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The Critical Criminologist

From the Editors

We were contacted about running a series of essdgut the terrorist attacks of
September M in an effort to begin dialogue among Division rbens. This issue
contains all such essays that have been sent by Wivision members. In addition, two November, 2001
other pieces were “reprinted” from another forume( the Progressive Sociologist List-
serve) with the permission of the authors. One wa#ien by the Marxist Humanist
Forum at Northern lllinois University, the other Bertell Ollman, Professor of Political
Science at New York University. We would likhemk both Kevin Anderson for his work
on behalf of the Marxist Humanist Forum at NIU, wsll as Bertell Ollman for their
generous contributions. Our hope is that the essantained in this issue might set the
tone for further discussions at the upcoming ASEtimg in Atlanta. As always, we
encourage readers to send responses, commentariessays to the editors for inclusion
in the next issue of the Critical Criminologist.
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Inside this issue:

Beyond Discontent

Frank Butler

A Note on Violence In addition, the Council on _ _
American-Islamic Relations said that it had Aging America and

By Gregg Barak, Eastern Michigan University received reports of more than 350 attacks CJ System
across the country, ranging from verbal

In the wake of the World Trade Cente harassment to physical assaults. In Palos
and Pentagon attacks by Middle Easter Hl"S, ”linOiS, for example, two Muslim girlS
terrorists on September 11, 2001, Preside Were beaten at Moraine Valley College. The I:ab'e ?f Contents,

e ) , . . ritica
Bush and other political leaders have been bu Cfouncn had a|5f(_) rgce'\éez reports Ofddlqzecl;s Criminology 10(2)
preparing the nation for a long and forthcomin O  mosques firebombed or vandalized,
war on international terrorism. including a man in Evansville, Indiana who
had driven his car 80 mph into a mosque. In
The war is expected to last some five€ach of these cases, police had quickly ForaNew Society

to ten years, well after the “dead or alive arrested suspects. E;%?oci)tfa\t/i\f)?lr and
capture of Saudi extremist Osama bin Lade )
By the weekend following the terrorist At the Washington mosque, Anderson et al.

destruction, the President had made it a point €scorted by Islamic clerics and quoting from
visit the mosque at the Islamic Center ¢ the Koran's prOhlbltlonS against eVIl, On Terrorism,

Washington to condemn the increased violen( President Bush made such statements as: “th Reason and Social

aimed at innocent American Arabs ant face of terror is not the true faith of Islam” Juslg(;;mond

Muslims. At that time, the U.S. Attorney hac and “Islam is peace.” He further stated that \y paiowski
already stated that the FBI had initiated sorr Women who cover their heads should not fear
40 hate crimes investigations involving leaving their homes and going out into the Explanation Yes;
reported attacks on Arab American citizens ar community. Speaking from a lectern in front Justification, No
institutions, including the murdering of a Of thegibla, the altar worshipers face when
Pakistani Muslim store owner in Dallas, Texa Praying in the direction of Mecca, Bush
and a Sikh gas station owner in Mesa, Arizon Stressed the importance of treating Muslim
most likely an immigrant from India. doctors, lawyers, soldiers and parents Message from the
respectfully: “Those who feel like they can Chair
intimate our fellow citizens to take out their
(Continued on page 2)
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(Continued from page 1)

anger don't represent the best of America, theyesmnt the
worst of humankind, and they should be ashamedhaif kind
of behavior.”

Bush’s actions and remarks were both rational and

poignant as they expressed some of the common deatuors
in the pathways to violence and non-violence. B@angle, the
pathways to violence and non-violence are oftemabdished
individually and collectively in the name of justicin other
words, the terrorist and counter-terrorist effdgsy., violence)
of bin Laden et al. and of the CIA and others asthhin the
name of freedom and liberty, as are the non-vioédfdrts of
peacemaking pacifists. Regardless of what you amddthers
may think, both terrorists and counter-terrorisig cnake their
“moral” cases. Morality aside, what these two ggpare in
common is the belief in legitimate and illegitimat@ms of

violence. In terms of actions, they have also lesthaged in the

practice of “collateral damage.”

Although their forms of violencemay or may not be

onein the same both sidesmake a case for self-sacrifice and

for the need for the use of force, if not carnageachieve their
ends. One threatened a “holy war” and the othendaed
“operation infinite justice.” By contrast, paciféstif not
necessarily peacemakers, who view all formsviolence as
illegitimate because “violence begets violence,”ll ctor

political and economic rather than military soluto

Of course, pathways to violence and non-violeneenaore
complex than either the emotionality of anger dmcadn order
to understand either set of behaviors, one mustpgia time

Beyond Discontent
And Toward
Weltschmerz

In the new worldview, in which the fragility and
contingency of human life confront us like an irsgsable
miasma, is there a place for critical criminologgid the
new-found solidarity manifest in waves of patriotis
awash over the land, is critical criminology a denmys
countercurrent?

Like all other academic disciplines, criminology
seems so feeble in a world threatened with anmidiieon
large scales. Indeed, criminology may be faulteacm
more than other fields, since its claims to exgertin the
topic of individual and social deviance failed teeyent,
deter, or even impede the abominable deviance jtisat
inaugurated the new century. Criminologists’ foesi for
prediction and classification, for reducing humaaiévior
to linear or curvilinear models, for measuring thei
importance by the number of times their works atedcn
their own journals—all seem like so much dross artbw
era of massive human vulnerability. Likewise, pite of
their more inclusive perspectives on ideas of criamel
deviance, critical criminologists have largely éai—in
spite of their railings and tantrums—to influenceciab
policy in any substantial way.

Perhaps it is time for criminologists of all sefp
to tame theithubris, at least moderately. Especially now,
criminologists need to be engaged with the realdvof he

and space the interaction of both psychic and bocia gominance of well-funded armchair research, coretlit

relationships. Neither violent nor non-violent beiloas are
simply the outcome of psychic or social forces ragtalone.
Rather, violent and non-violent behaviors are hb&hproducts
of psychic and social forces acting together inditions of
context.

For instance, some of the pathways to violence iof b

Laden and other terrorists of the organizationQakda (the
base), are also shared by those folks who havekstut at
innocent Arabs and Muslims in this country in tHieamath of
the assault. In other words, what were (are) thgchps
conditions shared in common, for example, betwderse
suicide-homicide terrorists aboard those Boeings7&id the
high speed driver who crashed his car into an hadi@mosque,
or even those several hundred other American ogiz&ho
engaged in assaultive acts of ethnic profiling? Amldat are the
similarities of social context between those Middastern
terrorists and those hateful Americans that exptesmselves
in the “blind” vengeance and retribution of both?

the sanitized environs of computer labs, with dsgss
derived largely from easily quantified informatidrom
official records, now seems reminiscent of the \0blis
existence of the dinosaurs as the cretaceous peeigah to
close.

In times when it is easy to forget that the word
“war” is an anachronism, as if nation-states aiteadile to
send soldiers onto delimited battlefields, withcouhes of
“victory” and “defeat,” the broad perspectives whic
critical criminologists tend to champion can be of
considerable value. Voices that advocate humaaitar
concerns and that seek to sensitize others tadagedy of
oppression are easily submerged in patriotic fervor
Though critical criminologists, particularly in thgnited
States, are apt to have to temper some of theitical’
rantings as civil liberties are (lamentably, andhwhope,
temporarily) reduced, their perspectives can entgm to

(Continued on page 5)
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Aging America and the Criminal Justice System: is ADA enough?
By Pamela Preston, Penn State Schuylkill

America’s criminal justice system first addressespecial needs population when a separate syetejoveniles was
established in Cook County, Illinois in 1899. Thkigstem acknowledged that children were differdntsically, emotionally,
and cognitively from the adult offenders with whittey had previously been housed. As we moveth@mew millennium, we
must deal with a new special needs age group, ginggopulation. In essence, we need to addressjulstion, “Should a
separate justice system be created to deal withdtential increase in elderly offenders?”

Perhaps the most significant trend of th& 2d 2% centuries is the aging of the baby-boom birth ¢tsho Born
between 1946 and 1964 this group has dramaticliéyea every American institution through which yhgave passed. The
first cohort of baby boomers will reach ‘senioiizghn’ statu$ with the year 2001. The baby-boomer bulge wilitawue to move
throughout the age structure, creating a growingeiase in the over-55 population throughout tret fialf of the 2% century.
The number of people aged 55 and older will moaa ttiouble by mid-century.

Table 1. Projected Population (in thousands) 1998050

Year Population 55 and older Percent Increase
1996 55232

2000 58672 6.23%

2005 65772 12.10%

2010 74691 13.56%

2020 94934 27.10%

2030 105726 11.37%

2040 112082 6.85%

2050 121227 7.31%

Source: Statistical Abstract of the United Saf996

The criminal justice system is not immune to thallenges posed by this increase in the ageinglatipo.  While
currently only a very small percentage of inmatesage 55 or older, this will increase in the cagnifecades; not due to an
increase in lawbreaking by older adults, but siniphywirtue of the fact that a greater proportiorthef population is older. Even
a steady incarceration rate for this group wilutes an increased share of the prison population.

So what? Does it matter if there are increasinmlvers of seniors processing through the criminstige system?
Absolutely! Older prisoners suffer health probleimst not only increase the expense involved irshimuthem, but the physical
design of prisons and jails and the program anditfas offered are designed for a younger, moealitional 18-24 year old
prison population. Older prisoners require spek@lsing, such as wider doors to allow wheelchaiesas, baths rather than
showers, and increased lighting to allow readingalls. Programs offered in prisons are also ldgesl and administered with
the traditional offender in mind; job training abdot camp programs hold little appeal for the oiderate.

Prisons and jails could be made more ‘senior @wtial needs) friendly’ under the ADA. The 1990 ekivans with
Disabilities Act was designed to help disabled pessto improve access and opportunities to Amesiagith a wide range of
disabilities. It was “intended to help thousanéiglieabled persons achieve respect and dignity,namst would agree that it has
exponentially increased awareness of the natioisabted” (Stansky, 1996). The applicability of thBA to prisons and jails
has been debated and tested for more than six.y&éms U.S. Supreme Court in 1998e§key v. Pennsylvania Department of
Correctiong ruled that the ADA applied to inmates, and thates must make geasonable efforto accommodate disabled
inmates. State prisons, according to the coultsfparely within the statutory definition of ‘plib public entity” (Shepherd,
1998). This ruling has not gone unchallenged; &&nators Thurmond (R-S.C.) and Helms (R-N.C.)odiced a bill to
exclude state and local prisons from ADA compliasiertly after the Supreme Court’s decisioryaskey

For the time being, protection under the ADA appda be the best way to address the special prabéand concerns
facing elderly inmates. The changing age structdithe population over the next century may regjtiat we rethink how we
deal with what is likely to become a boom in thdeelpopulation in prisons and in the criminal jostisystem in general.
Population projections indicate a growing elder §88l up) population and a relatively stable 18-24ryld population.

(Continued on page 4)
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(Continued from page 3)

Table 2. Projected Percent of Population by Ag

80.00 -
70.00 -
60.00 -
50.00 —0o—18-24
40.00 4 —[1—25-54

30.00 WA_A_A_A_M_A_A\A/A_A\A —— 55+
20.00 |
10.00 -} 0—0—0—0—0—0—0—0—0—0—0—0—0—0—0—0—0<0—<—

0.00 \

As shown, the younger population (18-24) remateady, while the older population (55 and up) iases its
share for the first quarter century. The middle aghort decreases its share of the populatiom, aviprecipitous drop at
mid century. This suggests that we can expeclatively steady young inmate population, and amdasing (at least until
about mid-century) older inmate population, wittdecrease in the 25-54 age group. Thus, ADA coelddpeatedly
invoked and tested as the prison population ages.

However, there is an alternative to a bifurcatechioal justice system characterized by implemeateand tests of
ADA. If we accept that, in many ways, senior @tz differ from the general population, perhapstteb solution would be
the implementation of a ‘senior justice system'ei@iing somewhat like our current ‘juvenile justiyestem’.

One factor that supports the need for a ‘senistiga system’ (other than avoiding the fighting amdngling over
the application of the ADA to prisons) is the fawat, in many ways, juveniles (under 18) and tlde’y are similar. There
are many social-psychological similarities betweglolescents and older adults (Fattah and Sacc®).198oth are more
concerned with the here and now, rather than theduBoth are plagued by feelings of sexual inadey and concerns
about attractiveness. Worldviews of both grougsdafined in terms of their own peers and socialei

Older offenders (particularly first time offendemso commit different crimes than their youngeumterparts.
Most seniors who are arrested are arrested forlifirp minor sex offenses, and the like. Seniaiso are arrested for
serious, violent crimes are usually involved in @éstic homicides. There are few robbers and bugdgtathis age group.

America long ago realized that young people arittiem were not physically, emotionally, and psyogically
suited to the world of adult prisons and the adrttinal justice system. The offenses committedusgniles are different
from adult offenses. In our lifetimes 1 in 3 person America will be 55 or older. Declining hdrltchanging
psychological and emotional characteristics, anghgimg types of offending argue for a separateegyst system that
acknowledges a group whose physical characterisgparate them from the rest of society. Thisonity group, the
elderly, is the most rapidly growing minority group America today. This is one minority group ggatve will all enjoy
one day; we must be proactive in modifying our émithjustice system to accommodate our changingodgeaphics.

(Continued on page 5)
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(Continued from page 4)
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NOTES
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foster peace, to raise consciousness about oppnessid
to remind us of the elastic and relativistic natofédeas of
social deviance.

Originally this piece was to be a reply (risking i
kind of reply loop) to Michael J. Lynch’s reply (13) to
my response (11: 2) to his article on publicatighat
appeared in November 2000 (11:1). Recent ever
however, make the whole debate seem puerile. | Inatk
only that the extreme fragmentation within critica
criminology needs seriously to be re-examined feotbig
picture” framework. Likewise, the idea that “segtar but
equal” is the way for critical criminology to acki
recognition as a legitimate academic form of criohiigy
is about as vacuous as that doctrine was when & v
applied to race relations. Though | did not realizvould
be out-radicaling the radicals, and though | dolamb the
work of the Critical Criminology Division in estabhing a
separate journal as an intermediate solution target
problem, | continue to maintain that as dues-payit
members of the ASC, members of the Critical Crirtogg
Division have the privilege and duty to confront@uch
that the values of scholarship expressed in AS®isial
journal make generous allowance for the wealthafies
within critical criminology, values which are needén
criminology now more than ever.
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CRITICAL CRIMINOLOGY: An International Journal. Volume 10 #2, now in press

Table of Contents and Abstracts

(Critical Criminology is the official journal of thAmerican Society of Criminology’s Division on €cal Criminology.)

Critical Criminology, Existential Humanism, and Social Justice: Exploring the Contours of
Conceptual Integration

Bruce A. Arrigo

The relationship between critical criminology aratial justice has been well documented, but efftotprovide a unified
theory of social justice that cuts across and erng@sothe various strains of critical criminologidhiought has not been
systematically researched. One useful approacarfgaging in such a project comes from existentiahdmism, which draws
our attention to a number of life themes (e.g.,dfnaggle to be free, being and becoming, redemptaod is compatible with
critical criminology’s commitment to radical soci@hange. In this article, | provisionally explohetboundaries of theoretical
synthesis, mindful of those complex (and thornygués upon which successful conceptual integratepedds, including
definitions, assumptions, domains of inquiry andde® of integration. | conclude by outlining the liogtions of my
commentary for the future of critical criminologgdafor sustainable, meaningful praxis.

Wither Criminal Justice? An Argument for a Reformed Discipline

Matthew B. Robinson

The American criminal justice system fails to aekigustice, reduce crime, and provide equal ptmRecto Americans
regardless of their social class, race, and gemigr.criminal justice as an academic area of stumly become a popular and
fast growing liberal arts majors in the United 8&tchurning out tens of thousands to work in timinal justice system.
Given the demonstrable harms caused by crimin#itgjswhich are suffered disproportionately by kst powerful people,
academic criminologists and criminal justicians daklie obligation to promote a reformed disciplifidis paper briefly
summarizes the evidence of bias in the crimingigassystem and then turns to how these biasete relacriminal justice as
an academic discipline. Using the war on drugsrasxample, | argue that the practice of criminatige as an academic
endeavor runs counter to the goal of promotingadquastice in America. One of the ironic conclusioof this paper is that
criminal justice as an academic discipline mustsyealler if we are to achieve larger goals of dgcistice outlined in this
paper.

The Discourse of Criminality: From Beccaria to Postmodernism—Why Does IMatter?
Jeffery T. Walker and John A. Boyeskie

The use of discourse in criminological thought awriting is touted as though it is a recent eventijding off the work of
postmodernism. In reality, however, the use ofalisse in addressing criminological concepts goek bathe earliest works
in criminology (although it was not referred to discourse at that time). This article discusseshiltory of discourse in
criminality, focusing specifically on Beccaria abdmbroso. Application for current use of discouissuggested as a way of
making postmodernist writing perhaps more usefid wider audience.

Empowering Victim Advocates: Organizing Against Anti-Gay/Lesbian Vioence In Canada
C. E. Faulkner

In this paper | provide an account of an emancipatbmmunity-based response to anti-gay/lesbiateng® in Canada

through outlining the model developed by The 51ur€h Street Community Centre Anti-Violence Prograan(AVP)

(previously known as the Victim Assistance Prograsjin downtown Toronto. The data for this paper whisined through
(Continued on page 7)
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(Continued from page 6)

participant observation over a five year periodnfrl993-1997 when | was a volunteer with The 51PACommunity
Response to Bashing Committee (CRBC) in Torontds the goal of this paper to document and critithie model
developed at The 519 by focussing on advocacygipglissues, education, and the production of kedgé about anti-
gay/lesbian violence. While the Committee’s inalusiry agenda seems to be the most strategic apptoagaining
equity in services in existing institutions, couficions arise which suggest that ruptures exisivben the promise of
mainstream institutional change and resistancedioidn, gay, bisexual, transgendered, and qued TG activism.

Review Essay of a Criminologist and his Final Book: On lan Taylor and Crime in Gntext: A
Critical Criminology of Market Societies

Gregg Barak

lan Taylor died in the Winter of 2001. The finaldkoof his productive scholarly career was publiskiedultaneously by
Polity Press in the U.K. (Cambridge) and by Westvie the U.S, a rare accomplishment in academidighihg. Two

testimonials on the back cover address the sulestand relevance of Taylor and his final contribmti&lliot Currie

says, “With this book, lan Taylor confirms his slag as one of the most thoughtful students of erand society
writing anywhere in the world today. Crime in Cext is well-reasoned, wide-ranging and important—ajom

contribution to our understanding of the ways inick the enormous social and economic transformatad our time

are reshaping the problems of crime and socialrérdeck Young reverberates, “This timely book vk useful both
to students and professional criminologists in tihgiuts late twentieth-century developments immeriand disorder
within a broad social and historical context. Thisrao other book that does this. | have no daubill find a wide and

enthusiastic audience.”

While | agree with their assessments, | questiow hdde the book’s audience will be especially inrtioAmerica,

where today’s driving forces of global market sogiereside. I'm skeptical about the wide and enidmts audience
even though Crime in Context received the AmeriBaniety of Criminology’s Michael Hindelang Awardrfahe most
outstanding book in 2000. In fact, | was a membiahe committee that gave lan’s book this prestigiaward, one of
two members who enthusiastically supported it fibwn beginning of the voting process. Thus, | calyabelieve that
it's a book that should be read by anyone who daiorbe a criminologist and by any curious persbn wants to know
how crime and crime control work.

Review of The Killing State: Capital Punishment in Law, Politics, andCulture. Austin Sarat,
New York: Oxford University Press

Robert M. Bohm

Professor Sarat's anthology is a significant cbation to the death penalty literature, especi#ly study of the
symbolic meaning of capital punishment in sociatd #éhe cultural consequences of living in a "kiligtate." Several
essays should particularly interest critical criologists because of their provocative postmoderayars. The ten
essays are divided into three sections. Four essage first section address "The Politics of &t4illing" and focus on
the relationship between capital punishment andodeacy. Three essays in the second section on tald&hinishment
and Legal Values" examine capital punishment's m#veffect on a society's legal system. Three ssgayhe last
section on "The Death Penalty and the Culture afpResibility" explore the basic ideas of freedoasponsibility and
the role of capital punishment in the cultural dd@nson of social identity.
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ANNOUNCEMENT: PhD in Sociology with a specialization in Social Justie

An exciting new doctoral programme is being oftene the Department of Sociology and Anthropologyte
University of Windsor. In September, 2002, the ensity will be accepting its first students intetRhD in Sociology
with a specialization in Social Justice.

Doctoral students will be accepted into the progrenwith the possibility of a graduate assistantstuiion waiver,
and competitive scholarship totaling more than @8 for the first year. Students will work with tdty who have a Widr
range of expertise in social justice issues, arpatticipate in a stimulating intellectual enumment for pursuing thejr
own interests in this growing field of specializati

Our twenty-eight full-time faculty members haveosty scholarly records with expertise in the are&y
criminology and law, gender and equity issues, thedflVV/AIDS, international development, racism asthnicity,
sexuality, gay and lesbian studies, social movespeahd work. The concept of Social Justice encapesil the
department’'s common interest in the consequencesoa@#l inequality and the possibilities for soctdlange. It alsg
addresses our desire to push the boundaries afishipline of Sociology to address the current drienchanges takin
place in the world due to the effects of globalmatand restructuring. This programme will enaliledents to develop
advanced sociological training, both methodolodycahd theoretically, for pursuing their interesisthe Social Justick
field. The department offers excellent resourcesibctoral research in both qualitative and quative methodologies.

O

We urge you and your colleagues to spread the abodit this new doctoral programme to students why lbe
interested. The deadline for applications is JanBar, 2002, to be considered for scholarship suppioyou would like
further information about admissions, please cdritac Barry Adam, Chair of the Graduate CommittBepartment of
Sociology and Anthropology, University of WindsaV¥jindsor, Ontario, Canada N9B 3P4, e-nalbm@uwindsor.Gar
see our website atlvww.socialjusticeuniversity.org

For a New Society Free of War and Exploitation!

Kevin Anderson, Michael Klaas, Jesse Kelln, Tim ddee Anthony Sigismondi, and Janet Smith, all ef\tfarxist
Humanist Forum, Northern lllinois University

The September 11 terrorist attack on New York arashihgton, DC unleashed a level of destructiorseen in the U.S.
in over a century. It appears to have been caaigdy extreme conservative Islamic fundamentlet by Osama Bin
Laden. Over 6000 people, most of them ordinarykigy people, are now presumed dead. We are outfdagéhis action,
which has nothing whatsoever to do with any humamid/arxist opposition to capitalism, as seerhi@ tecent protests in
Quebec and Genoa. We also note that it is abdwteealvorkers of New York and across America wheeheome

In addition to the immediate horrors of Septemtiende also face a second danger -- the Bush adnaitiis's drive to
war and its push for militarization at home andoalor. The events of September 11 have strengtlmredf the most
conservative and backward-looking administrationgiS. history, one that supports the death penaftyoses labor

unions, and fights against the rights of womerhibass, and gays. Even before September 11, iplzahed on a vast

Bin Laden and his Islamic fundamentalist allieséniong oppressed the people of Afghanistan and alkeady murdered
thousands of Muslims. At present, the Talibanmegof Afghanistan forbids women to vote, attencbsthwork outside
the home, or even go onto the streets without @ iadrdian present. Listen to the message to tieridan people of the
Revolutionary Association of Afghan Women (RAWA)feaninist group that has been fighting since 19%7afsecular,
democratic Afghanistan: "There is a vast diffeebetween the poor and devastated people of Afgteamand the
terrorist Taliban criminals. While we once agaimmaunce our solidarity and deep sorry with the peopthe U.S., we
(Continued on page 9)
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(Continued from page 8)

also believe that attacking Afghanistan and killitsgmost ruined and destitute people will notmy avay decrease the grief of
the American people. We sincerely hope that thatghenerican people could differentiate betweenpbeple of Afghanistan

We agree with RAWA and will protest Bush's drivestar. The Reverend Jerry Falwell, an American §fam fundamentalist,
responded to September 11 by attacking women'ssrighy and lesbian rights, secularists, and ther&kran Civil Liberties
Union. He said that America's tolerance of sucfugs had caused God to remove a "curtain" of ptioreérom the U.S.,
allowing the September 11 attack to take placdwéih who organized some crucial votes for Buslhia last election, is the

An equally disturbing development in America hasrbthe vicious racist attacks on people who arajgpear” to be Middle
Eastern, including many people from the Middle East South Asia. Most disgusting of all was thealbed "pro-America”

We oppose the American government's drive to warth& same time, we oppose Falwell, Bin Laden, Thkban, and all
backward-looking, sexist, and fundamentalist mouwatsiewhich seek to roll back the hard-won gainswoimen, workers,
minorities, and the gay and lesbian community. W aentinue to work for a new non-capitalist sdgiéree of exploitation,

We call upon the whole NIU community -- whether icadl liberal, or conservative -- to join togethier opposing both
fundamentalist terrorism and the U.S. war drive.

be won with the weapons or mind-set of those wak& have
On Terrorism, Reason, and Social Justice been the victims of organized rage, not geo-palitic
expansionism, and you cannot shoot or bomb rage obut
existence as some Americans seem to believe. tesmond to
terrorism only by trying to crush those who hatews will not
achieve security - or we will achieve it only bystteying
America’s most cherished freedoms.

Raymond Michalowski, Northern Arizona University
(Originally published in the Arizona Daily Sun, $ember
30, 2001)

On September 11, 2001 the United States w
attacked by unidentified, stateless enemies apfiarer
motivated, not by conventional political objectivdsit by
suicidal hatred for America’'s government, its calst
economy, and its people. In the aftermath of Anasic
deadliest day, emotions have flowed openly. Sofiibese -
sorrow, compassion, solidarity, and a deep desinedrder
personal priorities - have the potential of helpirgybuild a
new, more caring America, more concerned about hun
welfare than corporate profits and neo-colonial ohation.
Others, such as fear, rage, and the desire fongevthreaten
to lead us down a darker path, toward war in thertsierm,
and toward deepening conflict with the wretchethefearth.

I have worked in the justice system, have frient® w
still do, and have spent the last twenty-five ydaesning and
teaching about how the justice process succeedsvaede it
fails. As a result, | know this: punishing wrongdeoeloes not
stop crime. Only removing the motivation for cricen do that.
But before we can do that, we have to understamddirces of
those motivations.

| am not suggesting that we take no action othan th
contemplating the motivations of terrorists. Theitelth States
must do everything possiblejithin the rule of lawto ensure
that those who orchestrated the terror of SeptenifiBrare
captured and brought to trial before an appropirggrnational
court of justice - possibly the World Court or théar Crimes
Tribunal. But we should not believe that prosemythe guilty,
or rolling up current terrorist networks will riché world of
terrorism. Only eliminating the conditions thated hate can
do that.

Like Americans everywhere, | am deeply sadden:
by the human tragedy of September 11, a tragedye nadld
the more poignant for me because New York City osase
my home, and because my son and daughter-in-lanthiere
now, close enough to the destruction to see andl stee
aftermath. But | also know that the current sttagagainst

terrorism is not a replay of America’s past wars; will not (Continued on page 10)
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Anyone who has lived in the Third World beyond
the narrow confines of middle-class enclaves orrisbu
destinations, as | have, knows that many of theldigor
dispossessed do not love the United States. Amdr th
feelings do not arise from simple resentment ofsuacesses
as the current Bush administration would have ugews
For those whose parents or loved ones were Kkiltedrtured
by U.S.-backed “friendly authoritarians”such as Steah of

What is the mechanism at work here? And what can w
do to avoid this misunderstanding, or, at leastintnimize its
effects? Leaving aside the willful twisting of whvag have to say
by those who don't want other people to hear #@rethwould
appear to be two main reasons for our difficultirstf most
people are hurting badly right now and are undedstialy very
angry at the people who attacked the World TradeeCand the
Pentagon. They have a great emotional need to sxphese
feelings and to hear from others who feel the sdinielargely a
way of establishing a sense of solidarity with Wi@ims of this

Iran, or whose refugee camps in the Middle Eastewer terrible tragedy. Any attempt to broach the subgfctvhy the

devastated by American-made bombs dropped
American-made planes sold at bargain-basement sptice
allies who promised to protect “U.S. interests,@hose
struggles for national independence were pervdriedvert
or covert U.S. intervention designed to protect ‘&inan
interests abroad,” the United States looks muchentike a

fronattack took place that bypasses the silent cryefmotional

bonding allows these strong feelings to interferégh whe
reception of what you are trying to say, and, elorst of cases,
to render you suspect as an insensitive outsiderisvirying to

justify what happened. So, BEFORE wading into aogiat-

political explanation of events, we must make stiva our

greedy bully than a global protector of freedom andaudience knows that we share their pain and anger.

democracy. These feelings are the iceberg of wilh
September 11 attack is just the tip. They cenjadd not
justify the killing of innocents, but we avoid dgirwhat is
needed to change them at our own peril.

Second, as for the relation between explanation and

justification, it must be admitted that one canrsba lot like

the other. In ordinary life, for example, an ex@aon of an
event is often undertaken in order to arrive atdggment of

We have been hurt as a nation and we are angrythe persons involved in it. Many people tend tdelisto

But we should not let that anger tempt us into.edlake no
mistake: the killing men, women, and children a® th
“collateral damage” of a war against terrorism, extra-
judicial assassinations of those we suspect ohgitéirrorists,
as Donald Rumsfeld has promised, would be as wasnie
terrorism directed against us. After all, how dordrists
justify their actions? They say that their peopéve been
hurt, and so they are justified in using whateverans are
available to them to redress those wrongs.

We are at a crucial moment in our history. We ca
remain willfully ignorant of our geo-political pasind keep
using our economic and political might to ensuratth
America’s one-eighth of the world’s population daoes to
consume more than a third of the world’s resoureash
year. Or we can reconsider that past and becogemainely
peaceful partner in the project of improving theef of

Explanation Yes; Justification, No
By Bertell Ollman, New York University

One of our biggest problems in trying to accoumt fo
what happened on Sept. llith is how to keep ouramgilons
from sounding like a justification. Most of us willready
have experienced this sleight of hand, and ondejipens
there is little chance of convincing your listenefsaanything.
Worse, many of them will now think of you as beimg the
side of those who perpetrated this horror and treat
accordingly. This is enough to keep a lot of peasilent,
who would otherwise be

raising some much needed

explanations as they would to a court case leadimgo a
verdict of guilt or innocence. In common parlanioa, to say
that some act is "understandable” is at least ggest that the
people who did it were acting rationally, that ierh reasons
we can uncover, and that what they did, therefoaanot be
rejected out of hand. | am not saying that this/lmt follows

from understanding any event, but rather that rogllit

"understandable" often suggests just this to othdysguess
is that this is what lies behind the hostility oAmy peoplefor

any attempt to try to explain the Holocaust.

Given the slippery slope on which the connection
between explanation and justification lies, | amaidfthere will
always be some who mistake any effort to explagnktbmbings
as collusion with the enemy. Still, a lot can be&lto minimize
this danger. We can, for example, make explicit #marp
distinction laid out above between explanation pustification.
We should then reverse the usual procedure ofriggudgement
for last by leading with a strong statement condegwithout
any qualification the murder and the murderers @fnsany
innocent people. Having issued our judgement okthent at the
start, far fewer people are likely to misunderstand search for
an explanation as an indirect defense of the patpes.

Next, in making the transition to explanation,ist
important to stress why this step is so importdrdondemning
the bombings as murder of innocent people is atheex in order
to punish the guilty parties, only an adequate rstadeding of
why it happened will enable us to bring about th@anges

(Continued on page 11)
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(Continued from page 10)

necessary to ensure that it will not happen agaidgements are
oriented toward the past. They are attempts t@goase things in
the past so we know where to place them in oukithgnabout the
present. However, without an accompanying explanati
judgements are poor guides to developing poli@egHte future.
Explanations, on the other hand, are oriented thwlae future.
They are attempts to understand what went wrorthdrpast so
that changes can be made and the same mistakest aepeated.
Today, as we know, most Americans have acceptédgmobased
largely on their judgement of WHAT happened in Néark and
Washington (laced with a heavy dose of emotiortblerathan on
any reasonal explanation of WHY it happened. Wit main
causes of the tragedy untouched because unexarttieertsults
of these policies are likely to prove catastrophic.

Is there still a chance to halt this descent lrgib by - as
we said in an earlier crisis - "speaking truth ¢evpr"? Only if we
find a way of making the "truth" digestible, anistmeans, above
all else, keeping our explanations from soundike jlistifications.
In pursuit of this end, | have suggested - ) stgathe pain and
anger of our audience before we do anything ejsgisinguishing
explanation as sharply as possible from justificgtB) presenting
our condemnation, our harsh judgement, of what dvagxb before
we set out to explain it; and 4) when we begin eplanations,
emphasizing the fact that only by understanding WHi¥' terrible
event occurred, only by finding its actual causal,we be in a
position to construct a future that gives us thecpeand security
we all crave.

There is still a fifth step worth taking beforeuteching
into our explanations proper, and that can be pivsadcouple of
simple questions: Why has our Government paidtti® dittention
to WHY this event occurred, and restricted its favgwers to talk
of evil and the craziness and jealousy of the gmitivolved? Is
there something in its own practises, past anceptefar from the
metaphysics and the pop psychology that we have bffered,
that it is trying to hide? Once we have establishedimportance
of looking for serious explanations, and once weehdeared up
the static that interferes with people hearing asgrious
explanation, the contribution, past and present,oof own
Government to this disaster will begin to receive widespread
scrutiny it so richly deserves.

Having tried to frame some of the discussion tkat
getting underway, | am now content to leave thetoeseaders in
the belief that the "facts" in this case arguelsquently in favor
of peace that - if only they could be heard, anardhgroperly -
only Bush, Sharon and perhaps Bin Laden would fesaor

What to Expect at This Year's ASC
Meeting

By Mary Bosworth, Fordham Univesity

It's that time of year again, when many people are
starting to realize that the ASC is around the egrand
they still haven't started their paper. What wiile
discussant say if you pass her a half written oot¢he
back of an envelope, you may be wondering? How am
going to spend my time in Atlanta may be another
concern. After the coca-cola factory, what is ¢hew
do? More seriously, some of you may be worrying
about flying in this frightening time. |, persolyalam

not attending, preferring to leave ASC to everyeoth
year, but here are some suggestions for papermight
want to keep an eye out for. This year, there seein

be less critical criminology stuff going on. Incfa
theoretical work in general looks even thinner be t
ground than normal. We should perhaps be worr(@d.
else, let me know which conferences everyone ealse i
attending, have | missed something here? As usual,
many of the more interesting sounding sessions are
either early in the morning, or late in the aftewnmn

the final day. Here are some of the ones | thought
sounded interesting. First, there is critical ¢niohogy’s
own Author-meets-critics session where Richard
Quinney will discuss his book Bearing Witness tamer
and Social Justice on Thursday at 2:40 pm. ThHeet
are a couple of presentations on terrorism thagrgthe
current climate, should provide some food for
thought.  First among these is another Author-gieet
critics session, this time on Wednesday at 2:40rare
Mark Hamm will discuss his book Inside America’'s
Terrorists. Session number 225, entitled “Theoattic
Explanations for Terrorism” also sounds promising a
2:40pm on Thursday. Gender, as usual, is better
represented than other topics of concern for alfitic
criminologists. Some of the panels dealing witls that
caught my eye were number 375, “Batterer intereenti
programs” on Friday at 4:20pm, number 164
“Constructions of Gender and their impact on crime,
deviance and justice practices” at 9:40am on Tlaysd
number 186 “Preventing Intimate, Sexual and Hate
Violence” on Thursday at 1:00 p.m. and the DWC's
Open Forum session “Globalization, gendered justice
and public policy in the 21st Century” at 2:40pm on
Thursday. Unlike gender, | couldn't find many plksne
that appeared to theorize race at all. One thaitslo
potential is a roundtable "Black perspectives in
Criminology and Criminal Justice” on Thursday a@.:

(Continued on page 12)
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(Continued from page 11) News from the Chair
p.m.; another that may deal with some issues péntai

to race is section 14 on Wednesday at 8:00 a.ne (lo
that time!) on “Hate Crimes.” This panel is folled at
9:40 a.m. by the intriguingly titled session “Idint
Morality and Language” which could be about anythin
but might deal with some similar issues. Anothangd
that makes it in, both for its participants and itertitle

is “Love, Art and Ideology in the Construction of
Criminological Theory” which is at 4:20 p.m. on
Friday. A final one, which sounds cool, is
“Reconstructing the Seven Deadly Sins” (Maybe the
Jesuits are rubbing off on me here at Fordham)chwis

at 8:00 a.m. on Wednesday. That all leaves justethr
critical criminology panels, two of which are schést

at the same (and surprisingly popular) time of 8&0f.
Wednesday, and the annual one on “Punishment ani
Society” that occurs at 1:00 p.m. on that same dag.
two critical criminology panels at 8:00 a.m. on
Wednesday, are Dragan Milovanovic’'s “Continuities/
Discontinuities, Critiques and Synthesis in Posterad
Criminology” and the division’s open forum
“Postmodern Reconsideration of Crime, Law and Socia
Change.” "Convict Perspectives on re-entry to the
community” will follow these at 9:40 a.m. So, |g®
you enjoy the conference. May the bars be full eérb
rather than coke, may your papers be well recearat]
may all in between sessions have fun and
merriment. See you next year!

LATE BREAKING NEWS: We have just received the
election results. The new officers will be: Chalvalter
DeKeseredy, Ohio University; Vice-Chair, Claire Retti,
St. Joseph’s University; Secretary/Treasurer, Jddier,
University of Missouri-St. Louis; At Large Members,
Meda Chesney-Lind, University of Hawaii, Manoii, \Bc
Friedrichs, University of Scranton, and Jayne Magone
University of Middlesex.

LATE BREAKING DIVISION CHAIR: Unfortunately,
while carrying out a gig teaching restorative jcistito
juvenile justice workers in Timisoara, Romaniauffered
the beginnings of a detached retina. Upon my netmithe
US, | underwent immediate surgery. I'm “groundeufid
have to miss the fall meeting.

Jeff Walker will represent the out-going Boardhas tfall's
meetings. But luckily, we have an outstanding cofwn-
coming officers that are well-positioned to takeeov
immediately. Our new Board includes extensive
experience within our Division, extraordinary leestép
within the profession, and represents the breadtd a
diversity of the Division.

| would like to thank all the candidates. The catee
presented a solid slate of individuals indicative tle
strength of this organization.

Martin D. Schwartz, Ohio University



