




Routledge Handbook of 
Critical Criminology 

�� ���;�;n���up 
LONDON AND NEW YORK 

Edited by Walter 5. DeKeseredy 
and Molly Dragiewicz 



First published 2012 
by Routledge 
2 Park Square, Milton Park, Abingdon, Oxon, OX14 4 R N  

Simultaneously published i n  the USA and Canada 
by Routledge 
711 Third Avenue, New York, NY 10017 

Routledge is an imprint cif the Taylor & Francis Group, an itiforma business 
© 2012 Walter S. DeKeseredy and Molly Dragiewicz 

The right ofWalter S. DeKeseredy and Molly Dragiewicz to be identified as editors of this work has been asserted by them in accordance with the Copyright, Designs and Patent Act 198 8. 

All rights reserved. No part of this book may be reprinted or reproduced or utilised in any form or by any electronic, mechanical, or other means, now known or hereafter invented, including photocopying and recording, or in any information storage or retrieval system, without permission in writing from the publishers. 
British Library Cataloguing itz Publication Data 
A catalogue record for this book is available from the British Library 
Library of Congress Cataloging in Publication Data 
Routledge handbook of critical criminology I edited by WalterS. DeKeseredy and Molly Dragiewicz. 

p.cm. 
I ncludes index. 
ISBN 978-0-415-77967-8 (hbk.) 
1. Criminology. I .  DeKeseredy, WalterS., 1959-II. Dragiewicz, Molly. HV6025.R677 2011 
364-dc23 
2011018160 

ISBN 13: 978-0-415-77967-8 hbk 
ISBN 13: 978-0-203-86432-6 ebook 

Typeset in Bembo and Stone Sans ITC Pro by Prepress Projects Ltd, Perth, U K  

MIX 
Paper from 

responsible sources 

��� FSce C004839 Printed and bound in Great Britain by 
CPI Antony Rowe, Chippenham, Wiltshire 



Contents 

List cif illustrations IX 

List cif contributors x 

Acknowledgements xvttt 

Introduction: critical criminology: past, present, and future 1 

"WalterS. DeKeseredy and Molly'Dragiewicz 

PART I 

The history of critical criminology: international perspectives 9 

1 Finding a political voice: the emergence of critical criminology 
in Britain 

Jayne Mooney 

2 The history of critical criminology in the United States 
Raymond Michalowski 

3 History of critical criminology in Australia 
Kerry Carrington and Russell Hogg 

4 History of critical criminology in Canada 
"WalterS. DeKeseredy 

5 Latin American critical criminology 
Alfredo Schulte-Bockholt 

13 

32 

46 

61 

70 



Contents 

PART II 

Theoretical perspectives 

6 Marxist criminology 
Rick Matthews 

7 Left realism 
WalterS. DeKeseredy and Martin D. Schwartz 

8 Critical perspectives on law 
Dragan Milovanovic 

9 Feminist perspectives in criminology 
Claire M. Renzetti 

10 Cultural criminology: burning up capitalism, consumer culture 

and crime 
Stephen L. Muzzatti 

11 Postmodern criminology 
Dragan Milovanovic 

12 Convict criminology 
Jfjfrey Ian Ross, Stephen Richards, Greg Newbold, Michael Lenza, and 
Robert Grigsby 

13 Masculinities 
james W Messerschmidt and Stephen Tomsen 

14 Peacemaking criminology 
Hal Pepinsky 

15 "Since I couldn't get out of my own skin": what would a feminist, 

87 

93 

105 

117 

129 

138 

150 

160 

172 

186 

psychoanalytic perspective of crime and justice look like? 194 
Robin A. Robinson 

16 Critical historical perspectives on crime 209 
Barry Godfrey 

PART Ill 

Select topics in critical criminology 223 

17 A critical interpretation of animal exploitation 230 
Bonnie Berry 

vi 



Contents 

18 Crimes of the powerful: white-collar crime and beyond 241 

David 0. Friedrichs and Dawn L. Rothe 

19 Girls' violence and juvenile justice: a critical examination 252 

Lisa Pasko and Meda Chesney-Lind 

20 Private prisons, the criminal justice-industrial complex and 
bodies destined for profitable punishment 266 

Paul Leighton and Donna Selman 

21 Antifeminist backlash and critical criminology 280 

Molly Dragiewicz 

22 Rural crime and critical criminology 290 

Joseph Donnermeyer 

23 Hate crime 303 

Neil Chakraborti and Jon Garland 

24 Gender and policing: critical issues and analyses 316 

Susan L. Miller and Emily Bonistall 

25 Critical issues in intimate partner violence 329 

Shana L. Maier and Raquel Bergen 

26 Human trafficking 342 

Emily Troshynski 

27 War on terror, human rights, and critical criminology 361 

Michael Welch 

28 Media and crime 373 
Gregg Barak 

29 The contemporary youth gang: critical perspectives 387 
Julian Tanner 

30 Adult women in conflict with the law 401 
Merry Morash and Julie Yingling 

31 Children and human rights 413 
Patrik Olsson 

32 Drugs and critical criminology 425 
Judith Grant 

vii 



Contents 

PART IV 

Policies 437 

33 Curbing state crime by challenging empire 442 

Ronald C. Kramer 

34 Confronting campus sexual assault 454 

Molly Dragiewicz and Walter DeKeseredy 

35 Violence and social policy 465 
Elliott Currie 

36 The International Criminal Court: the solution to ending impunity? 476 
Dawn L. Rothe and Christopher Mullins 

37 Prisons: Securing the state 488 
Mary Bosworth and Sophie Palmer 

38 Confronting state oppression: the role of music 501 
David Kauzlarich and Clay Michael Awsumb 

Index 513 

viii 



Contributors 

Clay Michael Awsumb is a graduate student in Sociology at Southern Illinois University 
Edwardsville. His major research interests are ethnomusicology, symbolic representations, 
and social change. 

Gregg Barak is Professor of Criminology and Criminal Justice at Eastern Michigan 
University and the former Visiting Distinguished Professor in the College of Justice & 
Safety at Eastern Kentucky University. In 2003 he became the twenty-seventh Fellow of 
the Academy of Criminal Justice Sciences and in 2007 received the Lifetime Achievement 
Award from the Critical Division of the American Society of Criminology. Barak is author 
and/or editor of 17 books on crime, justice, media, violence, criminal law, homelessness, 
human rights, and related topics, including Criminology: An Integrated Approach (Rowman & 
Littlefield, 2009). 

Raquel Bergen is Professor and Chair of the Sociology Department at Saint Joseph's 
University. She has published seven books on the topic of violence against women. Her 
work focuses primarily on women's experiences of sexual violence in intimate partnerships 
and she regularly provides workshops to rape crisis centers and battered women's programs 
around the country. Her current research is on women's experiences of sexual violence 
during pregnancy. 

Bonnie Berry is Director of the Social Problems Research Group in Gig Harbor, 
Washington. Her previous work has addressed social movements, definitions of and 
responses to crime and social misconduct, and social inequalities of all types, including 
unequal nonhuman-human statuses and nonhuman animal rights. Her most recent work 
focuses on physical appearance bias. 

Emily Bonistall is a graduate student in the Department of Sociology and Criminal Justice 
at the University of Delaware. Her research interests include violence against women, inter
sectionality, re-entry, and sexual victimization. 



Contributors 

Mary Bosworth is Reader in Criminology at the University of Oxford and Fellow of St 
Cross College. She works on issues to do with race, gender, and citizenship with a particu
lar focus on prisons and immigration detention. Her books include Engendering Resistance 
(Ashgate, 1999), The U.S. Federal Prison System (Sage, 2002), and Explaining U.S. Imprisonment 
(Sage, 2010). She is currently conducting an ethnography of immigration detention centres 

in the UK. 

Kerry Carrington is the Head of the School of Justice, Law Faculty, Queensland 
University of Technology. Kerry has published seven books broadly in the field of critical 
criminology and the sociolo�y of deviance, and around 60 other publications in distin
guished international collections and journals, such as the British Journal of Criminology and 
the Australian Feminist Law Journal. Her current research interests include the growth of 
female violence and delinquency and the link between mining, men's camps and violence 

in rural and regional Australia. 

Neil Chakraborti is a Senior Lecturer in Criminology at the Department of Criminology, 
University of Leicester. He has researched and published widely in the fields of 'race', 
policing, victimization, and hate crime and is editor of Hate Crime: Concepts, Policy, Future 
Directions (Willan, 2010), author of Hate Crime: Impact, Causes and Responses (Sage, 2009, with 
Jon Garland), and editor of Rural Racism (Willan, 2004, also with Jon Garland). His current 
research projects include a nationwide evaluation of public authority responses to targeted 
violence and harassment; an analysis of police-recorded hate crime data; and a review of 
community engagement strategies used in the policing of faith groups. 

Meda Chesney-Lind is Professor of Women's Studies at the University of Hawaii at 
Manoa. Nationally recognized for her work on women and crime, her books include Girls, 
Delinquency and Juvenile Justice (Belmont, 2004), The Female Offender: Girls, Women and Crime 
(Sage, 2004), Female Gangs in America (Lakeview Press, 1999), Invisible Punishment (New 
Press, 2002), Girls, Women and Crime (Sage, 2004), and Beyond Bad Girls: Gender Violence 
and Hype (Routledge, 2008). She is also the co-editor (with Nikki Jones) of Fighting for Girls: 
New Perspectives on Gender and Violence (SUNY Press, 2010). 

Elliott Currie is Professor of Criminology, Law and Society at the University of 
California, Irvine. He is the author of Confronting Crime: An American Challenge (Pantheon, 
1985), Reckoning: Drugs, the Cities, and the American Future (Hill and Wang, 1994), Crime and 
Punishment in America (Fitzhenry & Whiteside, 1998) and The Roots of Danger: Violent Crime in 
Global Perspective (Prentice Hall, 2009), among other works, and co-author of W hitewashing 
Race: The Myth of a Color-Blind Society (University of California Press, 2003). 

Walter S. DeKeseredy is Professor of Criminology at the University of Ontario Institute 
of Technology (UOIT). He has published 16 books and over 100 scientific journal articles 
and book chapters on topics such as woman abuse, crime and poverty in public housing, 
and women in conflict with the law. In 2008, the Institute on Violence, Abuse and Trauma 
gave him the Linda Saltzman Memorial Intimate Partner Violence Researcher Award. He 
also jointly received the 2004 Distinguished Scholar Award from the American Society 
of Criminology's (ASC) Division on Women and Crime and the 2007 inaugural UOIT 
Research Excellence Award. In 1995, he received the Critical Criminologist of the Year 

xi 



Contributors 

Award from the ASC's Division on Critical Criminology (DCC) and in 2008 the DCC 
gave him the Lifetime Achievement Award. 

Joseph Donnermeyer is a Professor in the School of Environment and Natural Resources 
at the Ohio State University (OSU), and an Adjunct Professor at the University of New 
England, New South Wales. He is an internationally known expert on rural crime, with 
over 100 books, book chapters, and peer-reviewed journal articles on the subject. From 
2005 to 2010 he was chair of the OSU Academy ofTeaching, with membership in the acad
emy reserved for those who have won the university-wide award for excellence in teaching. 

Molly Dragiewicz is Assistant Professor of Criminology at the University of Ontario 
Institute of Technology (UOIT). Her research interests center on gender, violence, and 
anti-feminist backlash. She received the New Scholar Award from the American Society of 
Criminology's Division on Women and Crime in 2009, and recently published Equality with 
a Vengeance: Men's Rights Groups, Battered Women, and Antifeminist Backlash in the Northeastern 
University Press Series on Gender, Crime, and Law. 

David 0. Friedrichs is Professor of Sociology and Criminal Justice and Distinguished 
University Fellow at the University of Scranton (Pennsylvania). He is the author of Trusted 
Criminals: White Collar Crime in Contemporary Society (4th edn., Wadsworth/Cengage 
Learning, 2010) and Law in Our Lives: An Introduction (2nd edn., Roxbury, 2006), and well 
over 100 journal articles, book chapters, and essays on a variety of topics, including white
collar crime, crimes of states, and law and society. His current work has addressed integrated 
criminological theories, global criminology, and the financial crisis as white-collar crime. 

Jon Garland is a Senior Lecturer in Criminology at the Department of Criminology, 
University of Leicester. He has researched and published extensively in the fields of rural 
racism, identity, hate crime, policing, and victimization. His books include Racism and 
Anti-racism in Football (Palgrave, 2001 , with Michael Rowe), Rural Racism (Willan, 2004, 
co-edited with Neil Chakraborti), Hate Crime: Impact, Causes and Responses (Sage, 2009, also 
with Neil Chakraborti), and Racism, Ethnicity and Crime (Polity, 2011). His work on hate 
crime is ongoing. 

Barry Godfrey is Professor of Criminology at the Research Institute for Law, Politics and 
Justice, Keele University. He has written or co-authored eight books and over 40 refereed 
journal articles on crime history, sentencing, desistence, and comparative criminology. His 
current research focuses on legislation designed to incapacitate 'dangerous' offenders in the 
nineteenth century. 

Judith Grant is Assistant Professor at the University of Ontario Institute of Technology 
(UOIT) in the faculty of Social Science and Humanities. She has published various refereed 
articles and book chapters on gender and drug use/abuse and a book on women's stories of 
addiction and recovery. She is currently involved in writing her second book, which ana
lyzes 25 men's stories of addiction and recovery (in the Ozark region of the United States), 
to be published in 2011 by Rienner. 

Robert Grigsby is an independent researcher and policy analyst who is currently working as 
the Education and Social Policy Director for Reentry AfterCare, a national U.S.  non-profit 

xii 



Contributors 

organization. He is an exceptional lecturer and facilitator of workshops and seminars on 

contemporary issues of crime and criminology. He is also the web administrator for the 

Convict Criminology group and has co-authored a number of articles and book chapters 

with the group. 

Russell Hogg has taught criminology at several Australian universities and currently 

teaches in the School of Law, Queensland University of Technology. He is the co-author or 

co-editor of seven books on various aspects of crime and criminal justice, including Critical 

Criminology: Issues, Debates, Challenges (Willan, 2002) and Rethinking Law and Order (Pluto, 

1998). -

David Kauzlarich is Professor of Sociology and Criminal Justice Studies at Southern 

Illinois University Edwardsville. He has widely published in the areas of state crime and 
violence, human rights violations, and critical criminological theory. His current research 

focuses on music resistance to violence. 

Ronald C. Kramer is Professor of Sociology and Director of the Criminal Justice Program 
at Western Michigan University in Kalamazoo, Michigan. His books include Crimes of the 
American Nuclear State: At Home and Abroad (Northeastern University Press, 1998, with Dave 
Kauzlarich), State-Corporate Crime: Wrongdoing at the Intersection of Business and Government 
(Rutgers University Press, 2006, with Raymond Michalowski), and State Crime in the Global 
Age (Willan, 2010, edited with William J. Chambliss and Raymond Michalowski). Dr. 
Kramer is a recipient of the Lifetime Achievement Award from the Division of Critical 
Criminology of the American S9ciety of Criminology. 

Paul Leighton is a Professor of Sociology, Criminology and Women and Gender Studies at 
Eastern Michigan University. He is the co-author or editor of Punishment for Sale (Rowman 
& Littlefield, 2010); Class, Race, Gender and Crime (Rowman & Littlefield, 2011); The Rich 
Get Richer and the Poor Get Prison (Allyn & Bacon, 2010); and Criminal justice Ethics (Pearson 
Education, 2000). He has been an editor of Critical Criminology: An International Journal, and 
is a recipient of the Critical Criminologist of the Year Award. 

Michael Lenza is an Assistant Professor in Criminal Justice, University of Wisonsin -
Oshkosh. He has published on the death penalty, postmodern ethnography, alcoholics and 
medical marijuana, and research ethics, and has carried out applied work in restorative 
justice. 

Shana L. Maier is an Associate Professor in the Department of Criminal Justice at Widener 
University, Chester, Pennsylvania. Her research interests include violence against women, 
the treatment of rape victims by the criminal justice and legal systems, and the experiences 
and struggles of rape victim advocates and Sexual Assault Nurse Examiners. She is the 
author of articles in journal ofEthnicity in Criminal]ustice, Feminist Criminology, Violence against 
Women, and Women & Criminal justice, and the co-author of articles appearing in Deviant 
Behavior,Journal of Women, Politics & Policy, International Review ofVictimology, and Women's 
Health and Urban Life. 

Rick Matthews is an Associate Professor of Sociology and Criminal Justice at Carthage 
College. He has published several articles and book chapters on state-corporate crime. His 

xiii 



Contributors 

most recent publications have focused on gender, the body, and risk-taking behavior among 
mixed martial artists. 

James W. Messerschmidt is Professor of Sociology in the Criminology Department and 
the Women and Gender Studies Program at the University of Southern Maine. Since the 
early 1990s he has published numerous articles and books on masculinities and crime, most 
recently Hegemonic Masculinities and Camouflaged Politics: Unmasking the Bush Dynasty and Its 
War against Iraq (Paradigm, 2010). His current research involves a manuscript on bullying 
and reactive assaultive and sexual violence. 

Raymond Michalowski is Regents Professor of Criminology at Northern Arizona 
University. He has authored numerous books, articles, and chapters on topics including 
criminological theory, state crime, corporate crime, the political economy of crime and 
justice, and motorcycle pilgrimage as reconstruction of political memory. His current work 
focuses on the political culture of immigration policy. 

Susan L. Miller is Professor of Sociology and Criminal Justice at the University of 
Delaware and the author or co-author of numerous articles and books, including Victims as 
O.ffonders: The Paradox <![Women's Violence in Relationships (Rutgers University Press, 2005) 
and Gender and Community Policing: Walking the Talk (Northeastern University Press, 1999). 
She publishes in the areas of criminal justice policy, gender and social control, violence 
against women, and victimology. 

Dragan Milovanovic is Professor and Brommel Distinguished Research Professor at the 
Justice Studies Department, Northeastern Illinois University. He received his Ph.D. in 
Criminal Justice at SUNY at Albany. He has written extensively in book and article form 
on the subjects of postmodern analysis in critical criminology and law. He was awarded 
the Distinguished Achievement Award, 1992-1993, by the American Society's Division on 
Critical Criminology. His most recent co-authored book is Revolution in Penology (Rowman 
& Littlefield, 2009) and he has also recently co-edited Postmodernist and Post-Structuralist 
Theories of Crime (Ashgate, 2010). 

Jayne Mooney is Associate Professor of Sociology at John Jay College of Criminal Justice 
and the Graduate Center, City University of New York. She has published widely in the 
areas of gender and crime, domestic violence, the family and crime, and crime and the inner 
city. She is the author of Gender, Violence and the Social Order (Palgrave/Macmillan, 2000), 
co-editor (with Keith Hayward and Shadd Maruna) of Fifty Key Thinkers in Criminology 
(Routledge, 2010), and is currently completing a study exploring the links between everyday 
violence and extreme violence. 

Merry Morash is Professor at the School of Criminal Justice, Michigan State University. 
Recent books include Women on Probation and Parole: A Feminist Critique <if Community 
Programs and Services (Northeastern University Press, 2010) and Understanding Gender, Crime 
and Justice (Sage, 2006). She has published numerous articles on topics including police 
officers, violence against women, and causes of delinquency; and she founded and directs 
the Michigan Victim Assistance Academy, which trains professionals who work with crime 
victims. 

xiv 



Contributors 

Christopher Mullins is Assistant Professor of Criminology and Criminal Justice at 
Southern Illinois University Carbondale. He is the author or co-author of four books and 
more than 20 peer-reviewed articles on gender and violence and violations of international 
criminal law and international criminal courts. 

Stephen L. Muzzatti is an Associate Professor of Sociology at Ryerson University in 
Toronto, Canada where he teaches courses in crime, media, and popular culture. He has 
written extensively on the news media's criminalization of youth culture, as well as on ter
rorism, crimes of globalizatio� consumerism, motorcycle culture, and street racing. 

Greg Newbold is Professor of Sociology at the University of Canterbury, New Zealand. 
He has published seven books and more than 60 articles and book chapters on crime and 
criminal justice. He is currently re-writing his seminal work on crime in New Zealand for 

a new edition. 

Patrik Olsson is Assistant Professor ofLegal Studies at the University of Ontario Institute 
of Technology (UOIT). His research agenda concerns the rights of children and youth as 
well as socio-legal aspects of information technology and social change. Since the 1990s he 
has conducted extensive research in relation to the socio-legal situation for exposed chil
dren in the MERCOSUR countries in South America, as well as in Central America and 
Southeast Asia. 

Sophie Palmer is a doctoral candidate at the University of Oxford. Her research focuses 
on the privatization of criminal Justice services and the relationship between the state and 
private entities in the provision of these. She is particularly interested in the role of the pri
vate prison in modernity and the experience of privatization from an inmate's perspective. 

Lisa Pasko is Assistant Professor in the Department of Sociology and Criminology and 
Affiliated Faculty in the Gender and Women's Studies Program at the University of Denver. 
Her numerous presentations, articles, and books have covered such topics as girls' juvenile 
justice involvement, girls and aggression, gender-specific programming, and sexuality and 
deviance. Her current research examines the construction and control of girls' sexuality in 
youth corrections. 

Hal Pepinsky retired from criminal justice at Indiana University, Bloomington, in 
2009. Final page proofs of his last book, Peacemaking: Rfjiections of a Radical Criminologist 
(University of Ottawa Press, 2006), are freely usable at http://critcrim.org/sites/default/files/ 
Pepinsky _proofs_ O.pd£ The book ends with a list of Pepinsky's research publications. 

Claire M. Renzetti is the Judi Conway Patton Endowed Chair for Studies of Violence 
Against Women, Center for Research on Violence Against Women, and Professor of 
Sociology at the University of Kentucky. She has authored or edited 16 books and numer
ous book chapters and journal articles, focusing primarily on the violent victimization 
experiences of socially and economically marginalized groups of women. She is currently 
carrying out an ethnography of a faith-based group involved in anti-trafficking work, and a 
comprehensive survey of nongovernmental organizations providing services to trafficking 
victims in the United States. 

XV 



Contributors 

Stephen Richards is a Professor of Criminal Justice at the University of Wisconsin -
Oshkosh. His work has appeared in numerous journals. His books include Behind Bars: 
Surviving Prison (Penguin, 2002), Convict Criminology (Wadsworth, 2003), and Beyond Bars: 
R�joining Society after Prison (Penguin, 2009). Richards is a Soros Senior Justice Fellow, and 
lead organizer of the Convict Criminology group. 

Robin A. Robinson is Associate Professor in Sociology and Crime and Justice Studies at 
the University of Massachusetts Dartmouth. Her published and activist work considers psy
chosocial constructions of female deviance, violence and trauma, psychological perspectives 
on crime and deviance, vicarious traumatization amongst anti-violence workers, and social 
justice and crime in historical context. Current work includes critical perspectives on teen 
relationship violence and its broader effects, and social legacies of female British convicts 
transported to the American colonies. 

Jeffrey Ian Ross is an Associate Professor in the School of Criminal Justice, College of 
Public Affairs, and a Fellow of the Center for International and Comparative Law at the 
University of Baltimore. He has researched, written, and lectured on national security, 
political violence, political crime, violent crime, corrections, policing, cybercrime, and 
crime and justice in Indian Country for over two decades. Ross is the author, co-author, 
editor, or co-editor of 16 books. During the early 1980s Jeff worked for almost four years in 
a correctional institution. 

Dawn L. Rothe is Associate Professor of Criminology at Old Dominion University. She 
is also the Director of the International State Crime Research Consortium. Rothe has pub
lished four books and over four dozen peer-reviewed journal articles and book chapters on 
topics such as corporate crime, crimes of globalization, transnational crime, state crime, 
international criminal law violations and institutions of control, and most recently post
conflict justice, politics, and power. 

Alfredo Schulte-Bockholt is Associate Professor of Sociology and Criminology at Saint 
Mary's University, Halifax, Nova Scotia. He has published books and articles in the areas of 
organized crime and drug trafficking. Currently, Dr. Schulte-Bockholt is preparing a book 
manuscript on political corruption and crime in Latin America. 

Martin D. Schwartz is partially retired from Ohio University, where he is Professor of 
Sociology Emeritus, and also serves as visiting professor of Sociology at George Washington 
University, where he teaches Criminology and Deviant Behavior. He is the 2008 Academy 
Fellow of the Academy of Criminal Justice Sciences, and has received distinguished scholar 
awards from American Society of Criminology Division on Women and Crime and Division 
on Critical Criminology. He has written or edited (often with Walter S. DeKeseredy) 21 edi
tions of 12 books, 70 journal articles and another 70 book chapters, government reports, and 
essays. Their most published recent book is Dangerous Exits: Escaping Abusive Relationships in 
Rural America (Rutgers University Press, 2009), and they are currently working on Male Peer 
Support Theory and Sexual Assault, which caps 25 years of work and extensive publication on 
their own deviance theory. 

Donna Selman is an Associate Professor of Criminology at Eastern Michigan University. 
Her research interests include privatization of justice, prisoner re-entry, and labor disputes. 

xvi 



Contributors 

She is the co-author of Punishment for Sale: Private Prisons, Big Business and the Incarceration 

Binge (Rowman & Littlefield, 2010). 

Julian Tanner is a Professor of Sociology at the University of Toronto. Throughout his 

career he has maintained an interest in young people and youth culture, and young people 

and crime and delinquency. He is currently involved in an evaluation of a gang prevention 

project in Toronto, Canada. The third edition of his book Teenage Troubles was published by 

Oxford University Press in 2010. 

Stephen Tomsen is Professor.®[ Criminology and Criminal Justice at the University of 
Western Sydney. His recent publications include Violence, Prejudice and Sexuality (Routledge, 
2009) and Crime, Criminal Justice and Masculinities (Ashgate, 2008). His research interests 
include violence, gender, sexuality, hate crime, and the politics of victimhood, and he is 
currently researching risk, safety, and policing in urban night-time economies. 

Emily Troshynski is Assistant Professor of Law, Politics, and Society at Drake University. 
She has published several refereed journal articles on issues related to human trafficking, 
trafficking of women, and interviewing human traffickers. Her past research (with Jen 
Blank) is still the only academic project to successfully interview human traffickers outside 

of an incarcerated setting. 

Michael Welch is a Professor in the Criminal Justice Program at Rutgers University, New 
Brunswick, NJ. He has served as a Visiting Fellow at the Centre for the Study of Human 
Rights at the London School of Economics, as well as a Visiting Professor in the Facolta 
di Giurisprudenza, Universita D'egli Studi di Bologna (Italy) and Facultad de Ciencias 
Juridicas y Sociales of the Universidad Nacional del Litoral (Argentina), and in the Faculty 
of Law at the University of Sydney (Australia). His recent book is Crimes of Power & States 
of Impunity: The U.S. Response to Terror (Rutgers University Press, 2009) (see http://www. 
professormichaelwelch.com). 

Julie Yingling is a doctoral candidate in the School of Criminal Justice at Michigan State 
University. Her current research focuses on domestic violence, drug markets, social justice, 
and intersections of race, gender and crime. 

xvii 



Paul Leighton and Donna Selman 

Schwartz, M., & Nurge, D. (2004). Capitalist punishment: Ethics and private prisons. Critical 
Criminology, 12, 133-156. 

Selman, D., & Leighton, P. (2010). Punishment for sale: Private prisons, big business and the incarceration 
binge. Lanham, MD: Rowman and Littlefield. 

Shichor, D., & Gilbert, M. (Eds.). (2001). Privatization in criminal justice: Past, present and future. 
Cincinnati, OH: Anderson. 

Southern Center for Human Rights. (2008). Profiting from the poor: A report on predatory probation 
companies in Georgia. Available at http://www.schr.org/files/profit_from _poor. pdf (accessed July 3, 
2011). 

Stein, H. (1996). Corporate America, mind your own business. Wall Street journal, July 15, A12. 
Taylor, P., & Cooper, C. (2008). It was absolute hell: Inside the private prison. Capital & Class, 32(3), 

3-30. 

278 



lntroduction1 

21 

Antifeminist backlash and 
critical criminology 

Molly Dragiewicz 

In spite of the doubtful empirical basis for the current belief that female criminality is 
changing substantially, it is nonetheless achieving the status of a legitimate account of 
contemporary trends. The ar�ument that this is caused by female emancipation is also 
gathering credence every time it is uttered, whether in academic journals or on the 
media. (Smart, 1979, p. 55, emphasis in original) 

The violence to liberty done by the NSA and the Patriot Act distracts the public from 
the more substantial oppression realized in Family Law Court, under the influence of 
the Violence against Women Act (VAWA),feministjurisprudence, and child custody legal practice. 
Together, these radical social engineering mechanisms have institutionalized misandry 
and helped produce a male suicide holocaust. (Bergamini, 2010, emphasis in original) 

The backlash against feminist criminology is intertwined with broader resistance to femi
nism and other progressive social movements. Carol Smart noted in 1979 that changes in 
women's social or economic status have long been perceived as threats to the patriarchal 
gender order and are therefore "viewed with considerable misgiving, whilst any reinforce
ment of the value of women's traditional, domestic role has been perceived as a stand against 
further social decline and disorder" (Smart, 1979, p. 50). The contemporary backlash exists 
at the nexus of economic and ideological retrenchment seeking to enforce the hegemony 
of neoliberal conceptions of justice as formal equality. Critical criminology is linked to the 
backlash against feminism in two key ways. First, critical criminology is an important loca
tion for the study of antifeminism and its implications. Second, criminologists who study 
women or gender have frequently been attacked by antifeminist scholars and commentators. 

Although feminist approaches to criminology have included efforts to direct attention to 
women as criminals, victims, and players in the criminal justice system, feminist criminolo
gies go beyond the study of what are putatively "women's issues" to investigate the ways in 
which "gender inequality intersects with multiple inequalities, including racism, classism, 
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heterosexism, ageism, and ableism, to form an interlocking system of oppression that 
impacts women's and men's everyday lives" and experiences of crime (see Renzetti, Chapter 
9 above). Both attention to gender as a factor in crime and critiques of existing hierarchies 
of power have been the object of antifeminist backlash. 

What is antifeminist backlash? 

Backlash is not simply the interaction of two opposing forces. Nor is it the juxtaposition of 
two similarly situated authorities or interests. Instead, it is a term that is used to refer to reac
tion against progressive social change. Susan Faludi's (1991) book Backlash: The Undeclared 
War against American Women explained, "The truth is that the last decade has seen a powerful 
counterassault on women's rights, a backlash, an attempt to retract the handful of hard-won 
victories that the feminist movement did manage to win for women" (p. xi). Faludi observed 
that not only did the backlash seek to undo the changes wrought by feminism, but also it 
sought to blame feminism for all of women's problems, as well as a host of other social ills. 
Faludi's book astutely addressed manifestations of backlash in popular culture, politics, and 
academia, the key sites for the deployment of power and knowledge. Arguably, these are 
the locations where culture is negotiated. Rather than a new phenomenon, backlash is a 
"recurring feature in the history of feminism. Feminist successes have often been met, not 
only with resistance, but with renewed determination by patriarchal forces to maintain and 
increase the subordination of women" (Walby, 1993, p. 79). 

Efforts to reaffirm structural inequalities have undergone a transformation from the bla
tantly discriminatory laws of yesteryear to more subtle efforts that appropriate the neoliberal 
language offormal equality. Accordingly, recent backlash efforts often promote "blindness" 
of important cultural categories such as race and gender as a solution to social problems 
(DeKeseredy & Dragiewicz, 2007; Ferber, 2007). This push to enforce formal equality in 
the context of pervasive and persistent structural inequality seeks to preserve injustice along 
the lines of gender, race, and class. 

Backlash works by simultaneously denying and justifying social inequality. This involves 
the individualization of problems that progressive social movements sought to radically 
contextualize. In effect, backlash rhetoric seeks to sever the personal from the political. 
Ann Cudd (2002) argues that individualizing inequality obscures the nature of oppression, 
which affects individuals as members of groups that experience invidious discrimination. 
The context of group-based oppression and privilege is essential to understanding how 
demands that we ignore existing inequalities feed the backlash. Cudd (2002) writes "that 
progress harms some identifiable group that previously enjoyed an unjustified advantage, 
sows the seeds ofbacklash" (p. 8). 

Violence in response to the threat of feminism, like other forms of male violence against 
women, is often portrayed as marginal, aberrant, and extremist. Critical criminologists have 
worked to shift thinking about crime to challenge the idea that violence and crime are 
necessarily signs of deviance and alienation from hegemonic culture. As critical criminolo
gists have observed, much violence is both produced by and productive of masculinity (see 
Messerschmidt & Tomsen, Chapter 13 above). Indeed, norms against hitting girls rest close 
alongside imperatives for men's capacity to use violence where appropriate. In addition, 
popular culture provides a laundry list of circumstances under which men's violence against 
women is justified (Green blat, 1985). 

Scholars such as Alberto Godenzi (1999) have argued that backlash is not as marginal 
as it may seem: "Given that most people live in genderized societies, every man reacts to 
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challenges of the existing order of the sexes" (p. 385). Feminism sought to challenge patri
archy through the production of alternative narratives to counter the gendered status quo. 
Likewise, efforts to end violence against women resist patriarchy by authorizing woman
centered or feminist stories about men's violence against women. These narratives pose 
an implicit threat to patriarchy by revealing its negative influence on society. Although 
norms for female subordination and formal equality appear contradictory, they are utilized 
together in efforts to circumvent serious challenges to patriarchy. Antifeminists work to 
reinforce patriarchal norms even as they deny their existence (Dragiewicz, 2008; Girard, 

2009; Mann, 2008). 

What does backlash have to do with critical criminology? 

Feminist criminology grew out of the broader women's movement and the voids in early 
criminology. Smart (1976) wrote about the "overwhelming lack of interest in female crimi
nality displayed by established criminologists and deviancy theorists" she encountered while 
pursuing a Master's degree in criminology (p. xiii). At the same time, Smart noted that the 
few publications available on the topic presented an "entirely uncritical attitude towards 
sexual stereotypes of women and girls," and presumed women's biologically derived infe
riority in crime and delinquency as elsewhere in life (p. xiii). With few exceptions, when 
women were acknowledged at all, "gendered cultural stereotypes" and "anti-feminist ideol
ogy" prevailed in early explanations of crime (p. xiii). 

Accordingly, Smart set out to conduct a feminist critique of extant theories of crime. 
From the beginning, she worried that the study of women and crime would be marginal
ized, and receive token inclusion in criminology akin to that afforded "mentally abnormal 
offenders or twin studies." She al�o forecast the emergence of the moral panic about delin
quent girls and violent women, noting that female criminality was likely to become the 
object of increasingly punitive attention by the media and criminal justice systems (Smart, 
1976, p. xiv). Smart argued that, despite these risks, it was necessary to "critically challenge 
the emerging moral panic over the relationship of women's emancipation to increasing par
ticipation by women in criminal activity" (p. xv) . 

Smart's prescient remarks challenge the notion that resistance to feminism has emerged 
recently, as a result offeminism having "gone too far," and spawned a post-feminist dystopia 
in which women wantonly attack and oppress men. Rather, Smart's observations affirm 
Sylvia Walby's (1993) articulation of antifeminist backlash as ongoing, historically contin
gent, and culturally contextualized efforts to reassert the patriarchal domination of women. 

Feminist criminology has undergone remarkable growth and development since the 
1970s (see Renzetti, Chapter 9 above). In 1982, the Division on Women and Crime (DWC) 
was established as the first division ever created in the American Society of Criminology 
(ASC) (Division on Women and Crime, 2006). Today, DWC is ASC's second largest divi
sion, comprising 10 percent of the total membership (Susan Case, personal communication, 
American Society of Criminology, March 10, 2011). Feminist Criminology, the official journal 
of the DWC, was launched in 2006. Susan Sharp (2006), the journal's inaugural editor, 
noted that feminist criminology was still marginalized, despite the growth of influential 
speciality journals such as Violence against Women and Women and Criminal Justice. Further, 
Sharp and Hefley (2007) noted that, even today, when women are acknowledged in the 
most prestigious "mainstream" (i.e. not focused on women) criminology journals, gender is 
most often operationalized as a control variable. This means that, although criminological 
studies are more likely to distinguish between women and men than in the past, little effort 
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has been made to explain the sex differences that have long been recognized as characteristic 
of crime and violence. In other words, although feminist criminology has experienced rapid 
growth in recent years, it has also been met with significant resistance, and has not yet been 
fully integrated into criminology. 

Tactics of antifeminist backlash 

A growing international, interdisciplinary research literature has analyzed antifeminist 
backlash (Chunn, Boyd, & Lessard, 2007; Cudd, 2002; Faludi, 1991; Newson, 1991; Oakley 
& Mitchell, 1997; Roman & Eyre, 1997; Rossi, 2004; Walby, 1993). Because violence against 
women and family law are core backlash issues, criminology has been a key location of 
antifeminist activism and one of the primary sites of research on it (Boyd, 2004; Caringella, 
2009; Chesney-Lind, 2006; Chesney-Lind & Irwin, 2007; Chesney-Lind & Jones, 2010; 
DeKeseredy, 1999, 2011; DeKeseredy & Dragiewicz, 2007; DeKeseredy & Schwartz, 2005; 
Dragiewicz, 2000, 2008, 2010, 2011; Girard, 2009; Koss & Cleveland, 1997; Mann, 2008; 

Menzies, 2007; Minaker & Snider, 2006; Rosen, Dragiewicz, & Gibbs, 2009). Central tactics 
of the generalized antifeminist backlash include efforts to reverse the changes wrought by 
feminism; blaming feminism for a spate of social problems; claims that feminism has "gone 
too far"; and attacks on women's authority. In criminology, these goals are accomplished 
through the misrepresentation of research; the decontextualization of violence; and attacks 
on services and laws that are useful to abused women (DeKeseredy, 1999; DeKeseredy & 
Dragiewicz, 2007; Dragiewicz, 2011). 

As Smart (1976, 1979) has noted, sensational accounts of women's and girls' crimes are 
not new. Scholars such as Freda Adler (1975) and Rita Simon (1975, 1976) proposed that 
emancipation led to an increase in women's crime. For example, Simon (1976) wrote that: 

the increase in the proportion of women who hold full-time jobs, the consciousness 
that the movement's rhetoric has succeeded in raising, along with the changes that 
have occurred in women's legal rights in such areas as personal property, abortion, and 
divorce laws, have all contributed to altering women's overall status as women as well 
as increasing opportunities and propensities that women have for committing crimes. 
(pp. 34-35) 

Nonetheless, Simon disputed dire predictions that liberation would generate a surge in 
women's violence. Although she proposed an increase in women's property crime, she also 
speculated that women's liberation would lead to a decrease in women's violence against 
domineering and abusive husbands and boyfriends. In addition, Simon challenged journal
istic claims that "militant feminism" had transformed women from "cooks, flunkies, and sex 
objects" into the "guerrilla women" and "dominant figures" in groups such as the Weather 
Underground (Green, 1974, as cited in Simon, 1976, pp. 33-34). Adler (1975), however, 
predicted that women's crime would increasingly come to resemble men's in areas as diverse 
as white collar crime, murder, and robbery. We can see echoes of these early concerns in 
contemporary discourses on girls, women, and violence. 

Bad girls? 

Today, feminist criminology continues to counter moral panics about the dire threats to civi
lization posed by feminism, as illustrated by the spectacle of female violence. Scholarship on 
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the panics about girls and violence is one of the key areas for this work. Meda Chesney-Lind 
and colleagues continue to challenge popular claims about "mean girls" and putative increases 
in girls' criminal behaviour (Chesney-Lind & Irwin, 2007; Chesney-Lind & Jones, 2010). 
The work on girls has emphasized the racialized character of media representations of girls' 
violence, focused on images of"hyperviolent girls of color" (Chesney-Lind &Jones, 2010). 

The scholarship on girls and violence has challenged several aspects of the moral panic 

about alleged increases in girls' criminality. Chesney-Lind and Irwin (2007) contest claims 

that girls' criminality and violence is approaching parity with boys'. Likewise, they dispute 
the notion that crime statistics reflect an actual increase in girls' delinquency and violence, 
observing that girls are often Sltibject to "up-criming." Although more girls are subject to 
criminal justice system intervention than in the past, this is in part because girls receive 
harsh punishments for minor crimes, including status offenses, that are not enforced as 

strictly for boys. Chesney-Lind and Irwin (2007) also note that self-report studies do not 
bear out media claims about increases in girls' delinquency or violence. 

In addition to the gendered ways in which the law is applied, the growth of "zero toler
ance" policies in schools has led to the imposition ofharsh penalties for minor infractions for 
both girls and boys. These policies disproportionately affect students of color, and African 
American students in particular (Chesney-Lind & Irwin, 2007). Chesney-Lind and Irwin 
argue that studies on the impact of these policies need to include both race and gender, 
reflecting the intersectional nature of punitive policies and their outcomes (Chesney-Lind 
&Jones, 2010). 

In the case of girls, so called "relational aggression" has received a disproportionate 
amount of attention in constructions of girls' and boys' crime and delinquency. Essentially, 
girls' verbal aggression has been �resented as a more significant problem than boys' physical 
aggression, including sexual aggression against girls. In media discourse, the "relational" 
aspect of aggression disappears, resulting in misleading depictions of girls and boys as 
equally "aggressive" and "violent." Because aggression and even physical violence are 
accepted for boys in some circumstances, but not for girls, these representations further 
highlight girls' gendered transgressions (Chesney-Lind & Irwin, 2007). In addition to inac
curate representations of girls' and boys' violence as equivalent, the decontextualization of 
girls' aggression has meant that girls are increasingly portrayed as violent offenders when 
they defend themselves against violence and abuse. 

Chesney-Lind and Jones (2010) utilize two important strands of feminist criminology 
in their recent collection Fighting for Girls. First, they apply the concept of intersectionality, 
illustrating the ways in which "race, gender, and class intersect in the lives of all women, 
but particularly in the lives of criminalized girls and women" (p. 2). Second, the chapters 
in the collection foreground girls' voices as a valuable source of information about their 
experiences and behavior. Both of these approaches stress the importance of the cultural and 
social contexts from which violence emerges. The dual emphasis on the centrality of social 
stratification and female voices in the research on girls and crime counters key themes in 
antifeminist backlash. Antifeminists consistently seek to deauthorize feminist and female
centered accounts of crime and demand decontextualized, individualized approaches to it. 
Violence against women is another key location of this struggle. 

Violent women? 

Like girls' aggression, women's violence has also become a subject ofheightened media atten
tion in the context ofbacklash. Men's violence against women is perhaps the fastest-growing 
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subject for research on women and crime. Early feminist scholarship on men's violence 
against women was closely tied to the growth of the feminist movement. Early research on 
rape (Brownmiller, 1975; Russell, 1982) and wife beating (Dobash & Dobash, 1979; Martin, 
1976) sought to document women's experiences of men's violence and challenge its wide
spread acceptance. These early works foregrounded women's voices, revealed the brutality 
of men's everyday violence against women, and problematized the state's non-intervention. 
Although antifeminists spotlight the "dark side" of women's emancipation, feminists docu
ment the negative outcomes of patriarchy. 

Feminists identified men's violence against women as both a linchpin and vivid illustra
tion of women's generalized subordination to men (Brownmiller, 1975; Dobash & Dobash, 
1979; Rose, 1977; Schechter, 1982). Feminist scholars worked to empirically document the 
prevalence and seriousness of rape and wife beating in order to establish the issues as social 
problems demanding a response in the public sphere. Accordingly, feminist efforts to end 
violence against women called for cultural changes including the dismantling of public 
and private forms of patriarchy, and the establishment of women's autonomy and inde
pendence in the public and private spheres (Caringella, 2009; Rose, 1977; Schechter, 1982). 
Contemporary feminist research on violence against women continues to stress the impor
tance of the socio-cultural contexts in which it occurs (DeKeseredy, 201 1; DeKeseredy & 
Schwartz, 1998; Johnson & Dawson, 2010; Schwartz & DeKeseredy, 1997). 

In other words, violence against women is one area where feminism has achieved vis
ible success at institutionalizing state accountability for a problem that is disproportionately 
borne by women (Dragiewicz, 2008). Even as fiscal retrenchment and neoliberal language 
take hold, strong support for antiviolence programs persists. Services specifically created to 
meet women's particular needs, such as domestic violence shelters, and those that have been 
embraced by abused women in the wake oflegal reforms, such as civil orders for protection, 
are widely accepted and heavily utilized (Dragiewicz, 2011). 

Antifeminists have vociferously objected to the recognition that normatively gendered 
structures and institutions are central contributing factors to violence and abuse against 
women (DeKeseredy, 1999; DeKeseredy & Schwartz, 1998; Dragiewicz, 2008; Girard, 
2009; Mann, 2008; Minaker & Snider, 2006; Schwartz & DeKeseredy, 1997). Promotion 
of gender-blind formulations of "intimate partner violence" and "domestic violence" has 
been a central tactic of antifeminist backlash (DeKeseredy, 2011 ;  DeKeseredy & Dragiewicz, 
2007; Dragiewicz, 2011). Antifeminists have rejected approaches to studying woman abuse 
that are built around the knowledge and experiences of women as "advocacy research," and 
"pseudo-science" (DeKeseredy, 1999; Koss & Cleveland, 1997; Schwartz & DeKeseredy, 
1994). 

In the United States and Canada, many of the most vocal critics of feminist research on 
violence against women are not scholars in the field (Dragiewicz, 2000; Koss & Cleveland, 
1997; Schwartz & DeKeseredy, 1994). However, some criminologists are closely allied 
with antifeminist activists, participating in their conferences and listservs, soliciting study 
participants on their websites, and even establishing a journal to facilitate peer-reviewed 
publication on gender-blind and individualizing approaches to "partner abuse" (DeKeseredy 
& Dragiewicz, 2007; Dragiewicz, 2011). 

The use of decontextualized counts of "conflict tactics" produced by criminologists is a 
central tactic of antifeminist groups. Antifeminists use decontextualized, quantitative data 
on a limited number of forms of aggression to argue that women's violence is equivalent 
to men's and therefore cannot be a "gender issue" (DeKeseredy, 1999, 2011 ;  DeKeseredy 
& Dragiewicz, 2007; Dragiewicz, 2011; Dragiewicz & Lindgren, 2009). This tactic is 
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extremely misleading, not least because it omits the research on important facets of violence 

including homicide, sexual assault, and separation assault. Furthermore, claims that vio
lence is a "human issue" rather than a "gender issue" confuse gender with sex, resulting in 
unsupported claims-making about gender based solely on a sex variable (Dragiewicz, 2009; 
Dragiewicz & Lindgren, 2009). Efforts to direct attention away from men's violence against 
women serve to erase the highly patterned forms of violence that women experience. They 
also incorrectly portray men as genderless, despite the well-documented effects of patriar

chal masculinities on men's experiences of violence. 
Antifeminists use the inaccurate claim of"gender symmetry" in violence against intimate 

partners to justify attacks on feg1inism, arguing that feminists have "hyped" violence against 
women into a significant problem for political gain (Dragiewicz, 2000, 2011 ;  Dragiewicz & 
DeKeseredy, Chapter 34 below). Antifeminists affix the label "feminist" to research docu
menting the importance of patriarchy and gender to violence, regardless of the orientation 
of the researcher. They then pose "feminist" and "scholar" as mutually exclusive categories. 
The resulting dismissal of women's authority is visible in both explicit attacks on feminist 
research and the under-representation of feminist scholarship in "mainstream" journals. 

Conclusion 

As Kathleen Daly and Lisa Maher argued in 1998, considering the future of feminist crimi
nology raises many questions: 

Do we begin with theories of crime (or law) or gender? Do we devote our creative ener
gies to critiques of androcentric or poorly conceived theories or to developing feminist 
theoretical approaches? Do we focus attention on gender, crime, and justice as socially 
constructed or do we conduct closely textured studies of the particularities of women's 
(and men's) lives? (Daly & Maher, 1998, p. 1) 

When addressing antifeminist backlash in 2011 ,  the answer is "yes." Despite the growth of 
research on crime and gender, feminist criminology continues to be marginalized. However, 
issues of violence and gender are central to antifeminist backlash and to feminist activism 
and research. Accordingly, critical criminologists stand to make important contributions to 
the scholarly goals of understanding crime and violence and the activist goals of creating the 
cultural conditions that can ameliorate them. 

The contours of antifeminist backlash suggest several fruitful directions. First, as many 
scholars have noted, feminist criminology needs to continue to elaborate on the intersection
ality of crime with gender and other social categories, advocating contextualized research 
for the prevention of violence. Second, critical criminologists need to continue working 
to educate our colleagues who have yet to come to terms with the concept of gender and 
continue to misuse it. Third, criminologists should continue to develop interdisciplinary 
research in the areas in which women have identified the most pressing manifestations of 
backlash, including representations of violence and gender in the media; family, civil, and 
criminal law; and theorizing the relationship between patriarchy and violence. 

Critical criminologists cannot ignore antifeminist backlash even as we cannot allow it 
to consume all of our attention and energies. Although some scholars have devoted all of 
their attention to arguing about the sameness or difference of women's and men's violence, 
critical criminologists have been developing and testing increasingly nuanced and contextu
alized understandings of the intersections between gender, power, and crime. 
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The critical recognition that scholarship and knowledge production are political acts is 
central to the task at hand. By definition, antifeminist backlash is an indication that femi
nism is a powerful social movement capable of producing significant change. Antifeminist 
backlash illuminates key areas of the political struggle over gender and power that are both 
central to criminology and of importance far beyond it. Feminist criminologies are a key 
location of the ongoing work for justice. 

Note 

This chapter includes modified sections of work published previously by Dragiewicz (2008) and 
Dragiewicz and Lindgren (2009). 
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