Las Vegas, NV
1997 Louisville, KY
1998 Albuquerque, NM
1999 Orlando, FL
2000 New Orleans, LA
2001 Washington, D.C.
2002 Anaheim, CA
2003 Boston, MA
2004 Las Vegas, NV
2005 Chicago, IL
2006 Baltimore, MD
2007 Seattle, WA
2008 Cincinnati, OH
2009 Boston, MA
2010 San Diego, CA
2011 Toronto, Canada
2012 New York, NY
2013 Dallas, TX

Also, just as a friendly reminder, please feel
free to send me any photos you may have for
possible inclusion in future issues of ACJS Today.
You may mail the photos to my attention at Sam
Houston State University, College of Criminal
Justice, PO Box 2296, Huntsville, TX 77341. Or
you may e-mail them to me as an attachment at
woliver@shsu.edu. In the meantime, I hope
everyone has a pleasant and productive Fall
Semester and look forward to seeing you at the
Conference in Dallas.

*Willard M. Oliver, Ph.D., is a Professor of
Criminal Justice at Sam Houston State University,
as well as Past President and Regional Trustee of
the Southwestern Association of Criminal Justice.
Professor Oliver holds a doctorate in Political
Science from West Virginia University and has
published in journals, such as, Criminal Justice
Review, Journal of Criminal Justice Education,
Police Quarterly, and the American Journal of
Criminal Justice, among others. Professor Oliver
has written or coauthored several books including,
A History of Crime and Justice in America, 1st and
2nd Edition, with Dr. James F. Hilenberg.
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