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Critical Criminology and the Mainstream:
Issues in Publishing Critical Scholarship

This article is an edited discussion taken fromdtigcal crimi-

nology list-serve, that was spawned by Bruce Arsgarticle

“Critical Criminology’s Discontent: The Perils ouBlishing and
the Call to Actiori The Critical Criminologist10(1): 10-13. The
contributors here were Bruce Arrigo, Ellen LeichtmaRay
Michalowski, Steve Russell, Martin Schwartz, anff ¥alker.

Stuart Henry did editing and assembling.

Jeff Walker:

Although swamped, something led me to put asidevark
and read Bruce Arrigo’s essay on publishing. mkht is right on
point and something that all of us in the Divis&hould consider.
| want to make three points about Bruce’s positioan attempt
to support and extend his call to action.

| think that Bruce is correct concerning the c¢hdl effect of
publication of critical manuscripts. Why would eofessor sub-
ject herself or himself to abuse and rejectionhe hands of

that change. Bruce correctly points out that hea$, Dragan
(and many others) have been editors or on theraditwoards of
many journals. That is great, and it is somethivag | believe we
must do more of if we are to begin to effect changs editor of
the Journal of Criminal Justice Educatiofnot prestigious but
certainly mainstream), | made it a point to pubkshmany criti-
cally oriented manuscripts as | could. Grantedrehvere not a
lot of manuscripts that were submitted where th@icghwasHu-
manity and Societpr JCJE but | did work to publish articles
concerning persons of color, gender, etc. Alsgjamce at the
current editorial board reveals the names of M&thwartz,
Gregg Barak, Mike Lynch and Barbara Sims. | bai¢hvat we
must take up this mantle and begin to work to bexeditors of
mainstream journals where we can have a substanfiaence
on the publication of divergent philosophies. Wiondl we have
editors ofCriminology, Justice Quarterly and other prestigious
journals? If we have a call to action, why notadl to real ac-

Criminology reviewers when we know that there is little chance tion?

that the article will be accepted (literally ordigtively)? 1 think
there is a latent issue that is also important .he@ne reason
critical scholarship is not accepted in prestigipusrnals is be-
cause it often criticizes mainstream thoughts aedries. | don't
think that is the only issue, though. As the lafesstorm over

the editorship oASRshows, there is a serious prejudice agains journals.

works that are not highly empirical, obsessive-culsipely
methodological, AND based on a rigid theoreticaniework.
Although much critical analyses are based on sabadry, and
some are fairly empirical, we often get hammeredédyewers
because all three are not present at the leveuechrof the secon-
dary data analysis that is eminently publishablerbeans noth-
ing. This is not a call for us to begin to mimietworks we see
in the journals (although we would certainly ben&fhm empiri-
cal and testable support for some of the well thbwgt theories)
as much as it is an echo of Bruce’s call to worlkchange the
editorial philosophy of some of these journals. e Theality is,
though, that we can’t sit around and bitch among@ues about
the problem; and public, confrontational protestslkely to fall
on deaf ears. We must begin to work within theéeaypsto change
it, either by altering what we attempt to get psindid, by becom-
ing a part of the decision making process or bdthis brings me
to my next point.

If we are to truly begin to change the views o thain-
stream journals, we must position ourselves toltle to effect

The last point is the issue of what this meansCutical
Criminology, the journal? Granted, it is a journal for us by us
but the nature of journals is that those that hamiilt-in mem-
bership (it comes with an association membershigyeha
broader readership and typically become the mosstigious
It just may be that, if we can establstd maintain a
journal such a<Critical Criminology, it can become more than
one more mouthpiece for the left. If we show “thettmat we
accept their contributions to “our” journal, there wnay be on
firmer footing when we request publication of “owwork in
“their” journals. | strongly support Bruce's argemts and call
for action including and beyond what he has progose

Marty Schwartz:

| have been asked to go more public with a versiocom-
ments | have previously made privately.
1. One can take a rather broad perspective omptbldem. This
is not a criminology problem, but one that affemtsiology, psy-
chology, political science, economics, history,. elOne excep-
tion is English literature, which has had a slighdifferent his-
tory, especially with postmodernism. One of thasmns is that
academics from Duke, NYU, Berkeley, Chicago, eteremoing
the publishing. Like it or not, that will coloretdecision of many
editors.

(Continued on page 5)
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From the Editors...

At the risk of sounding like a National Public Ragledge
break... if you enjoy this newsletter, it is time taypdues to
ASC. Our apologies to those of you who have alreaaig up.
For the rest, this is the last issue you will reeef the newsletter
unless dues are paid soon. Dues have gone uptm%8der to
fund the journal, which Marty promises to have lie thand of
paid members by the end of the year. In the meantinere’s the
newsletter.

In addition to many good articles, there is quateit of
news about the division itself this month. Pleassdrthe message
from the Chair on page 3 for a report. Also, we lddike to start
an ACJS critical section that would share someuess with us
— see page 4 and contact Bob Bohm. The currentlegers
editors only have one issue remaining to produderéethey
hand of this task to another collective. If you améerested,
please contact Marty ASAP. Also, the journal iskiog for a
new editor and those interested should contactyMart

Substantively, this edition of the newsletter dols up on
an article in the last issue by Bruce Arrigo on Imliing critical
criminology in mainstream journals. Bruce inspieedinteresting
discussion on the division’s listserve that is egted here so it
can be more widely shared. We have shared listeieanges a
few times here because of the thoughtful and ertyegehanges,
but more happens than we reprint — so go to thesidivis
homepage and sign up for it.

Part of our hope in taking the editorship wasuespe inter-
national issues. In this spirit, Gregg Barak (wino€&last year’'s
Critical Criminologist of the Year) summarizes soafghe work
related to book on global crime he is editing (nsamipt is in
production). In addition, Noriyoshi Takemura regoon the ab-
sence of critical criminology in Japan and soméhefreasons for
it not being well developed. We thank him sincerfly taking
the time and effort to translate his ideas intolshgor us.

With another school shooting in the news, thedagionce
again (still?) a hot topic. Stuart Henry tackles tbpic by putting
some larger context and understanding on it. Hislaris drawn
from a longer one he wrote for an issue of AMNALS of the
American Academy of Political and Social Scieri8tlart was a
co-editor of that issue as well, so it is recomneghfbr research-
ers seeking a helpful but critical perspective.cilbhe last school
shooting occurred near Flint, Michigan, not too fiemm where

all the newsletter editors live and work. Flint imat Michael
Moore (filmmaker ofRoger & Me author ofDownsize Thig!
discusses the shooting, media coverage, race ditidpwith his
characteristic bluntness. This column is reprinted an email
letter circulating cyberspace.

Finally, Matthew Robinson discusses the relatigmabf
biological theories of crime causation and criticaiminology.
The paper developed from his experiences on a emktritical
guestions that were raised about biological theorite tries to
argue biology is important for an integrated untbarding of
crime and that critical criminologists need to cotnea better
understanding of biological theories.

Gregg Barak, Paul Leighton, Donna Killingbeck afud-
drew Pfeiffer all can be reached at the Departréi@ociology,
Anthropology and Criminology, Eastern Michigan Usisity,
Ypsilanti, Ml 48197. Phone 734/487 0012. Shortamtements
can be sent by e-mail to <SOC_Leighton@online.erailr

Stuart Henry is now the Director/Associate Dearinbér-
disciplinary Studies Program, College of LifeLongpdtning,
Wayne State University, 5700 Cass Ave, Detroit, MB202.
Phone (313) 577-4627; (313) 577-6566; fax (313)-8345.
Email: <Stuart.Henry@wayne.edu>.

The Critical Criminology Homepage is maintained Jisn Tho-

mas. It contains more information about the dornsalong with
links to a wide variety of data, current statistilegal resources,
political writings, teaching and mentoring inforneet, and the
Division’s parent organization — The American Sogieif

Criminology. http://sun.soci.niu.edu/~critcrim/

Division membership is available through Sarah Hatllthe
American Society of Criminology: 1314 Kinnear R8uite 214
Columbus, OH 43212. (There’'s also a membershim foe-
printed on p 21.) Subscription to the newsletternfon-members
is $10 yearly, available from Stuart Henry, whooatfgndles in-
formation about back issues.

Table of Contents

Marty Schwartz
From the Chair.........oooiiiicee e 3

Gregg Barak
Comparative Criminology ........cccooveviviiiviemmeere s 8

Noriyoshi Takemura
The Absence of Critical Criminology in Japan................ 11

Stuart Henry

Scope of School Violence...........oooo e, 13

Michael Moore

School Violence in Flint, Ml.........oooiiiieeee s 17
Matthew Robinson

Bio-Critical Criminology............ccooveeevrmmmeeeeenvenvieeeeeeeees 19
ASC Membership form [Pay your dues!] ..........ccceveeeeeen. 21
Call for Newsletter EAitors ............ccoeviimeeeeiiiiiieneee e, 22




The Critical Criminologist 3

Chair’s Message

The Division on Critical Criminology manages simultaneously texwmdting and frustrating. On the one
hand, it has done so many good things, and it continues to be one of the pwosinbdivisions in the ASC.
On the other hand, most of us see a lot of room for doing more.

Our first order of business is to get the journal straighteneahdpn order. | have been talking in detalil
with the editor ofCritical Criminology, Brian MacLean. As most of you know, some years ago we came up
with a bold idea for financing a refereed journal, which was shang financial failure. At the same time, it
was an intellectual success, and one which there is almost cerapkatimity that we should continue. Last
year, although there remain pockets of unhappiness, the Division votechelramgly to raise the dues dra-
matically in order to finance the journal. And, the turnout for the election was ataoreinary.

Now, we have to wait for people to vote with their checkbook. Thame toubt that we will lose some
members. This is unfortunate. There are very few places @h@ennual journal (let alone the quarterly we
hope to become) can be purchased for $20 or $25 a year (plus $5 to $fOdimidion dues and newsletter).
Yet, $30 membership to include a journal, a newsletter and division deras sgite high to many people. |
think that Brian MacLean is guilty of spoiling too many people blysglizing the division almost single-
handedly for too many years! My biggest challenge is to put th&ah back on its feet, paying its own way
without Brian and Dawn Currie paying our way through donated labor and donated goods.

| hope to have some word fairly soon from one of several commpuiéishers with whom | am negoti-
ating. Our absolute first priority is to put out Vol. 9 of the joyrmdlich Brian has assembled and promised.
This will be expensive, but one way or another it will go out toymrex who pays their 2000 dues. | person-
ally guarantee it. Our second order of business is to get the ljoyrea a permanent basis, with a publisher,
editor, etc. We have a very competent board this year, and a catmpgbtécations committee, so | will have
help in making these decisions. Volunteers for journal editor should contact me.

An essential order of business right now is to provide for a new famtiee newsletter. Since the very
beginning of this division the newsletter has been an essential part of our idemitgr Dragan Milovanovic,
it virtually WAS our identity for several years, with Brian MacLeanipgtthe newsletter out, and doing small
volumes of reprinted essays that provided the money to keep ts@digoing. More recently, the crew at
Eastern Michigan University has revitalized the newslettee néed a new home for it. Please see the adver-
tisement elsewhere in this newsletter and interested parties should costact

Bob Bohm should be reporting elsewhere in this issue on the board'srotia¢éive, which is to start a
critical criminology section in the Academy of Criminal JostSciences. We hope to avoid having anyone
pay dues to both sections, and to have members of one autométgcallnember of the other (assuming, of
course, that they are members of both organizations). Howevetsovbape to attract critical members of
ACJS who are not members of ASC, to broaden the audience for our jaunakewsletter, and our e-mail
discussion list.

Of course, our most important reason for being is to get togathtbe ASC meetings, mostly in a wide
variety of critical panels and workshops. We hope that you can all make ie#éinjsapd that you will all come
to our critical criminology evening social event.

Martin Schwartz
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DiViSion Heuss

DIVISION AWARD NOMINATIONS

The Critical Criminology Division of the America®ociety
of Criminology is calling for nominations for thedD@0 awards.
Nominations should include supporting documentasoch as
vita, samples of work (if relevant), and a detaib¢gkement justi-
fying the nomination.

MAJOR ACHIEVEMENT AWARD: Signifying singular contri
butions to the development of critical criminologgholarship or
pedagogy over time; or, contributions of an exaeql recent
accomplishment (major scholarship or something gticeally
innovative).

CRITICAL CRIMINOLOGIST OF THE YEAR AWARD: Rec-
ognizing a scholar who has symbolized the spirithef Division
in some combination of scholarship, teaching, andfervice
within the past year.

STUDENT PAPER RECOGNITION: Recognizing graduate anc

undergraduate papers that best exemplify the spfirthe Divi-
sion. Student papers may be sent via email on @&-DOS
compatible), or hard copy (FOUR COPIES REQUIRED).

All nominations should be sent to David FriedricBspt. of So-
ciology/Criminal Justice, University of Scrantorgr&nton, PA
18510-4605. <friedrichsd1@UofS.edu>

DEADLINES: OCTOBER 1, 2000

ASC DIUES REWMINDER!!

ASC wmewmbership is based on Bhe cdlendar
yedr sBarting davydry 1, so it is Biwme Go
pay dyes. 1€ you have nob pdaid dyes by
Way. you usill not receive the next issue
of Bhe neussletter! A wmembership form is
included ab the end of Ghis neussletier.

CRITICAL CRIM. SECTION OF ACJS

At the ASC meeting in Toronto, division membersiey
whelmingly supported the idea of creating a critm@minology
section in the ACJS (Academy of Criminal JusticeeBces). The
idea was for the ASC Critical Criminology Divisioand the
ACJS Critical Criminology Section to share membefficers,
dues, the newsletter, The Critical Criminologistddhe journal,
Critical Criminology. The ACJS critical criminologgection
would participate in the ACJS annual meeting jisbther sec-
tions do and as the critical division of ASC cuthgmoes (e.g.,
have meetings, social events, and participate @prtbgram).

Members would pay dues (now $30.00)tther the Divi-
sion or the Section and would be members of botbyiging
they were also members of both ASC and ACJS. Ofsepla
person could still be a member of either the Dornisor the Sec-
tion by being a member of either ASC or ACJS butmexessar-
ily both. Hopefully, the Division can increase mearghip and
resources through the strategy by adding membets axé not
members of ASC. Bob Bohm volunteered to organizeititia-
tive. If you will be attending the ACJS meetingNiew Orleans
in March 2000, and are willing to ask people tonsig petition
indicating that they would join a Critical Crimiragly section in
ACJS, please contact Bob at <rbohm@pegasus.cauef.e

Even if you don't help with the petitions, pleasenember
to sign one to show your support. If you are a memdf ACJS
and won't be at the meeting in New Orleans, pleasel Bob a
short note indicating your intention to join a i@ criminology
section of ACJS when it is established. Send nimtd3ob Bohm
at Dept. of Criminal Justice and Legal Studies
University of Central Florida
Orlando, FL 32816

Thanks for your help!
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(Continued from page 1)

2. Although Bruce is clear, others have not bexol@ar in deal-
ing with JQ. Be careful, this is the best journal so farriménol-

ogy to publish critical works. |
have an obvious vested interesi
saying this, having served as di
uty editor to Victor Kappeler, bt
the point remains that under b
Edna Erez and Victor femini

works were being published, a
Victor published postmodet
work.

3. One of the harder things to do is to differatetibetween ex-
cellent pieces that don't get published, and chap doesn't get
published. Bruce and Dragan are well aware of thasjng been
editors of journals that had a lot of lefty crajppsiitted. | believe
that Dragan once told me that he was rejecting 85%ubmis-
sions toHumanity & Societywhich means a lot of lefty stuff was
being rejected. But it wasn't because it was toad the left.

One problem is that we are dealing here with jolsrna

(such asCriminology, Law and Society Reviewith acceptance
rates along the lines of 8%. Under ANY circumstangetting
accepted will be difficult. There doesn't havebi an all out
conspiracy against non-empirical work to get rejdctut just a
slight prejudice. If you consistently rate in ttog 15% of sub-
missions, but not in the top 8%, you will get réget Top jour-
nals get 200 to 300 submissions a year. Regioméblsgy jour-
nals can get 125 a year. It is very importantifteentiate be-
tween articles that are rejected because theytajeod enough,
from articles rejected because they don't fit ppeeeived molds.

Dragan, Bruce and Stuart between them have mtictear
and books than the entire faculty of several medaimed col-
leges. So, it is obvious that they can get thimgislished. Why
can't they publish in the most prestigious jourdals

4. 1 am intrigued by Bruce's suggestion that weadeempirical
study and determine rates of publishing criticatickes. One
problem, of course, is to determine the rates dgssion of
critical articles.

More important, though, is to fight through theigh ques-
tions. What IS critical criminology? The journ@timinology;
for example, published as a lead article, a pigcddaly Miller,
who | consider the best junior feminist criminolsigin the U.S.
Does that count? Do the publications of Elliot s a left
realist count? How do we decide who is and is aatritical
criminologist? Then you get people like me -- rgtrything |
have ever done in my life should be counted agatitThere are
ways to deal with this in standard sociologicaksrsh methodol-
ogy. Have more than one "coder," check to seéetred at which
they agree with each other on the coding, etcll, 8li you can
come up with is the percentage of all articles jshigld that could
be considered critical. No doubt the editors wqukt claim that
they get few submissions, or that the submissigasnat good
enough. How can we respond to this?

Steve Russell.

Since this is the critcrim list, may | speak hgfesThe rise
of the electronic database as a research tool hasged the
shape of the playing field. It now matters moreatvthe title of
your article is than where it is published in terafsnfluencing
other researchers, which of course is why we plblis

t is very important to differentiate between

articles that are rejected because they aren't

good enough, from articles rejected because
they don't fit pre-conceived molds.

Let me talk about law, which | know best, but there
similar stories in the social sciences and, propattural sci-
ences. It used to be that how many people wowld y@ur arti-
cle was determined by the circulation of the lawie® where it
published. Here in my home state, the biggie Wwasas Law
Review and the second highest circulation would probaidy
Harvard Law ReviewThe other law reviews in Texas had high
circulation spots defined by location of alums, their support
was library subscriptions and law school subsidies.

Now, meatspace subscription numbers are pretijeirant.
They have gone down for all journals. One researeh®pic on
Lexis or Westlawor consults théndex to Legal Periodical®n
line. If a title is snappy enough, the researclidr open your
document. If your writing is compelling, the ressreer will read
your document, perhaps cite you, and you havebesbme part
of the national policy conversation through ancéetpublished in
thePodunk City College Journal of Antique StreetcawlLa

One case in point among many: In 1992, | publishédery
postmodern) article about family violence (as aislehfor dis-
cussing legal rhetoric) iBouth Texas Law Reviewhich | later
learned had the lowest circulation among the laviekes in
Texas (no longer true). Within a month, | had d fraim a pub-
lisher in New York who wanted to pay me for a rap(i let him)
and the article continues to be cited in the Idigalature almost
ten years later, most recently in an appellateiopithis year.

When people get their scholarly input from elecitodata
bases, it is the same number of keystrokes to aas journal
as another. What motivates those keystrokes issoms au-
thor, sometimes the title of the journal, but mofén the title of
the article. To sum up my heresy: | think we artrely too con-
cerned about getting into the big kids' sandboxe $Would be
putting prettier toys in our own, so they will waatplay with us.

Jeff Walker

Steve Russell is correct, | believe, about eleitralata-
bases changing the way research is read and citédnk there
are two limitations/issues for critical criminologhat militate
against this effect though.

First, it is my assumption that many of the ariim. publi-
cations are not indexed in the major computerizedexes
(Wilson Omnifile Sociofile etc.). Unlike théndex to Legal Peri-
odicals which | believe indexes almost all of the lawrjaals, it
is somewhat difficult to get social science jousnalkcluded in the
major indexes. This is something that we probatggd to ex-

(Continued on page 6)
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(Continued from page 5)

plore as an action item for having our work inclddemong the
mainstream journals.

A larger issue, though, is who would read the nigfe It is
my feeling that much of our material is marginatizey main-
stream researchers regardless of whether or ngthténee access
to it (exemplified by the number of "mainstreamin@nology
instructors who use nothing padlass, State and Crimas their
readings for crit. crim.). If that is true, themea getting our ma-
terial indexed may not create the effect we areitap for be-
cause, to many, if it is not in one of the prestigi journals, it
doesn't matter.

Steve Russell.
If Jeff's assumption above is correct, it is aangroblem.
| am not sure how to attack it, but it must beckéal. The larger
issue is important but, speaking here as an Indido has had
Indian policy marginalized on my own campus, théyahing
that overcomes prejudice is results. Prejudic®tsvulnerable to
argumentation, however eloquent
The reason for critcrim is
hope to show that more huma
policies can make our living spa
more livable. If we have a bett
description of reality than the mai
stream we will become the mai
stream provided policy wonks ha
access to our description. If we
not have a better description of re
ity, we deserve to be marginalize
(It may be apparent from the abc
that | pick the ideas fror
post-modernism that suit me.
have not swallowed it whole. | ¢

written from

recognize that to describe is to ¢ Stream  perspectives and/or
based on quantitative models

ate, but | maintain that there w
already something there to be 1

ibed. : :
scribed.) of inquiry
Ray Michalowski

| want to thank Bruce for, not only his article publishing

critical work, but for helping energize this dissim. | also want
to thank Marty for his comments, and to add a feaughts to
them.

1. Yes, we have to be careful to distinguish whatbfems are
specific to critical criminology, and what problemse inevitable
for any work that cuts against the grain of a dantrparadigm.
Reviewers and/or editors do not have to be hogtiward
“critical" work in criminology, or be part of a piao keep it out
of high profile journals, for little of it to appeaAll they have to
do is not understand the epistemology and the kgeof critical
work to find it "simply not argued at the appropeidevel” (a
guote from a review | received a few years ago).

Possible route to some amelioration: It can béulise sug-
gest a list of potential reviewers to the editorewtsubmitting to
a journal that does not normally publish work oé tiype being
submitted. Sometimes this works - if the editoofpen to multi-

ost manuscripts I have
reviewed are not ready
for publication at the time of
submission. Manuscripts writ-
ten from a critical criminology
perspective are typically fur-
ther away than manuscripts

ple perspective. If the editor does not, then thly of course
not listen, and may even actively seek reviewerswknto be
hostile to your work (don't ask how | know thisMy co-authors

and | have had experience in both directions, ladrly we have

benefited from having directed editors toward peopho might
be knowledgeable about the epistemological and rétieal

framework our work is based in.

2. Regarding quality: | have been reviewing maripss for both

high profile journals and what | would considereoft equally

good, but less sanctified ones for more years thwame to count.
This has led me to the following observations rdiey the mat-
ter of the relationship between quality and pubiara

a. Most manuscripts | have reviewed are not réadpub-
lication at the time of submission.
b. Manuscripts written from a critical criminolpgerspec-

tive are typically further away from being ready faublication
than manuscripts written from more mainstream pESpes

and/or based on quantitative models of inquiry.e Téasons for

this | suspect are:

() There is less of an agreed
upon standard for how to do criti-
cal work as compared to the
highly developed and relatively
rigid format for quantitative
work. This openness is good
from the standpoint of allowing
for creative critical exploration.
On the down side, when stan-
dards are unclear, it is easier for
people to believe they have met
them. 1 think this is why | have
reviewed a number of critical
articles whose intellectual rigor is
less than we would expect of a
paper ready for publication.
(I) Some critical work relies on
historical analysis and social sci-
entists tend to do bad history by
relying primarily and often un-
critically on secondary sources.
(111 The journal article format is often a bad fitr criti-
cal work. Historical, theoretical, and qualitatiaealyses
done well often requires more space than the stdnda
theory-methods-data-findings-conclusion "success
model" used for quantitative work. The forced tramc
tion of the development/presentation of criticaad and
analyses hurts the apparent quality of critical kvor
some cases.

c. Editors seem more likely to give outright réiemas,
rather than [revise and resubmits] to underdevelopstical
manuscripts than equally underdeveloped manusdtiptsfit the
guantitative model. This too, | think is relatedthe lack of clear
models for evaluating critical work. Without a atemodel it
becomes harder to see just how it could be "fixddihd that my
reviews of quantitative manuscripts, for instarteed to be 1--2
pages, while my reviews of critical manuscripts afien in the
2-5-page range. My own experience submitting werkhat few

(Continued on page 7)

more main-
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(Continued from page 6)

mainstream reviewers devote this much time to maipts
evaluation, meaning that an editor receives revithas recom-
mend less than outright publication, but littledance as to what
to tell the author to do. In that case rejectiendmes the path of
least resistance.

d. In my reviewing experience critical work thatrevised
and resubmitted is less likely to cross the thriesbapublication
than revised quantitative work. This is just ameegion of the
reason above: without clear directions of how tgnove the
work, it is harder to gratify reviewers on the sed¢go around. It
is also harder to revise critical work. It is muehsier to add
another statistical test, or respond to criticisrthpotential multi-
collinearity than to rethink an entire theoretiaaument so as to
make it more logical and/or clearer to the potémtimlience.

There's a theme here. Quantitative work is mow\liko get pub-
lished in higher profile journals than qualitativerk because:
there quantitative work can appear to be "provercbeding to a
paradigmatically established standard, and quamgtawork
(regardless of how critical the substantive implmas) does not
challenge the orthodox assumption of the naturéagt.” Which
brings me to another point.

| think part of the strategy is for critical cringlogists to
become more proactive as reviewers in the mainstijearnals.
Offer our services. Ask to be a reviewer on critimam articles
in our areas of expertise. Talk to editors. Thearmeople who
understand critical work, the more of it will belpished. But we
also have to be sure that we don't confuse satjdedith critical
criminologists with being uncritical of their workBut being a
critical analyst of the work of others carries amgs responsibil-
ity. We must actively help one another make ourkwhoetter,
rather than merely taking pleasure in pointing what's wrong
with each other’s scholarship.

Marty suggests we have a serious discussion alvbat
constitutes "critical" work. The discussion goioig here, so far,
seems to imply that quantitative work is, by defom, is not
critical. Or am | misreading things? If quaniiatwork is ex-
cluded from the idea of critical crim, it puts thand of politi-
cal-economic analyses done by people like Susals@eand me
outside the scope of “critical criminology." Isritcal” a code
word for qualitative and post-modernist modes ddlgsis only?
Or does it refer to forms of criminology that clesye the
taken-for-granteds of orthodox criminology fromeaitative per-
spectives that are not conservative/right-wing?

Marty Schwartz

In general, having been a reviewer in my careeof@r 30
academic journals and having had about 60 accegstaard 30 re-
jections of my own, | think that | am at least dfied to agree with
Ray virtually point for point. An excellent comniary.

| was just writing privately to someone else sistjgg that one
of the many problems is that few of us are rigdsotrained, or have
rigorous colleagues. As Ray suggests, in an frgltth unclear
boundaries, there are many who feel that they laagpsand clear
when they are not (I don't mean this to apply tagan and Bruce,
by the way). My students who have been successfulblishing in
top journals are the ones who have gone to the hesy graduate

schools, and have learned top rigor. They woideipartments with
very top senior scholars who critique their workobe it goes out.

Despite being radical feminists or socialist fest®i they still pub-

lish, get grants, etc. It is a bit harder thathdy were mainstream,
but it is being done. Most crim people (myselflied) went to

secondary schools and work in departments wittigataus schol-

ars. We suffer at a great disadvantage as comfzaradny abstract
empiricists.

Lately, | have been doing a lot of grant reviewfogthe Na-
tional Institute of Justice, and while | have vosisconfidentiality
about specifics, | can say that the overwhelmingpritga of grant
applications have terrible theoretical bases angrabl statistical
design. | think that if a crit person had a vdeactheoretical model,
with a plan for action that was crisp and soundjaitld be received
enough to be read carefully, if not by all reviesvilren certainly by
the NIJ staff. Of course, the debilitating thirgythat a certain
amount of the money goes out to whatever the ageanks is hot
and needs to be done, even if the methodologytigemg good. Of
course, it could be worse. | write from Australidere the conser-
vative federal government (confusingly named theetal Party) has
decided to fund the Lone Fathers Association togahelter houses
for battered men, because they are tired of fundimgen and want
to even up the score a bit.

EDITORS’ NOTE: More of this discussion will be ptéadl in the
next issue of the newsletter. Please contact yeufhave addi-
tional comments on the original article or thisadission that you
would like included in the next installment.

Directions for subscribing to the listserve areilabde on the
critical criminology homepage, whose address ipage 2.
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Comparative Criminology: A Global View

Gregg Barak
Eastern Michigan University

As an academic specialty, the study of comparatvess-
cultural crime and crime control is less than thiyears old. In
the late eighties, for example, Neuman and Ber@@8g) were
arguing that comparative crime theories were imneatand a
decade earlier Blazicek and Janeksela (1978: 23g wpro-
nouncing that the methods associated with the stfdgrime
control abound with "ambiguity, confusion and misusf the
term ‘comparative'." To be sure, there are stidrahtive views,
definitions, and theories of as well as approacbesomparative
crime and crime control. However, as the numberoofiparative
studies have grown, some clarity of purpose has lestablished
in the field. Then again, "transnationalists" lilkaul Friday
(1996), Jamieson, South, and Taylor (1997) or Jmap8/cki
(1998), some of whom argue that the nation-stat& idemise
and some of whom argue that it is obsolete, wooldtend that
before comparative criminology gets its act togettieat we will
have moved on to doing international and transnatieriminol-

ogy.

DOING COMPARATIVE CRIMINOLOGY

When | refer to comparative criminology or to @os
national study, | am referring to the systematid #reoretically-
informed comparison of crime and crime controlwotor more
cultural states as suggested by Beirne and Nelke@7). More
specifically, in our study the contributors andih&yed the insti-
tutional relationships of crime and crime contralr ffifteen
"nation-states" or countries (Barak, 2000). At pdrour global
analysis of crime and crime control, these coustwere grouped
into one of three classifications--Developed, Roaditional, and
Developing societies--based on their social, pallti and eco-
nomic development or integration into the 19th &@th centu-
ries'’ multinational corporatism and the emergingt2dentury's
lifestyle consumerism (Waters, 1995).

In these models, the traditional or less develogpadeties
(e.g., Third World, post-colonial, underdevelopadg character-
ized by "subsistence economies, underdevelopmemigerty,
social inequality, and authoritarian political negis" (Moaddel,
1994: 279). By contrast, the modern and develsoeikties are
characterized by market economies, industrialipatisustained
economic growth and development, mass affluencelinieg
inequality, and political democracy" (Ibid.) Inditlon, there are
also the transitional or trichotomous models of elepment,
which include a third grouping of societies somerghleetween
the traditional and the modern societies.

In between the developed core with its relatisggcialized
and mechanized development, higher profits andehmigiages,
and more skilled activities, and the less develgmeriphery with
its imposed upon productivity and lower profits,gea and skills,
are those regions of development which represertrediate
types of production. These "semi-periphery" nattate socie-
ties represent a third group of socio-economic &ifoms that

tend to "exploit" lesser developed nation-stateshefperiphery,
while they are subject to "exploitation" by the mateveloped
nation-states of the core. Trichotomous models exfetbpment
are sensitive to social change in general andearter-working
relationships within and between these particulamdk of
“countries in transition." To say the least, these dynamic
rather than static models, and they recognize rtqgitance of
the transitional or middle stratum societies whiggelopment is
uneven, present in some sectors of society anchafreen other
sectors.

For our analysis, if any of the developmentalcpse were
missing, including the presence of modern instingi and val-
ues, industrialization, rapid economic developmant] the dis-
solution of the traditional or repressive socialen, then the mid-
dle level classification of development was usdél.all of the
pieces were present, then the upper level claasdit of devel-
opment was used. If most of the pieces were ngsshen the
lower level classification of development was usédacordingly,
the organization of our study was as follows: tleveloped”
nations consisted of the United States, Germang, Wnited
Kingdom, New Zealand, Taiwan, and the Netherlatius;"post-
traditional” nations consisted of Ghana, Nigeriag dhe Navajo
Nation; and the “developing” nations consisted od#l, Poland,
Russia, Iran, China, and India.

Historically, cross-cultural research that embedée large
number of countries, typically employs national aggregated
data sets, such as the United Nations World Crinnweys, the
Comparative Crime Data File, INTERPOL, Correlaté£ame,
1960-1984, or the Human Relations Area Files (whiohtain
numerous data from different countries, past andsqmnt).
Whereas our study of fifteen nations sporadicatigorporated
findings from some of these sources, there was ystesatic
undertaking to apply these kinds of data sets tobasic inquir-
ies. Nonetheless, utilizing data that was asséssab made
available to them during their research expeditioh4998, our
researchers provided an array of empirical datarione and vic-
timization. They did so, however, not as invedtiga systemati-
cally collecting the same material for 15 natioatss, but as
members of a larger team asked to individually cmhdone na-
tion at a time, simultaneous research on crimecainte control.

The primary focus of our nation-state studies walso
"localized." In other words, these studies werenke historical
and concerned with telling the developmental ssooiecrime and
crime control for particular countries. What weeveloped were
rich narratives that describe contemporary crimg emime con-
trol, grounded not only in an historical account arsfme and
crime control for each country, but also in a ghodi of the na-
tion and its public perceptions of crime and cricoatrol. In dif-
ferent ways, these national studies were comparatithe sense
that they not only explored crime and crime coniroltwo or
more historical settings, but, at the same timey txamined
these relationships in terms of their changingtjoali, economic,
and social contexts.

Ideally, it has been my assumption that some kihthte-

(Continued on page 9)



The Critical Criminologist 9

(Continued from page 8)

grative macro/micro level of analysis of crime/dnails is prefer-
able to either/or macro versus micro analyses (Bdr@98). Nev-
ertheless, our cross-cultural comparative study weesdomi-
nately concerned with the historical records amdtteial devel-
opments of crime and crime control at the macranstitutional
levels (e.g., political, economic, social) of arssdy Moreover,
our comparative analysis moves back-and-forth betwtbe na-
tional and global perspectives, appreciating th@airrance of
locally changing conditions, such as ethnic diwgrgbopulation
growth, politicalization, urbanity, economic devahoent, mar-
ginality, inequality, and so on, as well as the amtgnce of the
developing process of globalization.

For each of the nations studied, the researchgmsed to
present reviews of the same essential materiatesd included:
(1) quantitative data provided on the trends amesraf crime and
victimization; (2) qualitative presentations on tiistorical devel-
opment of crime and crime control, incorporatingrafiling or
conceptual framework of the changina
demographics, politics, economics, and «
tural styles of living and consumption; (3
discussion on the general causes and
sponses to crime and on the circumstai

resisted such tendencies, keeping their punishreeimtmes in
line with their more welfare-oriented practicestioé post World
War |l period. Similarly, the former countries leasgtarted to
privatize some of their responses to crime, wherehs latter

countries have not. At the same time, all fouthefse developed
nations have been experimenting with restorativengoof justice

and with victim compensation schemes, not to mentther

forms of community law enforcement and correctiamsninis-

cent of some of the practices characteristic oft-fraslitional

countries. Unlike the post-traditional nationswewer, these
developed nations have also increased their slamed and
prosecutorial capacities, at the expense of libangy the expan-
sion of law and order.

In post-traditional societies like Ghana, the Navdation,
or Nigeria, there have been attempts to balancevaéhees and
practices of traditional and post-colonial formslafv enforce-
ment and adjudication. But the similarities of pdy and gross
inequalities in these peripheral societies expthemselves dif-
ferently in the various forms that their crimingliakes. At least

he expressions of crime and criminality
were more uniform between the types of

concerning legal and policy developmer NA@tions than were the responses to crime or

and (4) a speculative discussion on the fu
trends in crime and crime control.

TENTATIVE CONCLUSIONS

Even when dividing 15 countries into differentyattlassi-
fied nation-states as was done in our study, it stilisvery hard
not only to generalize about particular social atade formations
and their relationship with the patterns and treimdsrime and
crime control, but also to provide findings thaffidiévely re-
solved the theoretically raised questions abousiméarities and
differences in crime and crime control for our deped, post-
traditional, and developing nation-states. Nevéetde we could
conclude with relative certainty that both crimelamime control
are growing and expanding enterprises worldwidés Was gen-
erally true for developing, post-traditional, anevdloped coun-
tries. As found in our study and in other studisswell, as na-
tions and inequality develop, crimes against priypexpand
more rapidly than crimes against the person (Beam Nelken,
1997; Frate et al., 1993; Neapolitan, 1997; Newiaiath Berger,
1988). In many ways, the expressions of crime enmdinality
were more uniform between the three types of natihan were
the responses to crime or the expressions of aongol. That is
to say, trends in crime within and between theedéht kinds of
nation-states were more alike than were the tramdsime con-
trol and criminal justice (See also, Ebbe, 1996whian, et. al.,
1995).

For example, within the developed nation-statdslesahere
has been a great deal of “risk analysis,” “actla@mination,”
and “legal rationalization” of the criminal justicgystem, there
has not been clear-cut directions toward eithepréassive” or
“social” justice in general, or of trends in sertieig and punish-
ment in particular. So, on the one hand, we wiritke USA and
the UK experiencing tougher and longer sentencicigesies;
whereas, on the other hand, Germany and the Neatitzrlhave

the expressions of crime control

in part, this is a result of each nation’s uniqueremic relation-
ship with other countries of the core and semigiesiy. Hence,
the forms of crime that are manifested there valfyvas was re-
vealed by the self-abuse, battering, alcoholisnd, atfier forms
of domestic violence perpetrated among residenthefNavajo
Nation as contrasted with the vast amounts of graft corrup-
tion engaged in by the politicos and organized eriimterests,
alike, found in Ghana’s fledgling democracy and é¥ig's re-
pressive regime.

In the developing nations, there is even lessoamiity in
the expressions of crime and crime control, asethes/e varied
to the extent that the political, economic, andiaomstitutions
have been democratically freed from autocraticumdfmentalist
rule. In contemporary Iran, for example, just abeery kind of
non-conformist behavior is a crime, from etiquettal sin to ac-
tual violence against the person and thefts of gmtgp In most of
the developing nation-states, especially those ftbhen former
Eastern block nations, criminal “epidemics” revolv@®und hard-
to-get goods and services. In other words, in Rumsd Poland,
the underground economies compete head-to-headheitabove
ground economies, making it a situation where Istilserruption,
and other felonies and misdemeanors pay better ldgitimate
work or no work at all.

In sum, while there do seem to be trends andrpatté not
general laws, for the origins and developmentsrohe&, espe-
cially with respect to the production and reproducbf criminal
formations, the responses in crime prevention amihkcontrol
seem to be less uniform across nations. Comparettime,
crime control is more variable and subject to tleecpptions,
discourses, philosophies, and cultural attitudgsasficular socie-

(Continued on page 10)
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ties. But even these have begun to homogenizeidsneed by
the contemporary movements in Zero Tolerance, iallgblaces,
those countries with little crime, such as FinlarBut generally
responses to crime have ranged according to theimvayhich
nations view criminals and think about crime, pbnignt, and
society. In those societies like the United Stateshe United
Kingdom, where criminals are frequently viewed agemies,
they have been isolated and excluded; in otheresesilike the
Netherlands or the Navajo Nation, where criminaés\aewed as
vulnerable persons worth saving, they have beengdhtoback
into the community fold.

Finally, from a global point of
view, a negative outcome of the
thawing of East/West relations has
been the influx of conflict and
crime worldwide. During the past
decade, one consequence of the end
of the Cold War has been the inter-
national increase in transnational or
border crimes, especially those in-
volving the smuggling of goods and
services out from and into various
nation-states. For example, as late
as the 1980s, the majority of stolen
cars in the United States were hot-
wired for “joy riding” or for domes®™
tic “chop shops” to sell the disas-
sembled parts locally. With the
breakup of the Soviet Union, the
loosening of border controls across
Eastern Europe, and the opening up
of the “free market” in the early
1990s, the international demand for
stolen cars (as operating vehicles)
has increased and expanded worldwide. As a remutt,in less
than one decade, both the business of stealingaodrsf protect-
ing cars in the U.S., and elsewhere, has been ebetpltrans-
formed (Bradsher, 1999).

As we enter the 2century, the internationalization of mar-
kets in all kinds of criminal contraband, includingeapons,
drugs, sex, alcohol, tobacco, coffee, PCs, etd, the interna-
tional efforts to combat this activity, is but oitlastration of the
globalization of crime, surveillance, and contréet despite the
development of transnational crime, the bulk ofngj violent
and property, individual, organized, corporate,governmental
(state), is still usually confined within the geaghic boundaries
of the existing nation-states.

The author can be reached at SOC_Barak@online.eadich
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The Absence of Critical

Noriyoshi Takemura
Toin University of Yokohama, Japan

It is difficult to define what critical crimblogy is, who criti-
cal criminologists are and what the features aicad criminol-
ogy are. Even though it is not easy to answer thesstions, it is
clear that critical criminology has not developadlapan. In this
short essay, I'd like to show the absent stateiti€a criminol-
ogy in Japan.

HISTORY OF CRIMINOLOGY IN JAPAN

Taking a general view of the history of cmmliogy in Japan,
we find a tradition of translating foreign crimigjists. We can
broadly divide it into two periods: before and aft€orld War 1.
During the former period, a science of managemémpeoal in-
stitutions was developed ancillary to dogmaticcrfinal law,
and Japanese criminology was mainly influenced hyogean
psychiatry. During the latter period, it has inciegly been in-
fluenced by American sociology. Through the histofylapanese
criminology, however, our precursors have endealanainly to
introduce concepts and methodologies of foreigmicrdlogists
and, as a result, they did not develop their owrtiqadar crimi-
nology. Their main activities were translationdgrdroductions of
foreign books or articles. As a result, Japanes¢bdeks of
criminology have been no better than expanded eafitans of
white papers.

To my regret, the state of critical criminojo Japan is not
an exception. Up to now, some Japanese scholaks thiad to
translate and introduce works of critical crimingyo But in
many Japanese textbooks of criminology we see simbyt out-
lines and descriptions. Even worse, they fail tegkap with new
developments in critical criminology: postmodernngnology,
chaos theory and so on. When my book tittggistemology of
Crime and Punishmenwas published last year, some Japanes
scholars delightfully commented that it was thetfinonograph
of postmodern criminology in Japan. At presentsivery diffi-
cult to find critical criminologists in Japan thgiuthere are some
who are conducting research with critical perspesti Although
there have emerged some critical studies in tHdsfief legisla-
tion, criminal procedure, death penalty and soarrtte last two
decades, they are not critical enough to changedhservative
situation of criminology and criminal justice paofli;m Japan.

CONTEXT OF CRIMINOLOGY AND CRIMINAL JUSTICE
POLICY IN JAPAN

In order to activate and develop criticah@riology in Japan,
it is important to analyze reasons why criticalngriology has
not developed. There are many reasons for thiseggdvation.

First, Japanese society has been believéx teafe all over
the world despite lots of problems and victims. fEhleas been a
"safety-myth" in Japan and this myth has been lpwgioken
again and again by government and media. It appdalsensi-
tivities of people and made people blind to protdeshcriminal
justice system. As a result, people affirm theustafuo - includ-
ing present criminal justice policies.

Criminology in Japan

However, as many serious crimes have occuimectcent
years, it is said that the climate of crime sitoiathas strikingly
changed, and that "Europeanization and Americanizatof
crimes has emerged. In this situation, the govenirmed conser-
vative parties developed "law and order" campaasmade the
legislature pass many important bills which caneptally vio-
late human rights and freedoms. For example, laamat organ-
ized crimes widely permits police of wire tappingtheut strict
control. Japanese society has become an incregsugleillance
society.

In this situation, we also find a lack of critigis As for the
academic society and research conditions, manyoggrgment
officers and ex-bureaucrats become university peuafes after
retiring and teach conservative criminology. St ihot easy for
young scholars to get positions at universities.atldition, as
Japanese academic society is very conservatidegi not like to
accept young scholars who have done critical rekediris struc-
tured to exclude critical criminologists. Even Hlely survive
through these struggles, they feel inferior witbuth a conserva-
tive situation. As a long run, as we see at presbate are many
near scholars patronized by governments.

Further, our government and its organizatiares extremely
closed, so it is very difficult to get enough datancerning crimi-
nal justice practices (except for some publicatisnsh as white
papers). Only researchers who belong to governimstitutions
can use the data. If scholars outside governmémstitutions
want to get enough information to do their reseatichy have to
edge up to those people who belong to governmergaiutions.
The fact that there are few cooperative studies/dsen the gov-
ernment and academics proves this problematictsitua

Until recently, governments and bureaucratgehshown a
contemptuous attitude to the general public andengbple be-
lieve that authorities never make mistakes. Inmegears, how-
ever, with the occurrence of many serious crime&hvshowed
the corruption of power elites, Japanese people llagir eyes
opened to the stern realities and want to expiesis bpinions
and be involved in policy making. Although govermta insti-
tutions competitively built their homepages, opengtdows and
collected public opinions, there are still few aits for them to
respond or give feedback to people’s opinions. Mostjust su-
perficial, obligatory public hearings. The predisjion of policy
making behind closed doors unique to Japan hashaotged.

In addition, it is said that Japanese pebphle a unique cul-
tural or educational background. A Japanese proifebmony is
the greatest of virtues" expresses this clearlyscimool, teachers
do not welcome different opinions from others anslikk dis-
putes or arguments because Japanese industrigtystas put
the educational systems under an obligation to nsdkat uni-
form workers. This system works as a restrictioncontrol of
individual behavior. With this background, althoudghpanese
students are well bred, it is hard for them to fanitical minds.

CONCLUSION
In recent years, we can see the rise of relseaith critical
perspectives. But as we have seen above, it isenotigh to
(Continued on page 20)



The Critical Criminologist 12

COLLECTIVE PRESS

The following titles from the Collective Press offered at a special fordeivision on Critical Criminology
Members. Please complete the order form below and send it along with a chequeyoomtenm US dollars to
the address indicated.

COPIES PRICE (US$) TITLE ISBN YEAR EDITORS AMOUNT
copies @10.00 Racism, Empiricism MacL ean and
and Criminal Justice  0-9694764-0-X 1990 Milovanovic
copies @10.00 New Directionsin MacL ean and
Critical Criminology  0-9694764-1-8 1991 Milovanovic
copies @7.00 Seeking Shelter 0-9694764-2-6 1993 Faith & Currie
copies @12.00 We Who Would M acL ean and
Take no Prisoners 0-9694764-3-4 1993 Pepinsky
copies @12.00 Social | negquality, Currieand
Social Justice 0-9694764-4-2 1994 MacL ean
copies @12.00 Farmworkers and, Basran, Gill,
Their Children 0-9694764-5-0 1995 and MacL ean
copies @15.00 Thinking Critically MacL ean and
About Crime 0-9694764-6-9 1997 Milovanovic
copies @15.00 Unsettling Bonnycastle
Truths 0-9694764-6-9 1997 and Rigakos

Please make your cheque payableto Collective Press. Send order form and chequeto: Col-
lective Press, Suite 361, #185-9040 Blundell Road, Richmond, BC, CANADA V6Y 1K 3

PLEASE COMPLETE THE FOLLOWING: AMOUNT ENCLOSED: (US)$

NAME:

ADDRESS:

CITY: STATE/PROVINCE:
COUNTRY: ZIP/POSTAL CODE:




The Critical Criminologist

13

What's the Scope of Violence in School Violence?*

Stuart Henry
Wayne State University

“The origins of lethal violence lie in a complex & influences .
.. no single factor . . .can provide the answethe question of
why kids kill.” (Garbarino 1999:13)

In the analysis of school violence, there is rdéscy for
commentators to narrowly define the scope of tleblem. Typi-
cally they focus on interpersonal violence: amohglents to-
ward each other, or by students toward their taachel argue
that not only does the complexity of this issueydaich a sim-
plistic framing, but also dealing with the probleah this level
does not go far enough. It fails to address thgewcontext of
school violence, the wider forms of violence in aels, and the
important interactive and causal effects arisirgrirthe conflu-
ence of these forces. What is demanded is anrattty multi-
level definition of the problem that will lead to maultilevel
causal analysis and a comprehensive policy resptiraetakes
account of the full range of constitutive elemenittere | outline
the first stage of such an approach with regardefining the
nature and scope of the problem.

THE SCOPE OF THE PROBLEM

Public analysis of social problems tends to ben&d very
narrowly. Violence is visible and manifest amorahaol stu-
dents, so it is assumed that they constitute tbpesof the prob-
lem. Yet, any analysis of school violence thatm@imooks at
one factor, such as human fallibility, gun availiépior cultural
toxicity, is in grave danger of missing the poioreover, while
each of several causes plays a part in producidgshaping an
event, analyzed independently we lose the impoetasfctheir
interactive and cumulative effects. Studies oftimization of
children in school settings focus on the coexigtenfcindividual-
level problems such as drugs, gangs, guns, ancadadailure,
but not at the broader formative context of thegaressive acts.
Not considered is how such acts are related toyhe of school
organization, the social processes that are engedrwithin the
schools, and the forms of abuse and violence talwiie subject
our youth under the auspices of education. In vbkbws |
criticize our myopic definition of the problem asdggest a more
expansive and inclusive approach.

THE PAUCITY OF THE SCHOOL VIOLENCE CONCEPT?
In the school context, studies of violence typica¢fers to
student-on-student and student-on teacher acthiysigal harm
or interpersonal violence: "Violence refers to theeat or use of
physical force with the intention of causing phgsimjury, dam-
age, or intimidation of another person” (Elliottatdburg, and
Williams, 1998: 13-14}.As a result, conventional approaches to
school violence ignore the equally important hiddemes of the
structurally powerful in society (Henry and Lani#98), and the
symbolic social harms that deny humanity througtiating hu-
man rights (Henry and Milovanovic, 1996). In tlehsol context

these include harms committed by teachers on stsidand by
school administrators on both students and teachéhey also
include the organization of schooling where thisates harm to
both student creativity and the educational prac&mnventional
definitions of school violence also neglect harmifdtitutional-
ized social and educational practices, includints and proc-
esses of institutionalized racism/sexism, discration, labeling
and tracking (Yogan, 2000), authoritarian disciplifAdams,
2000), militaristic approaches to school securithdmpkins,
2000; Pepinsky, 2000), sexual harassment and poedat~or
example, gender discrimination has been showndaterarmful
effects on female students' learning experiencehemteachers
favor male students over females, because of temingly
extroverted classroom participation, they disadwxgetfemales
and oppress their potential development, whichlead to feel-
ings of inadequacy, anger, and long-term depress®&uch prac-
tices are not defined as violence but they are sjiadily violent
with long-term harmful consequencesConsider a school ad-
ministration that exercises arbitrary, authoritaridiscipline or
teachers who "get by" without their best effort avitb lack com-
mitment to their students' education or the messageeyed to
students about "trust,” and "freedom" of educafioth@ught
when we deploy metal detectors, video cameras,tifgetags,
drug sniffing dogs, and guards to "secure" thagdmm (Adams,
2000; Thompkins, 2000). This “hidden curriculum’nchave a
significant negative impact on students' moral social develop-
ment (Yogan and Henry, 2000). At a broader lesehsider the
harm of inequitable school funding, such that ookosl will
receive better funding due to its location in a Meaarea, com-
pared to a school located in a poverty-strickenanrlsetting.
Finally, consider the harm created by celebratiognpetitive
success while condemning academic failure; isytwonder that
“children who do poorly in school, lack educatiomabtivation,
and feel alienated are the most likely to engageiminal acts"?
(Siegel 1998: 197-98). And this analysis does menebegin to
address how competitive success corrupts the rorafi the
successful, driving them to win at all costs, religss of the harm
they cause to others in the process (Nicholson02®aples,
2000).

TOWARD AN EXPANSIVE INTEGRATED CONCEPT OF
SCHOOL VIOLENCE
Because of the omission of these broader dimessidn
school violence we are missing much of the cordedtcauses of
violence in schools. We are blind to the part pthiy this wider
context of violence in shaping the more visiblenisrof interper-
sonal physical violence manifest by some studehblieve that
a more inclusive integrated concept of school viogeis neces-
sary. Replacing the term "force" with that of "maw and con-
ceiving of violence as the use of power to harmttaero(Henry
and Milovanovic 1996; 1999; Henry and Lanier 1998xds us
to consider the concept of harm? Harm here isimaply physi-
cal pain and suffering but actions and processas rtmove
something from a person's existing standing asnaanubeing or
(Continued on page 14)
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that systematically limit another person's capgbiif achieving
higher levels of accomplishment, from "being akyhcan be."
Some would refer to this more generally as oppoessiActs of
violence, then, are acts that make others powettesgintain or
express their humanity i.e. denying them theiriggbtb make a
difference (Henry and Milovanovic 1996, 116).

With regard to the perpetrators of harm, the cphder
those who exercise the power to deny others, cdioveily de-
scribed as "offenders," is limiting since it asssrttgat only indi-
viduals offend. Yet the manifestation of powerttti@nies people
their humanity can operate at many levels fromviidial to or-
ganization or corporation, community and societpation state.
Further, the exercise of the power to harm, as imeed earlier,
can also be accomplished by social processes, asicdexism,
ageism, racism, which goes beyond the individutd at people.
Although individuals may contribute to these sogedcesses, it
is the collective and cumulative repetition of ans by different
people that creates harm to others. In the comtesthool vio-
lence these processes comprise the practices dintbpmf the
school, or what Welsh (2000) calls "school climatdt can in-
clude the policies and practices of school boardktaeir detri-
mental effects on school districts, and the loaditips of com-
munities. At a broader level, the collective astoan operate on
the state and national level to include educatigraicy. An
example, would be the decision to expand prisotdimgj pro-
grams at the expense of school building, to hirgemtions offi-
cers rather than school teachers, and even to stdbithie appar-
ent "economy of scale" that leads to building lasghools over
small ones, when all the evidence suggests thaethee more
alienating and more criminogeriic.While these collective and
policy decisions may seem distant from the dayap-dctivities
of the school, their shadow and effects reach iatmthe class-
room, and constitute part of the formative contfxt violence
that is played out there (see Kramer, 2000).

The exercise of power to deny others their hurgahit
some agency or process also takes place in a Ispatial con-
text. Even though the term "school violence" iraplithat the
spatial location is the "school building, on théa@al grounds or
on a school bus" (Bureau of Justice, 1998), suliimited defini-
tion denies the interconnections between the scboolext and
the wider society of which it is apart. It ignortee ways in
which these acts of violence permeate social arafjrgphical
space. As a result, it fails to recognize that whay appear to be
an outburst in the school is merely one manifemtatf more
systemic societal problems. These may begin imeomodified
by, activities in other spatial locations such aggdeholds, public
streets, local neighborhoods, communities, privatgorations,
public organizations, national political arenaspbgll market-
place, or the wider political economy. As sucte #ocial and
institutional space of the school is merely oneufiorfor the ap-
pearance of a more general systemic problem ofetdcvio-
lence.

THE DIMENSIONS OF SCHOOL VIOLENCE

John Hagan (1979; 1985) has developed an insightter
grated approach to crime and deviance, which hés dhe
"pyramid of crime" that can usefully be applied gchool vio-
lence, and can be used to build a more compretesisis for
analysis of the problem. Hagan argues that critaesbe consid-
ered on three measures of seriousness, each rafigmglow/
weak to high/strong. First is the dimension oftieke serious-
ness of crime based on the harm it has caused.e %ats, like
drug use and truancy, are victimless crimes inttey only harm
the participants; others such as the recent higFil@rshootings
in schools, harm more than one person at a timehaigain can
extend to the victims’ relatives, friends and ettegir community
(See Nicholson, 2000).

Second, is the degree of moral consensus or agraeas to
whether an act is right or wrong which "can rangenf confusion
and apathy, through levels of disagreement, to itiond of gen-
eral agreement" (Hagan 1985, 49). Thus while estrdble, few
people consider a 16 year-old skipping school sshjowrong
and while there is consensus that drugs shouldb@dn schools,
the consensus is much greater against heroin acainey than
marijuana, and against all three compared to alcahd ciga-
rettes (See Venturelli, 2000).  The third dimens@inHagan's
approach is the severity of society's formal respon Severity
may range from social ostracism by school peersatdwtheir
fellow students, through informal reprimands byctess, official
warnings, expulsion and exclusion from school, pcosion, and
imprisonment or ultimately to the death penditglsewhere
(Henry and Lanier, 1998; Lanier and Henry,1998) hewe ar-
gued that as a result of failing to consider thgnificance of
power relations in the definitional processlagan's pyramid of
crime neglects: (1) the visibility of crime, (2)etextent of crime,
and (3) the selectivity of society's response tmer For exam-
ple, omitting the visibility dimension ignores thecial construc-
tion of school victimization. As we have seen,aihviolence
takes many forms, all of which involve harm, but ath of those
harmed necessarily realize they have been victomiZeor exam-
ple, it is difficult to see the negative effectstrdcking yet the
"track system" has been shown to reinforce cladsracial segre-
gation and over time this practice operates asnaecof repres-
sion, limiting the intellectual, social and morawlopment of
those subject to it (Yogan, 2000). The harmfukef$ of this
practice are obscure, and may take a long tim@pear (in low-
ered expectations for self, poor self-esteem, .et¥isibility of
some aspects of school violence is an importanedsion be-
cause it is partly a reflection of the force ofstixig legal defini-
tions, themselves shaped by powerful economic,tipali and
class interests.

These interests, in turn, partly reflect the comuiaé inter-
ests of the mass media; which limit their framirfgtlee crime
guestion. . In part, they reflect the popular adts trivialization
and sensationalization of direct interpersonal €'tiarimes” in

In short,school violence is the exercise of power over ather preference to complex, diffuse social harms andgrie§ that have

in school-related settings by some individual, ageor social
process, that denies those subject to it their mitpdo make a
difference. From this general definition we can begin to gpal
the constitutive elements of school violence angirbéo explore
the different types and their interactive effects.

become institutionalized, compartmentalized, pineat and jus-
tified via the legitimate goals of the organizatidmus, we have
argued that “crime can range from being "obvious™readily
apparent,” as a result of its prominence in theufarpculture,
(Continued on page 15)
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mass-mediated news and tabloid journalism .b&ing
"relatively hidden" and finally, to being so "obsel that it is
accepted by many as normal, even though it harmsvit-
tims.” (Henry and Lanier 1998, 619-20)

How does the acknowledgment of these six dimegsain
defining school violence (degree of harm, visigilitf harm, ex-
tent of harm, moral consensus, severity of respaanrse selectiv-
ity of response), affect our analysis of schoolemge. First, this
expansive integrated approach to school violentmval us to
better identify different types of school violenc&econd, it al-
lows us to identify the multiple and interrelatealuses of such
violence. Third, it provides for a more compreheasapproach
to policy that reaches deeper into the roots ofesyi violence
than superficial quick-fix responses. Finallyaitows us to see
the interconnections between different types ofostiviolence
and develop integrated policies designed to respondem. By
way of conclusion | will briefly discuss each ok#e issues.

CONCLUSION

In light of the discussion and analysis of thiscte an ex-
pansive integrated definition and
reconception of school violence
allows us to reframe our analysis of
types of school violence, causes and
policy. Types of school violence
can be distinguished by the level of
their perpetrators within the social
structure. Five levels of violenc
are identified, though the accura
of the distinction between levels
less important than that the rangefpf
levels be addresses:

—/

Level 1: Student-on-student;
student-on-teacher; student-on-
school.

Level 2: Teacher-on-student; administrator-on-sttide
administrator-on-teacher; teacher/administrator
parents; parent on teacher/administrator.

Level 3: School board-on-school/parent; schoolridist
on-school/parents;
political decisions-on-school and on parent.

Level 4: State and national educational policy ohesl;
state and national juvenile justice policy on-stuge
media and popular culture on student and on adtranis
tor; corporate exploitation on students; natiomal atate
policies on guns and drugs.

N
\

any means, including violence, (2) drug industrymess, which

involve violent gang turf wars, and (3) social telaship vio-

lence from powerless angry youths who use actsiaénce to

resolve issues of humiliation from their alienati@ee also Sta-
ples, 2000 and Cintron, 2000). In addition, ashage argued
elsewhere not all school students respond in theesaay to the
conditions that generate violence, even within ll@re and this
has much to do with the influence of class, racd gander
(Yogan and Henry, 2000).

In contrast to the excessive discussion of levahd some of 4,
there has been virtually no discussion of level3,2nd 5 which,
given the interrelations between these types, sgmts a glaring
deficiency.

The definitional framework outlined above suggdktd we
need to take a much broader approach to examihingduses of
school violence. Rather than operating simply fw individual
or micro-level of analysis which looks to psychadtag and situ-
ational explanations for why students act violentle need to
address the context of students lives; their fasilrace, ethnic-
ity, gender, and social class. We need to exphore these di-
mensions interconnect through social processeshapes and
structure human thinking, moral
development and individual
choices. We need to examine how
these social forces shape school
curriculum, teaching practices and
educational policy. Thus, at the
meso-level we should be concerned
to identify the way parents and
schools themselves harm the lives
of students, and the way they shape
the content of young people's lives.
Finally, at the macro-level we need
to examine the ways the culture,
and the economic, social and politi-
cal structure of American society is both reprodueaed how it
reproduces harmful processes. Although it may steah this

7

on level has been addressed through the discussioad/sés and

attempt to legislate against "toxic culture," thisan inadequate
approach to macro-level analysis. Discussion dtucal causes

community-on-school/parent; lloca of school violence has focused on the role of viokein the me-

dia-- in movies, in videos, video games, and onltiernet-- and
on gun culture. The argument is that cultural efae amplifies
young male aggressive tendencies. It devalues hsiméo sym-
bolic object images of hate or derision, trainsthidio use violent
skills, celebrates death and destruction as pesitizlues, and
provides exciting and colorful role models, who wsglence as

Level 5: Harmful social processes and practices thethe solution to problems, glorifying the most pofukrand de-
pervade each of the above 4 levels. Here social-pro structive performances via news media infotainménthile this

esses are the patterns of interaction that overttike on
the appearance of a natural order or social reakigt-
ing above the individuals whose actions constitht
structure.

Discussion on school violence tends to be resttitd Level
1 and some aspects of level 4. Even within leyedone impor-
tant distinctions can be made. For example, Kraf@@@0) dis-
tinguishes between three types of student viole(igepredatory
economic crimes, which involves the pursuit of mategoals by

may be true it is not enough to simply blame tocudture for
poisoning kid's minds without also looking at thays in which
corporate America invests in the exploitation oblence for
profit that feeds this cultural industry. A maa@palysis of
"culture," therefore, has to connect that cultwethe political
economy of the society in which it is generated.

Finally, an adequate policy response must be cehgr-
sive, dealingsimultaneouslwith each of the causes identified at
each of the levels of definition. It must peneadrtte built-in pro-

(Continued on page 16)
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tections of systems that conceal their own pradtiom analysis
and change. It must be reflexive enough to re@egttiat policy
itself can be part of the problem rather than thi@te®n; policy

should be self-critical and self-correcting. WHihés article does
not allow us to expand on the immensity of the g@oljuestion
called for by such an analysis, the question o$pdie resolu-
tion" can be indicative in illustrating how a réstive verses an
expansive definition of school violence would operéSee Ad-
ams, 2000; Pepinsky, 2000; Caulfield, 2000; andhblson,

2000). A narrow approach to school violence préwenpolicy

would begin by assuming a level 1 definition of greblem. For
example, kids are violent in schools because theytaught to
use violence to solve their problems or, at bdstytare not
taught non-violent ways of dealing with conflicThe simplistic
restrictive policy response would suggest that wispgesolution
training in techniques of non-violent problem solyiwould be
appropriate.

In contrast, an expansive definition and an iratgg causal
analysis would tie the use of violence by studeotthe use of
symbolic and other forms of violence by adults, thiee these are
parents, teachers, administrators, or politiciamsstead of just
implementing such training for students, it wouldjwe for all
school personnel, at every level, to undergo arattipe non-
violent problem solving. Further, the school origation, cur-
riculum and educational processes would be sulijettie same
"violence cleansing" scrutiny to be replaced by wRapinsky
(2000) calls "educatindpr peace" rather than "educatiadpout
peace."

In short, the issue of school violence is not alsbut kids in
schools; it is about the total coproduction of eaciety by each
of its constituent elements. To approach schoolewnce in the
limited traditional manner, is not merely shortsegh it is to do
more violence to those who have already sufferemhgch pain.

The author can be reached at Stuart.Henry@wayne.edu

* This article is drawn on the longer version “WHat School
Violence? An Integrated Definition of the Problenm”W. Hin-
kle and S. Henry (Eds$chool ViolenceVol. 567 ANNALS of
the American Academy of Political and Social Saemtiousand
Oaks, CA: Sage, 2000.

NOTES

1. Even at the level of individual violence thistrective ap-
proach ignores student acts of damage and destnuittivard a
school or the educational and learning process) e examples
of vandalism or drug taking.

2. Similar exclusionary practices have recentlyrbaegued to
be contributing to male violence in schools (Sedaek 1998;

Yogan and Henry 2000).

3. The evidence from recent victimization data shaivat

whereas violent crime in larger public schools é@ased by 25
percent between 1989 and 1995, it actually declinesinall pri-

vate schools by 20 percent. Indeed, only 2.3 m¢rokstudents
at private schools reported violent victimization 1995, com-
pared with 4.4 percent in public schools, and garesence in
public schools is five times as great as that regom private
schools (Bureau of Justice 1998).

4. Increasingly children are being tried as adijltgenile court
cases are being waived to criminal court, and inesstates such
as lllinois they are now eligible for the death gy for acts
committing mass murder in schools. In 1996 10,00¢enile
court cases were waived to criminal court compavitd 6,800 in
1987 and 15% of those involved youth under 16 yeltscom-
pared with 7% in 1987 (Office of Justice Prografrg99, 1)

5. These are reflected in the critical conflietdition in defin-
ing crime, and more recent postmodern perspectiesry and
Milovanovic 1996).
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Michael Moore on School Violence in Flint, MI

Dear friends,

| tried to write this letter to you last night, tbilne level of
sadness in me would not allow me to sit at thisbkayd and
compose these words.

right about the story. Twenty satellite trucks nomg the school,
but with all that technology, they cannot find tivay to bring
you the truth.  Of course, they have been spursandkered by
the local officials in Flint who try to hide fronmeé responsibility

How much more can my hometown take? How much mor they share in Flint's destruction any time a trggiéde this hap-

do the people we love have to suffer? How much? iHowh??
HOW MUCH! Isn't it enough that tens of thousanddieés in
Flint have been wrecked, destroyed by the greg@esferal Mo-
tors? Isn't it enough that my wife and | and tehshousands of
others who love our home -- love it more than ahyau will
ever know -- have had to leave Flint in the pastérs to find
work far from family and friends? Isn't it enoudtat Flint suffers
the highest or near-highest per capita rates ofderurape and
theft in the nation?

What else do the people of Flint have to go thhoudpile
the rest of country mouths the propaganda of tremieg news
claiming "the economy is the best ever!"? The tBpércent just
get richer and richer and the next 30 percent af keep the
CNBC stock ticker on your screens all day and togsall sec-
tions of the daily paper but the pages that tell low well your
portfolio did yesterday.

| thought there was nothing else left for Flintgm through.
Like Job, it seemed that every imaginable sorrod been vis-
ited upon its people. | guess | was wrong. | loplkatithe TV and
a helicopter is hovering over a school while therdgo"Buell
Elementary" flash on the screen. Buell? Buell! ¢ £nd of "The
Big One," when | twisted Nike chairman Phil Knigh&rm to
match my $10,000 contribution to the kids of Flnthat $20,000
went to Buell Elementary.

Yesterday, a 6-year old boy brought a semi-autimntatn
to that very school in Flint and killed a 6-yead dirl in their
first grade classroom. Six years old. A little githose name was
Kayla Rolland. That's about the only thing the ordil media got

pens. You have probably heard that this school tagpdook
place out in the "suburbs,” in a place called "Moiorris
Township"..."somewhere near Flint." There is nohsplace.
Buell Elementary, where the shooting took plaseini the
Flint Beecher school district, the poorest schasiridt in Gene-
see County, Michigan, and perhaps the pooresteiretitire state.
Eighty-two percent of its children, according te thederal gov-
ernment, live below the "official" poverty level @aning the
number of kids in total poverty is even higher)eBleer is Flint's
dump. It is where you go when you have nothing teftyour
name. 60 percent black, 40 percent white. No mpality in
Genesee County wants to govern Beecher, so itseaista No
(Continued on page 18)

We look like a bunch of idi-
ots. Let's do something
about it and about the poverty
in which so many of kids still
dwell. We have never been in a
better place to make it happen

than right now. What are we
waiting for?

(Continued from page 16)
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Man's Land on the northern city limits of Flint.dovers a small
portion of two different townships (one of whichvidiere my wife
Kathleen is from).

But folks, when you hear the word "township" usadthe
case of Beecher, those of us from Flint mean thénway the word
was used in South Africa. Buell Elementary in thmtFBeecher
school district has a Flint address and a Flintnghwumber, but the
black officials from Flint on the news yesterdaigdrto point out
that "this school really isn't in Flint!" It is amiag how deep op-
pression takes its roots when even black leadedstfiemselves in
bed with General Motors and, like Peter in the @ardf Geth-
semane, repeatedly deny that people of their owa tave any-
thing to do with them.

Poor, poor Flint. The media blowhards babble ooualhow
“this is the youngest child to kill another chitda school shooting”
and the few anchors who started to look at thein dwlicopter
shots showing the school sitting in the middle obambed-out
neighborhood commented that "this is actually irs bf all these
school shootings we've had lately that has takeoepin an 'urban’
school." Wow. Two records for Flint in one day.

When | was a senior in high school, the assigtantipal of
Beecher High -- the first black man in the are&dtd such a posi-
tion — became despondent over his inability to lgtinel racial dis-
turbances in the school, so one night he went hewae a heart-
felt letter to the kids in the district, then pugyan in his mouth and
blew his brains out. As my friend, Jeff Gibbs, whent to
Beecher, told me last night, it's sad that the dmlg times that
Beecher receives the attention of the nation isuise of a gun.

| heard from relatives last night that the familfythe little
boy who killed the girl had been evicted from thieimme just last
week. Evicted, | wonder, by Deputy Fred, who 10 ryeafter
"Roger & Me," still spends his day at the behestbfit's land-
lords. Homeless and fatherless (his dad is iregiB0 percent of all
black men in America will be at some point in thiéres), the boy
was staying at his uncle's. In the house were gamshere are in
virtually every home in this devastated and dedpesasea. The
gun, that the boy found and took to school, was sarhe "“junk
gun," the kind that Al Gore promises to get ridlbfvas a gun with
a brand name bought initially at a sporting goadses(l wonder,
were the bullets bought at K-Mart, as they wer€@tmbine?).

How do Mr. McCain and Mr. Bush feel this morning@st
seven days prior, John McCain's "Straight Talk Espt bus rolled
past Beecher on |-75, but it didn't stop. It rol@ddown near Ann
Arbor where McCain blasted those who seek gun obngaying
that he opposes ANY ban on ANY assault weapon, agpubses
ANY waiting period for a background check when g@uechases a
gun. Mr. Bush never stopped in Flint either.

| guess we all feel sorta proud that they bothichus like the

where. And, in the end, | was proud to see thatptheple of
Michigan, like the people in Minnesota, have kdmitt sense of
humor intact as a way to express their sense obget 51 per-
cent of those who showed up to vote in the Repabligrimary
were Democrats and Independents! They took the timgo the
polls to plunk down for McCain just to, in good wlorking class
fashion, stick it to the Bush with the silver spaorhis mouth.

I'll end by repeating what | have said many tirbefore --
the handguns have to go. 16,000 gun murders lastigghe US
and 15,500 were killed by someone they knew (husbany-
friend, neighbor) or by someone at work. Approxiaehat500
were killed by a stranger who broke into their hoamel 300 of
those were killed by their OWN gun. Those are thetd. Easy
access to guns by a species that often resporat®irally and
with intense emotions is a lethal combination. GiBdtain, a
nation of 60 million people with a violent histoof§ conquering
the world at the barrel of a gun and now full ofitks and hot-
heads who eat up violent American movies and T\ixshe last
year they killed a grand total of 12 -- that's TWH! -- of their
own citizens with handguns. That's because handgumsTO-
TALLY banned. Let the hunters keep their rifleseafa serious
background check, but the handguns, whose onlyggerfis to
take a human life, must go. The Brits have don¢hé, Austra-
lians have done it, the Canadians have done itn Bew York
City mostly did it — and the number of murders éhkas dropped
from 2,200 a year to 600.

We look like a bunch of idiots. Let's do somethatgput it
and about the poverty in which so many of kidd stivell. We
have never been in a better place to make it hagem right
now. What are we waiting for? Another Kayla Roll&r@od help
you if you ever have to live in a township thattown will claim
and is forgotten by everyone else as soon as tktegn@ nut en-
ters a McDonald's and a Burger king on the same Eiagd or
flame-broiled, it's all our own
unique American Hell.

On behalf of the six of us from Flint who work dhe Aw-
ful Truth,

Michael Moore
MMPFlint@aol.com

P.S. If you would like to contribute to the Kayl@lRnd Memo-
rial Fund please send donations to: Kayla Rollandnmidrial
Fund, c/o Calvary Assembley of God, 2518 Delawavene,
Flint, M1 48506.

Dr. Matthew Robinson

Appalachian State University

plague. There is not -- and has not for nearlytythiears -- been a
single Republican state or federal representateeted from Flint.
Another reason, | suppose, for our neglect and ghumént. But
we're proud of how we've made it almost a crimsupport a Re-
publican in Flint, proud of the fact we elected twmuntry's first
black mayor in the '60s, proud that we voted fas@elackson 9 to
1 over Michael Dukakis in 1988 (and 4 to 1 for &eissFlint's all-
white suburbs). So | guess the gun crazy presialeoéindidates
made the right decision to take their hate-filleampaigns else-

Editors’ note: An earlier issue of ti@ritical Criminologistran
an article about school violence entitled ‘Geekfiitng’. The
article was excerpted from work by John Katz, wkediquote
from students to indicate how an already alienasiclgool envi
ronment was made worse for the best and brightadests by
responses to school violence. His original coluiojces from
the Hellsmouth’ has now been updated with ‘Morecdési from
the Hellsmouth’ and ‘The Price of Being Differenill are
available through http://slashdot.org
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Bio-Critical Criminology:
Why Biological Models are Critical for Critical Criminology

Matthew Robinson

Appalachian State University

During an ASC panel titled “Genetic and Congenital

Sources of Antisocial Behavior and Their Social aedal Impli-
cations”, some audience members were highly ctib€dhe re-
search presented. These ‘critical’ persons askétet genetics
research would be used to subjugate and oppresénceegments
of the population, that brain research was a tdajavernment
hegemonic ideology, and that biological researchdneral had
no valid place in criminology. One person askad/hy is this
panel even happening?” As | will illustrate beldtvese persons
misunderstood biological models of behavior asdgimal reduc-
tionism, determinism, positivism, and “neo-Lombesssm.”

As chair and discussant of this panel, which featur
papers on the use of DNA technology, genetic rebeand the
effects of cigarette smoking by pregnant women aiarlcrimi-
nality of their children, | made a realization wihicwant to share
with those criminologists who consider themselvesitical
criminologists’, as | do. That realization is segted in the title
of this paper — in order for critical criminology gucceed in
many of its goals, we must study, understand, dindately em-
brace biological research.

Such an assertion is similar to that made by Ldis El
(1996) in the arti
cle, “A Discipline
in Peril: Sociol-
ogy's Future
Hinges on Curing
Its  Biophobia.”
Traditionally,
sociology  (anc
hence criminol-
ogy) has exam
ined the relation
ships  betweel
larger, macro level factors (e.g., economics, pgyegroup level
learning) and behavior, but has ignored lower, amlerel factors
at the individual, organ, and even cellular leveldis is because
sociology historically has been aimed at explainamgne rate
variations rather than individual motivations anmninal behav-
iors.

Criminology as a scientific discipline has, forleast the
past 100 years, paid little attention to biologicaldels of behav-
ior relative to sociological models. Thus, it sltboot be surpris-
ing that critical criminologists also have. | wikgue that this
will be detrimental to critical criminology (and meimportantly
to society) if certain policy implications are déyged from bio-
logical models of behavior and utilized by perseviso do not
fully understand the research (such as legisldtors)

What | would like to see and what | am proposing is
partnership between, and a merging of, those whesider them-

selves bio-criminologists and critical criminologis Despite the
shocking nature of such a proposal, it is logiedduse behavior
is a product of geneticand environmental factors, nature
and nurture. Since all environmental factors musttfact on the
brain of an individual before it can result in beiog, and be-
cause the brain itself is a product of geneticqemrnental inter-
actions, it seems silly to deny that genetics pkaysle in behav-
ior. The majority of our genes code for brain depenent —
i.e., determine brain structure and/or affect bpocesses. Criti-
cal criminologists have argued for years that aert@rmful en-
vironmental factors (e.g., pollution) are disprdpmrately lo-
cated in certain areas which are occupied by cegagments of
the population (e.g., poor minorities). To the megthat such
factors interfere with brain development, and threduce learn-
ing disabilities, poor self-control, impulsivity,ggression, and
similar disadvantageous outcomes, they become taptofor
understanding the development of maladaptive, sotial, delin-
qguent, and even criminal behaviors. Is it alsosjiids that such
tendencies can be inherited by children who are borfamilies
who have been historically exposed to such enviemtai condi-
tions? It seems a questions at least worth corisgiéor critical
criminologists.

Imagine a “bio-critical criminology” where genetts
work to pinpoint genetic influences on behaviorttie form of
predispositions, where critical criminologists wott identify

magine a “bio-critical criminology” where geneticists work to

pinpoint genetic influences on behavior in the form of predis-
positions, where critical criminologists work to identify environ-
mental factors which increase the probability that genes will ex-
press themselves through behavior, where neurologists study ef-
fects of such environmental effects on the brain, and where all
work together to develop appropriate policies

environmental factors which increase the probabifiat genes
will express themselves through behavior, whereraiegists
study effects of such environmental effects on Ibnain, and
where all work together to develop appropriateges. Recom-
mendations aimed at altering harmful environmefatedors and/
or genes themselves could be usedreventthe development of
maladaptive, anti-social, delinquent, and even icr@inbehaviors
and such disgusting practices as environmentadmaci
Such a venture would not advocate reactive, destajc
or oppressive criminal justice policy. In fact,vibuld benefit
those individuals and groups of people who areerily most
subjected to unfair and unjust exposure to harmfal/or crimi-
nogenic environmental factors. The great ironyehsrthat with-
out such a link between bio-criminologists andicaitcriminolo-
(Continued on page 20)
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(Continued from page 19)

gists — hence a “bio-critical criminology” — criticcriminologists
assure that they will play no role in the reseastiich does and
will continue (e.g., the Human Genome Project). y Arolicies

which are developed and initiated which stem frbie tesearch
will therefore not be informed by critical crimiragly at the most
crucial stages.

Clearly, negative, harmful, and discriminatory pis
will derive from genetics research. Virtually eyenajor discov-
ery and/or invention known to mankind has at somiatpbeen
used for undesirable purposes. So, the generalecos among

(Continued from page ll}APAN

change the state of affairs in Japan. We cannweléas situa
tion as it is any more. We are pressing to estalsligical crimi-
nology and change the basis of research and peadt begin
with, by using perspectives and methodologies ititat crimi-
nology, the history of criminology and criminal fic® policy in
Japan has to be analyzed and the features of tlaemn to bg
examined as well. After such work is done, we maggest
conditions needed to change the state of criminofogd crimi-

nal policy in Japan --- from criminology serving gpde in
power and wealth to criminology of, by and for weakeople
from management of criminal justice led by and bted to
government to justice system open for suppressepi@e

the audience members were legitimate and warrantedti-
mately, however, new discoveries are used to benefnkind.
By forming the bond between bio-criminology andical crimi-
nology, critical criminologists can serve manking decreasing
:Hgnlttgflhmd that negative policies are develoaedi imple- The author can be reached at takemura@cc.toin.ac.ip

So | argue that critical criminologists should meject
biological models of behavior and ask questionfhaag“Why is
this panel even happening?” Instead, we shouldenadforts to
understand and be involved in the research soatbato not mis-
understand biological research as deterministigitiptstic, or
“neo-Lombrosianistic,” or equate interactive, intgd models
with biological reductionism.

The myopic and emotional responses of some criticd
criminologists to biological research is understbid given our
past endeavors as human beings. But they areustifigd and
will ironically increase the likelihood that harnhfpolicies that
we fear will occur.

The Division’s Journal, Critical Criminology, should be back in
publication by the end of the year. The Division is currently
soliciting applications from members who would be interested
in serving as Editor. This opportunity is open to past editors
as well as newcomers. Many details will depend on the spe-
cific arrangements worked out with the new publisher, but ex-
perience and institutional support are helpful. Please see the
letter from the Chair on page 2.

The Division is attempting to establish a critical section within
the Academy of Criminal Justice Sciences. ACJS members can
help out by signing the petition that will be circulating at the
meeting. Please check out the announcement on page 3 and
contact Bob Bohm for more information.



The Critical Criminologist

21

Save this page for printing the asc membership form




The Critical Criminologist 22

The Division on Critical Criminology is seeking
applications for the positions of

CO-EDITORS of
The Critical Criminologist

The Publications Committee of the Division on Critical Criminology is accepting ap-
plications for the positions of co-editors of The Critical Criminologist for three
years, beginning with the November 2000 issue.

Please submit your applications to Marty Schwartz, Chair of the Division on
Critical Criminology, Department of Sociology and Anthropology, Ohio University,
Athens, OH 45701 who will share it with the Publications Committee
(schwartz@ouvaxa.cats.ohio.edu).

The Co-editors will be responsible for administering and producing a "high
quality" desk-top publication of the division's newsletter (that you are presently
reading). As co-editors and managers of the newsletter, you are responsible for
delivering three issues a year, one in November, one in March, and one in July.
Ideally, the group of editors should be from one and not more than two university
settings where the costs of producing some 330 copies of around 25 front-and-
back pages per issue can be absorbed. The division is currently spending $900
per year for mailing. If the editors' institution/s were capable of absorbing the
mailing costs as well, it would also be of benefit to the divisional budget.

Those interested in being considered should provide a formal proposal to the
Publications Committee (via Marty Schwartz) breaking down the expenses that
will be provided by the host institution and those expected from the Division.

If you have any questions or need further information, please contact the present
co-editors: Gregg Barak, Stuart Henry, and Paul Leighton at
soc_barak@online.emich.edu, soc_henry@online.emich.edu,
soc_leighton@online.emich.edu. All editors can also be reached through the De-
partment of Sociology, Anthropology & Criminology, 712 Pray Harrold, Eastern
Michigan University, Ypsilanti, MI 48197




