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Abstract

As a forum for research and discussion in the justice disci-
plines, the Canadian Journal of Criminology and Criminal 
Justice provides an opportunity to examine the development 
and the contours of the justice disciplines. !is article surveys 
the Canadian Journal of Criminology and Criminal Justice from 
its creation, in 1958, to 1983. !e article connects discussion 
in the Journal to broader historical developments in Canadian 
society during this period. Accordingly, initial discussion in the 
Journal demonstrates a modernist faith in positivism, govern-
ment intervention and correctionalism, like individual treat-
ment. Later, in the 1960s, the decade’s counterculture in"uences 
discussion in the Journal. During this period, discussion in the 
Journal re"ects on positivism, correctionalism, and society’s 
ability to construct crime and criminals. As well, in the 1970s, 
the concerns of marginalized populations, such as women and 
Indigenous people, receive credence in the Journal. Finally, 
at the end of the 1970s, the ascendancy of neoliberalism in 
Canadian society begins to reshape the Journal. Instead of work 
focused on the individual, institutional analyses of the criminal 
justice system are seen in the Journal and economic reasoning, 
such as actuarial penology, is used to discuss crime. By 1983, 
institutional analyses and economic reasoning culminate in 
discussion that, instead of correction, endorses crime preven-
tion. Ultimately, this article argues work in the Journal and, 
in turn, the justice disciplines is shaped by developments in 
Canada’s broader social, political and economic climate.
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Introduction

In Canada, the justice disciplines have been shaped by the 
country’s social, political and economic climate. In this 
article, I use the term justice disciplines to discuss two dis-
tinct, but intertwined disciplines: criminology and criminal 
justice. Recognizing that, historically, the study of crimin-
ology and criminal justice is not limited to universities, I 
include research and study conducted outside of universities 
as part of the justice disciplines. To explore shifts in the 
justice disciplines, I survey five editions of the Canadian 
Journal of Criminology and Criminal Justice, between its 
inception in 1958, to 1983. As a national publication for the 
justice disciplines, I use the journal’s research to illumin-
ate the contours of the justice disciplines and, in turn, its 
connection to changes in Canadian society between 1958 
and 1983. This discussion is divided into three parts. Part 
One examines the Journal from 1958 until the first half of 
the 1960s. Following World War II, the justice disciplines 
emerged as an arm of government and, throughout the 
1950s and 1960s, government funded university programs 
and research departments were established for the justice 
disciplines. During this period, the justice disciplines used 
positivistic methodology to pursue correctional object-
ives, such as individual treatment. Part Two examines the 
Journal between the latter half of the 1960s and the 1970s. 
During this period, the country’s counterculture applied a 
critical lens to society. I use the term counterculture to refer 
to the social and civil rights movements that materialized in 
Canadian society during the 1960s (Kurusawa, 2002). Con-
sequently, critical discourses, discussion of social values, 
and the concerns of marginalized groups receive credence 
in universities and society. During this period, the journal 
remains entrenched in positivistic methodology and cor-
rectional responses to crime, but the effects of the counter-
culture are evident. During this time period, research in the 
journal aligns with the emergence of critical criminology, 
a field that questions the legitimacy of positivism, cor-
rectional responses to crime, such as individual treatment, 
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and which examines how crime is socially constructed in 
society (Vallier, 2002). Additionally, issues of justice pertin-
ent to the counterculture, such as women’s and Indigenous 
people’s relationship with the criminal justice system are 
discussed. In the instance of women’s issues, theoretically, 
discussion occurs through a liberal feminist lens.

Part Three of this paper examines the Journal from the 
end of the 1970s until 1983. In the 1970s, the economic 
growth and aff luence that had characterized society 
since the conclusion of World War II was disrupted by 
economic stagf lation, a period when inf lation rose but 
employment rates declined (Garland, 2001; Borstellman, 
2013). In response, neoliberal and neoconservative ideol-
ogy developed in Canadian society. Consequently, univer-
sities and research were economized. While government 
funding persisted, universities and research became more 
generally concerned with and directed towards economic 
ends. In the justice disciplines, correctional responses 
to crime that are focused on the individual remain, but 
institutional analyses of the criminal justice system also 
emerge. The institutional analyses use economic styles of 
reasoning, in the form of actuarial assessments of risk, 
to discuss crime (Garland, 2003). Consequently, research 
focused on crime prevention appears in this period in the 
journal. 

In summary, this article argues that positivism and cor-
rectional responses to crime initially dominate the journal, 
but are then critiqued during the 1960s and 1970s as critical 
criminological perspectives begin to take root in the justice 
disciplines re�ecting a broader countercultural social move-
ment in Canada. However, by the end of the 1970s, economic 
styles of reasoning and crime prevention become emphasized 
in the journal, re�ecting broader shi�s in the political and 
economic ethos of Canadian society at that time. Ultimately, 
I argue that the journal and, in turn, the justice disciplines 
are in�uenced by Canada’s social, political and economic 

climate.
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Volume One to Volume Five, 1958–63: Positivism and 

Correctionalism

A er World War II, scienti"c rationalism, expert opinion 
and large government shaped Canadian society. In the vein 
of large government, Canada’s federal government began 
providing universities with a large portion of their "nancing 
(Fisher and Rubenson, 1998). In addition, between World 
War II and 1969, federal research and development fund-
ing escalated from $5 million to $200 million (Fisher et al., 
2006). It is through the context of scienti"c rationalism and 
large government that the justice disciplines can be under-
stood a er World War II. Guided by the modernist principle 
that the state could respond to crime and ensure law and 
order, the justice disciplines began to emerge in universities 
and converge under the domain of government.

In 1950, British Columbia’s provincial government assembled 
a commission to examine the government’s penological prac-
tices. Referencing American criminology, the commission’s 
report concluded that, “Both the school of social work and of 
criminology at the University of California serve the de-
partment of corrections... #e resources of the University of 
British Columbia could render a similar service” (Parkinson, 
2008, 597). In a testament to the justice discipline’s develop-
ing nexus with government, BC’s provincial government 
agreed to fund half the cost of a professor for a criminology 
program at the University of British Columbia (UBC), on the 
condition that half of the professor’s time was used to train 
sta% at the government run Oakalla Prison training college. 
In 1951, UBC capitalized on the government’s proposal and 
established Canada’s "rst criminology program. Situated 
within the university’s Department of Social Sciences, the 
criminology program eventually o%ered a B.A., M.A. and 
postgraduate diploma. In 1958, due to con&ict with other 
university departments, lack of funding, and faculty resigna-
tions, the program was discontinued, and only one course 
and one faculty member were retained (Parkinson, 2008). 
Despite this, the connection between government and the 
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justice disciplines that UBC’s criminology program repre-

sented would be expanded upon elsewhere in Canada.

In the 1960s, Canada’s federal government took steps to 
develop its relationship with the emerging justice disciplines. 
It began funding criminology research departments at the 
Université de Montréal (1960) and the University of Toronto 
(1963). Unlike UBC’s criminology department, government 
funding was not connected to speci�c research projects. 
Instead, departments had the liberty to pursue their own 
avenues of inquiry (Stenning, 1999). In addition, criminol-
ogy research branches were established in federal agencies. 
�is included the Correctional Service of Canada, the Na-
tional Parole Board, the Royal Canadian Mounted Police, 
the Canadian Police College and the Canadian Penitentiary 
Service (Woods, 1999). In 1960, concerned about the dis-
semination of research and development initiatives, the 
Federal Government launched a royal commission to address 
the productivity of government organizations. �e commis-
sion recommended that the government consolidate research 
and development programs. In 1973, the Federal Government 
acted on the commission’s conclusion and began consolidat-
ing its research and development departments (Fisher et al., 
2006). �is included criminology and criminal justice re-
search: in-house research departments were assembled under 
the Ministry Secretariat’s umbrella (Woods, 1999). By fund-
ing new university criminology departments and establishing 
criminology research departments in government agencies, 
the Canadian government forti�ed its nexus with the justice 
disciplines during the 1960s.

Despite the liberty the federal government ostensibly pro-
vided for research, the justice disciplines were rooted in 
positivism: a methodology that suggests knowledge can be 
discovered using science, statistics, quantitative methodology 
and research from experts (Garland, 2001; Kraska & New-
man, 2011). In 1954, a faculty member in UBC’s criminology 
department, Coral Topping, expounded the importance of 
science and professionals, stating “�e research programme 
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for drug addicts has been centered in the Medical Faculty 
of the Provincial University. �e Classi�cation Clinic at the 
Provincial Prison Farm is also grounded in scienti�c prin-
ciples, with a psychiatrist in charge and with a psychologist 
and social workers” (Ratner, 2002, 146). Despite maintaining 
a certain level of academic freedom, justice research pursued 
government objectives and routes of inquiry. �e in-house 
departments’ purpose was to ful�ll the federal government’s 
research objectives (Stenning 1999; Woods 1999). �e Min-
istry Secretariat articulated this objective, stating its purpose 
was to “Improve the quality of advice we are able to give to 
the Solicitor General and the quality of Ministry’s service to 
the public” (Woods 1999, 172). �is is demonstrated by the 
RCMP’s research division. It examined personnel selection, 
training and police service techniques (Woods, 1999). During 
the postwar years, the justice disciplines developed a nexus 
with the Canadian government, and used positivistic meth-

odology to pursue governmental research objectives.

�e growth of the justice disciplines, their connection to 
government agencies, and the rise of positivism is exempli�ed 
by birth of the Canadian Corrections Association. Founded 
in February, 1956, its inception parallels the birth of UBC’s 
Criminal Justice Program. Subsequently, the Association 
launched the Canadian Journal of Criminology and Criminal 
Justice in 1958 (See Appendix I). Originally titled the Can-
adian Journal of Corrections, Volume One, Number One of 
the Journal was published in October, 1958. Demonstrating 
the justice discipline’s connection to government, six of the 
eight articles published in Volume One, Number One were 
authored by individuals employed by government agen-
cies. �is includes the Ontario Training School for Boys, the 
Ontario Reformatory and the Department of Social Welfare 
and Rehabilitation in Saskatchewan’s Correctional agency. 
For example, the authors of one of the articles in Volume One, 
Number One, “�e Forensic Clinic of the Toronto Psychiatric 
Hospital,” Edward Turner, Harry C. Hutchison and Lorraine 
O’Donnell are employed by the Toronto Psychiatric Hospi-
tal. �eir article discusses the Forensic Clinic of the Toronto 
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Psychiatric Hospital, which was opened by the Province of 
Ontario in May, 1956 (Turner, Hutchison, & O’Donnell, 1958). 

Additionally, discourse surrounding the justice discipline’s 
expansion into the university materialized in the journal 
during the 1960s. Published in January, 1963, the articles in 
Volume Five, Number One, discuss the development of the 
justice disciplines in Canada (See Appendix I). In the article, 
“Institute of Criminology,” the author, Frank Potts (Director 
of Psychology, Department of Reform Institutions, Toronto), 
proposes to found a criminology institute at a Canadian 
university. Potts envisions the Institute as a department that 
conducts research, teaches and consults individuals in the 
criminal justice system. Potts recommends an interdisci-
plinary institute comprising scholars with backgrounds in 
medicine, law, psychology, sociology, social work, and theol-
ogy (Potts, 1963). Publications during the journal’s �rst �ve 
years show a signi�cant portion of the justice research was 
produced under the umbrella of government and that discus-
sion of creating justice discipline departments in universities 

was also developing.

Despite Potts’s (1963) reference to theology, scienti�c ration-
alism was the dominant methodology in the journal. In 
Volume One, Number One, this is exempli�ed by Mrs. Marty 
Mann’s (Executive Director, National Council in Alcoholism, 
New York, NY) article, “Alcoholism, 1958 Where Do We Go 
From Here? A ‘do-it-yourself plan for meeting alcoholism” 
(1958). By praising the substitution of theological under-
standings of alcoholism with scienti�c rationality, the article 
highlights the transition into modernity that followed World 
War II. Lamenting that in the past, “�e church prayed and 
preached while more and more people developed alcoholism,” 
Mann states, “Out of desperate need, two new gleams of light 
�ickered into being. Science began to take a long hard look at 
alcoholism” (Mann, 1958, 3). Fittingly, the Canadian Journal 
of Criminology and Criminal Justice’s �rst published article 
praises the decline of the church and the rise of positivism to 

study issues related to criminal justice
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Following Mann’s commendation of the introduction of 
scienti�c understandings of crime, the �rst issue’s additional 
articles reiterate the importance of scienti�c rationality. In 
the 1950s, forensic psychiatry was gaining acceptance as a 
legitimate �eld of study. An article by Turner, Hutchison and 
O’Donell (1958) attests to this. �e authors note a recent sur-
vey that argued for the dissemination of forensic psychiatry 
in all domains of the criminal justice system – such as the 
court system – and improved post-secondary education in 
forensic psychiatry. In response, the authors outline the For-
ensic Clinic of the Toronto Psychiatric Hospital. �ey state 
that a�er an open meeting with forensic psychiatry experts, 
the clinic was opened to study and treat individuals charged 
with criminal o�enses, particularly sexual o�enders. �e au-
thors state that the clinic is inserting forensic psychiatry into 
the criminal justice �eld by attempting to develop an a�lia-
tion with a psychiatric or mental hospital, using psychiatry 
to study o�enders other than inmates and o�ering courses 
in the University of Toronto’s Faculty of Medicine (Turner, 
Hutchison, & Williams, 1958). 

In addition, G.W. Russon’s (Senior Psychiatrist, Corrections 
Branch, Department of Social Welfare and Rehabilitation, 
Regina, SK) article, “Psychiatric Consultation: Fact and Fal-
lacy,” lobbies for the use of psychiatry, in the form of psychi-
atric counsel, by social workers (1958). A distinctly scienti�c 
discipline, the rise of forensic psychiatry and articles dedi-
cated to discussing it and psychiatry demonstrate the prom-
inence of positivism in the journal’s �rst issue. In the 1960s, 
positivism continued to pervade the justice disciplines. In 
Volume Five, Number One, E.R. Markson and V. Hartman 
seek to de�ne criminology. De�ning it as rooted in positiv-
ism, they conclude the discipline is a “multidisciplinary 
science which includes within its scope a number of basic sci-
ences relevant to the problem of crime and criminal behav-

ior” (Markson & Hartman, 1963, 11). 

In the post-war years, penal-welfarism characterized the 
crime control �eld, and in turn, criminal justice research 
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(Garland, 2001). Consequently, the justice discipline’s posi-
tivistic government research pursued correctional objectives. 
�is included rehabilitation, individualized treatment and in-
determinate sentences (Garland, 2001). Penal reform and re-
habilitation was the impetus for UBC’s Criminology Depart-
ment. Articulating the dominant correctionalist discourse, 
the UBC program’s �rst faculty member Hugh Christie stated 
‘‘�e only way to bring a prisoner back to normal and use-
ful life is by wise rehabilitation methods” (Parkinson, 2008, 
598). �roughout the program’s duration, faculty members 
published and contributed to reports that a�rmed the need 
for treatment of criminals (Parkinson, 2008). �is included 
the royal commission’s Fateaux Report. Published in 1956, 
the report recommended the construction of treatment facili-
ties that were tailored to the individual needs of o�enders 
(Ratner, 2002). During the period following World War II, 
criminology and criminal justice research and the policy it 
recommended forwarded and a�rmed penal-welfarism and, 

subsequently, correctional approaches to crime.

�e journal’s original title, �e Canadian Journal of Cor-
rections, exempli�es the importance of corrections in the 
discipline in the 1950s. Expanding on the journal’s title, in its 
initial publication’s �rst letter to the editor, the Association’s 
Chairman, S. Rocksborough-Smith, suggests the Association 
should increase dialogue in the �eld of corrections. To ex-
pand the �eld of corrections, he suggests founding subsidiary 
organizations in each province that instead of meeting every 
two years, like the National Association, could meet monthly. 
He states, “�e result of the thought and discussion emana-
tion from such meetings of provincial groups could prove 
most stimulating... and lead to a greater participation and 
more enthusiasm” (Rocksborough-Smith, 1958, 50-51). �e 
inception of the Canadian Corrections Association and its 
publication’s title, �e Canadian Journal of Corrections, show 
that the justice disciplines concentrated on correctionalism.

In Volume Five, Number One, Charles E. Hendry (Director, 
School of Social Work, University of Toronto) commented on 
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the emergence of correctional study in the post-war years, in 
his article, “Toward Collaboration in the Study of Crime And 
Corrections.” Situating the founding of the Canadian Cor-
rections Association within the development of correctional 
study in universities, voluntary agencies and government, 
Hendry observes that since returning to Canada in 1946, he 
had witnessed few changes “more striking or signi�cant than 
the upsurge of serious concern and constructive study in the 
area of crime and corrections” (Hendry, 1963, 1). A faculty 
member in the University of Toronto’s School of Social Work, 
Hendry comments the department had developed connec-
tions with government departments, such as the Department 
of Reform Institutions and the Department of Public Welfare, 
as well as connections to private organizations, like the John 
Howard Society and the Elizabeth Fry Society. Notably, Hen-
dry commends the acquisition of a $75,000 �ve year grant 
from the Junior League of Toronto, for an interdisciplinary 
position in corrections at the University of Toronto (Hendry, 
1963). Published in 1963, Hendry’s observations attest to the 
growth of corrections in the postwar era.

Typifying the journal’s name, correctional approaches to 
crime, such as individually based treatment, are articulated 
in its early volumes. In the �rst issue’s �nal article, “A�er 
Care Pre-Release Preparation of Inmates,” the author, D.C.S 
Reid (Executive Assistant, John Howard Society of Ontario, 
Toronto, ON), outlines the method used by the John Howard 
Society to provide pre-release preparation for inmates. First, 
admitted inmates are interviewed by a classi�cation o�cer 
and treatment plans are prepared. Next, approximately two 
months before their release date, inmates are interviewed 
again to discuss their post-release plans. Following their 
release, inmates are intermittently interviewed by the John 
Howard Society. Highlighting the use of individualized treat-
ment, Reid describes the work as an “individualizing process” 
(Reid, 1958, 42). �e John Howard Society began providing 
pre-release preparation to inmates in 1953, in Kingston. By 
1956, their services were requested by ��y-six percent of the 
inmates at Kingston Penitentiary and sixty-two percent of the 
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inmates from Collin’s Bay Penitentiary who were released on 
full-time expiry (Reid, 1958). 

�e journal’s advocacy of individualized treatment was not 
limited to Reid’s work. In his article, “Special Disciplinary 
Reports,” C. Sanderson (Superintendent, Ontario Reforma-
tory, Guelph, Ontario) outlines a system being used to control 
di�cult inmates at the Ontario Reformatory. Introduced in 
1957, the new reporting system is meant to provide individ-
ualized reports for inmates because normal reports “tend to 
group inmates as a mass rather than individuals” (Sanderson, 
1958, 30). �e reports are made either daily or weekly, and 
two versions are prepared: one by the o�cer responsible for 
the inmate’s living area and a second by the o�cer super-
vising the inmate’s workplace. In Canada, the growth of 
the programs discussed by Reid and Sanderson parallel the 
growth of the justice disciplines. �e programs and their 
inclusion in the journal also highlight the eminence of cor-
rectional responses to crime, like individualized treatment, 
in both the journal and the crime control �eld.

�e importance of treatment in the journal continued in the 
1960s. In Volume Five, Number One, Denis Szabo (Depart-
ment of Criminology, University of Montreal), discussed the 
signi�cance of individual treatment to criminology in his 
article, “Criminology and Criminologist: A New Discipline 
and a New Profession.” Discussing the inspiration for the 
University of Montreal’s criminal justice department, he 
quotes the Fauteux Report which states “the crime problem 
in Canada underscores the need for professional training 
which focuses directly upon crime and its treatment” (Szabo, 
1963, 28). Concurrent with Markson’s and Hartman’s (1963) 
de�nition of multidisciplinary study, Szabo de�nes the 
justice disciplines as “disciplines which are concerned with 
the treatment of o�enders” (Szabo, 1963, 28). Additionally, 
Szabo (1963) suggests the justice disciplines should be separ-
ated into three distinct areas of study: police, penology and 
corrections. Concurrent with developments in the justice 
disciplines, Volume One, Number One and Volume Five, 
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Number One of the journal demonstrate that during its �rst 
�ve years, 1958-1963, it relied on government research, positiv-
ism and pursued correctional studies of crime. Consequently, 
by endorsing positivism and correctionalism, the journal 
exhibits a modernist faith in science and in the idea that crime 

can be cured.

Volume Ten to Volume Twenty, 1968–78: �e Counterculture

In the 1950s, shi!s in Canada’s social, cultural and political 
climate began to emerge. Increases in women’s autonomy and 
the civil rights movement helped produce a counterculture 
that challenged the tenets of contemporary society during the 
1960s. "e 1960s counterculture began to question founda-
tions of positivism, such as the authority of expertise and 
value free research. In its place, researchers connected with 
the counterculture and they applied a more critical lens to 
society. Instead of representing the interests of government, 
academics and their work began to connect with the mar-
ginalized groups that were at the base of the counterculture. 
"is included women and ethnic minorities (Gitlin, 1993; 
Garland, 2001). Speci�cally, in universities, the counter-
culture catalyzed the creation of interdisciplinary studies to 
better represent marginalized groups in civil society, such 
as women’s studies and ethnic studies (Kurasawa, 2002). As 
part of this movement, radical criminology ascended in the 
justice disciplines. "eoretically, radical criminology rejects 
positivism and correctionalism, and it conceptualizes the 
social order as a system that obstructs individual liberty. Ac-
cordingly, deviance was understood as the exercise of human 
agency and crime control as the obstruction of this emanci-
pation (Vallier, 2002). As well, the rise of the counterculture 
and second wave feminism paralleled the rise of feminist 
criminology in the justice disciplines: work directed towards 
dismantling women’s subjugation to men (Vallier, 2002).

Hints of the counterculture’s desire to alter the direction 
of education in universities also began to be reproduced in 
governmental discourse. Instead of serving the federal gov-
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ernment’s direct interests, the Economic Council of Canada 
(ECC) conceptualized education as a social service. In 1969, 
the ECC stated that research produced in educational in-
stitutions should be examined critically and, “A signi�cant 
portion of such research should be focused on improving the 
e�ectiveness and e�ciency of our educational e�ort” (Fisher 
et al., 2006, 32). While the counterculture was confronted by 
a backlash at the beginning of the 1970s, its e�ects began to 
emerge later in the decade (Borstelmann, 2013). Following 
the counterculture movement, the justice disciplines began to 
demonstrate an interest in its concerns. As a result, positiv-
istic and critical discourses clashed in universities, such as at 
the University of California-Berkeley’s School of Criminology 
(Morn, 1995). Despite its increasing connection to govern-
ment, use of positivism and correctional study, the counter-
culture reshaped the contours of the justice disciplines.

�e e�ects of the counterculture, as described by Gitlin (1993) 
and Kurusawa (2002), can be seen in the journal during the lat-
ter half of the 1960s. Published in January, 1968, Volume Ten, 
Number One does not provide a radical critique of crime or 
criminal justice. A special issue, Volume Ten, Number One, re-
mains rooted in correctional approaches to crime. Titled “Con-
cepts of Treatment and Training in the Field of Corrections,” 
it presented a series of working papers related to correctional 
treatment. Demonstrating the entrenchment of psychological 
theories of crime in the journal and their role in correction, in 
the article, “Biological and Psychodynamic Positions and Treat-
ment,” A.S. Zajac (M.D., D.Psych, Clarke Institute of Psychiatry, 
Toronto, ON) reviews psychological theories of crime but con-
cludes “it may not be useful at this time to examine these theor-
ies in detail” (Zajac, 1968, 25). In the article, “�e Role of the 
Adult Court in Corrections,” Magistrate E.W. Kenrick (Juvenile 
and Family Courts, Haileybury, ON) a�rms Zajac’s uncritical 
review of correctional responses to crime. Praising correctional 
study for making sentencing easier, Kenrick states “Old con-
cepts of punishment, retribution and deterrence are giving way 
to new concepts of diagnosis, treatment, training, classi�cation 
and re-habilitation” (1968, 151). 
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Although Volume Ten, Number One is entrenched in and 
endorses correctional responses to crime, it does re�ect on the 
justice discipline’s correctional approach to crime. In his arti-
cle, “Social Science and Social Treatment,” J.W. Mohr (M.S.W., 
Ph.D., Head, Social Pathology Research, Clarke Institute of 
Psychiatry, Toronto, ON) questions the adherence to indi-
vidual treatment. He states, in the postwar era “�e focus on 
the person as a unit of change is so much ingrained in us that 
we even �nd it di�cult to conceive of any other approach” 
(Mohr, 1968, 47). He continues by acknowledging that while 
crime can be understood using theories rooted in the indi-
vidual, such as personality or disposition, crime “is basically 
de�ned by society and de�ned in terms of acts, not in terms 
of character nor even in terms of behavior systems” (Mohr, 
1968, 47). By reorienting the justice disciplines from the study 
of the actor to the study of the act, Mohr rejects correctional 
responses to crime. Additionally, Mohr suggests individual 
treatment could exacerbate the problem of crime. He com-
ments “everything conspires to re-enforce the de�nition of 
deviance, including the imposition of treatment... it is there-
fore little wonder that methods directed towards personality 
change have in the main proved to be singularly unsuccess-
ful” (Mohr, 1968, 47). Ultimately, in the vein of the counter-
culture’s skepticism of positivism, Mohr concludes that the 
justice discipline’s basic assumptions surrounding crime and 
correctional treatment must be questioned and considered 
within the context of the social construction of crime. 

Five years later, in Volume 15, Number One, Mohr (Profes-
sor, Osgoode Hall Law School; Professor Department of 
Sociology, York University) suggests correctionalism is being 
questioned and social understandings of crime endorsed 
(1973). Pursuing his critique of correctional treatment, he 
questions the positivistic methodology used in correctional 
study. In the article, “Facts, Figures, Perceptions and Myths 
- Ways of Describing and Understanding Crime,” Mohr uses 
the term “myths” to describe the empirical knowledge used 
in the justice disciplines because it is a “mixture of obser-
vation and interpretation which is largely determined by 
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our needs” (Mohr, 1973, 39). Highlighting the e�ects of the 
counterculture, Mohr (1973) demonstrates a shi� away from 
scienti�c rationalism and towards a more critical approach. 
Consequently, by critiquing positivism and correctionalism 
and by conceptualizing crime as something created by soci-
ety, theoretically, Mohr aligns with the emergence of radical 

criminology in the justice disciplines.

Concurrent with the counterculture’s concern for marginal-
ized groups, Volume 15, Number One, shows an interest in 
the concerns of ethnic minorities. Published in January 1973, 
Volume 15, Number One’s �rst article, by Michael C. Bennett 
(Executive Director, �e John Howard Society of Vancouver 
Island, Victoria, BC), is titled “�e Indian Counsellor Project 
- Help for the Accused.” Indigenous people’s concerns are ab-
sent from earlier volumes, but Bennett’s work demonstrates an 
interest in Canada’s Indigenous population. Bennett’s article 
discusses a survey conducted by the Society. Over a period of 
�ve months, the Society interviewed every Indigenous per-
son incarcerated in a penal institution on Vancouver Island. 
Along with quantitative concerns, such as the type of o�ense 
committed and the number of o�enses committed, they at-
tempted to ascertain Indigenous people’s sentiments towards 
law enforcement authorities and the criminal justice system. 
Like Mohr (1973), Bennett also moves away from dogmatic 
adherence to positivism. He acknowledges that Indigenous 
people feel disadvantaged by the “acceptance of the non-Indi-
an way of life” (1973, 1). By discussing Indigenous people and 
attempting to understand their relationship with the criminal 
justice system from their point of view, the journal re�ects the 

counterculture’s concern for marginalized populations.

�e entrance of the counterculture’s concerns for marginal-
ized populations in the justice disciplines is further demon-
strated by the journal’s discussion of women’s relationship 
with criminal justice. In the journal’s early issues, discussion 
of sex and females is largely absent, but research surrounding 
women’s concerns with the criminal justice system begins 
to crystallize in the 1970s. �eoretically, it takes the form of 
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liberal feminism. Like radical criminology, liberal feminist 
criminology questioned the use of positivism. Speci�cally, 
liberal feminist criminology produced studies on female 
criminality and attempted to remove patriarchal in�uence 
from society by inserting women’s concerns into discussions 
of crime (Vallier, 2002). In contrast to the absence of women’s 
issues in earlier editions of the journal, three of the articles 
published in Volume 20, Number 1 (January, 1978), explicitly 
discuss issues related to women: “�e E�ect of Age and Sex 
Composition of Provincial Populations on Provincial Crimes 
Rates,” by Timothy F. Hartnagel (Department of Sociology, 
University of Alberta); “Groups for Women who Shopli�,” 
by Mary Russell (Assistant Professor, School of Social Work, 
University of British Columbia); and “An Examination of 
Sex Di�erences in a Clinical Sample of Juvenile O�enders,” 
by Lorraine Wilgosh and Daniel Paitich (Student Counsel-
ing Services, University of Alberta and Clarke Institute of 
Psychiatry, Toronto). In her article, “Groups for Women 
who Shopli�,” Russell discusses the overrepresentation of 
depressed, isolated and otherwise non-deviant women in the 
shopli�ing population. She rejects the popular response to 
female shopli�ers and the general approach to deviance in 
earlier editions of the journal: correctional and individual 
based treatment. �e common response to female shopli�ers 
that is critiqued by Russell includes sedatives, aversion ther-
apy and insight-stimulating therapies. Instead of the popular 
responses, Russell advocates for group programs. She argues 
that by facilitating peer interaction and by developing net-
works of support, they combat the depression and isolation 
a�ecting female shopli�ers (Russell, 1978). 

Demonstrating the journal’s broader relationship with 
developments in Canadian Society, Russell facilitates her 
argument by discussing an initiative located in Vancouver. 
Founded when the e�orts of second wave feminism began to 
bear fruit, in 1972, the Elizabeth Fry Society of British Col-
umbia launched a group designed for female shopli�ers facing 
psychological challenges, such as depression (Russell, 1978). 
Russell notes that stress related to spouses, social isolation and 
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feelings of worthlessness were cited by many of the women. 
By providing participants an outlet to discuss their issues, 
she concludes that women found the program preferable 
to individual treatment and that it improved interpersonal 
relationships, self-image and coping ability (Russell, 1978). By 
rejecting positivistic responses to female shopli�ing, such as 
individual treatment, and attempting to create interventions 
directed towards women that are rooted in their concerns, 
Russell’s work also demonstrates the in�uence of liberal 
feminist criminology in the journal. Consequently, the Eliza-
beth Fry Society of British Columbia’s program and Russell’s 
discussion of it demonstrates the e�ects of the counterculture 
movement: the concerns of civil society, such as women’s 

rights, receive attention in the Journal.

Also telling is Volume 20, Number One’s concluding editor-
ial, “A Critical Note,” by Stuart D. Johnson (Department of 
Sociology, University of Manitoba). Subtitled “Rape,” Johnson 
(1978) states, “the rise of the feminist movement and other 
so-called liberationist movements has produced increasing’ 
pressure on governments and other policy makers to make 
substantial and o�en drastic changes in both the substantive 
and procedural law relating to rape” (86). Highlighting the 
journal’s retention of empirical value and a belief in the jour-
nal’s isolation from broader society, Johnson (1978) argues 
research cannot be a�ected by the feminist movement’s 
politicization of rape. He makes “a plea for the rapid accumu-
lation and dissemination of scienti�c knowledge as the basis 
for change” (86). Johnson’s appeal to the justice disciplines 
to remain empirically based and impervious to public senti-
ments highlights the con�ict between the justice discipline’s 
positivistic and correctional roots and the emergent critical 
research. During the 1960s and 1970s, the journal remains 
rooted in a positivistic ontology, by relying on quantita-
tive and correctionalist research, but the counterculture’s 
in�uence is evident. �roughout Volumes Ten, 15 and 20, 
the journal is in�uenced by the tenets of radical criminol-
ogy: it questions positivistic methodologies used to support 
correctional responses to crime, and it considers crime as a 
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social construction. As well, the concerns of marginalized 
populations, such as Indigenous people and women, receive 
attention in the journal. �eoretically, discussions of women’s 
concerns in the journal were shaped by the period’s emerging 
liberal feminist criminology.

Volume Twenty to Twenty-Five, 1978–83: Economic 

Reasoning and Crime Prevention

In the 1970s, the period of a!uence and economic growth 
that followed World War II was halted by economic stag"a-
tion. Eventually, the economic collapse undercut the tenets of 
post-war society, such as Keynesian economics and large gov-
ernment (Garland, 2001; Borstelmann, 2013). In their place 
neoliberal economic policies prescribing smaller government 
and less social spending emerged. Neoliberalism proliferated 
in the 1980s and in Canada, its emergence is demonstrated by 
Brian Mulroney’s federal government. Elected in 1984, Mul-
roney’s federal government replaced Canada’s Liberal Party 
which had governed for 32 of the 39 years since the end of 
World War II, and which had contributed to the development 
of Canada’s postwar welfare state. Supported by middle-class 
Canadians who were disillusioned with government interven-
tion, Mulroney’s government began contracting the estab-
lished Keynesian welfare state. To accomplish this, it trans-
ferred public responsibilities, such as crown corporations, to 
private industry and substituted obligatory tax schemes for 
voluntary ones to #nance certain services (Conrad & Finkel, 
2009; Fisher & Rubenson, 1998). In this context, government 
intervention was conceptualized as an obstacle, not an aid, to 
economic prosperity (Slaughter, 1998). In addition, neocon-
servatism, a social doctrine that conceptualizes the proper 
citizen as hard working, composed of family values and 
self-governing, materialized (Garland, 2001). Neoconserva-
tism challenged the counterculture’s desire to represent all 
segments of civil society, and it undid the sense of commun-
ity that had characterized post-war society. Neoconservatism 
excluded speci#c social classes and its reliance on self-gov-
ernance con"icted with correctional policy that attempted to 



From Correction to Prevention 

61

aid individuals (Garland, 2001). Described as late-modernity 
by Garland (2001), during the 1970s, shi�s in society eroded 
the principles of post-war society and enabled the ascendance 

of neoliberalism and neoconservatism.

For the justice disciplines, the rise of neoliberalism and neo-
conservatism precipitated a decline of correctionalism. �is 
is articulated by the journal publisher’s decision to change 
its name. On July 3, 1977, it changed its name from the 
Canadian Criminology and Corrections Association to the 
Canadian Association for the Prevention of Crime (McGrath, 
1978). �e addition of the word “Prevention,” is meant to 
elucidate the Association’s broader study of crime and crim-
inal justice. �is includes a discussion of current legislation 
and nodes in the criminal justice system, such as the police, 
courts, corrections, education and welfare services (McGrath, 
1978). �e Association’s decision to drop the label Correc-
tions for Prevention symbolizes a decline in correctional 
understandings of crime and the ascendance of preventative 

responses to crime at the end of the 1970s.

In addition to the Association’s name change, its journal, the 
Canadian Journal of Criminology and Criminal Justice and 
Corrections was renamed. �e journal removed the word 
“Corrections,” and retitled itself the Canadian Journal of 
Criminology. In addition to highlighting the e!ects of the 
1960s counterculture movement by recognizing the import-
ance of social values, the explanation for the name changes 
illustrates the ascendance of neoliberalism in the justice 
disciplines, by rejecting correctionalism.

Explaining the decision to remove “Corrections” and 
retain “Criminology” in the Journal’s name, Hans Mohr 
(Chairman, Canadian Journal of Criminology) notes 
crime cannot possibly be understood in just an empir-
ical context... What is seen as criminal and what is done 
about it cannot be understood without reference to the 
values a society hold and the responses it develops to the 
infringement of these values. �is is elementary. Yet we 
o�en talk and behave as if crime was a problem which 
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can be solved by detecting and punishing or correcting 
criminals and not, �rst and foremost, a mirror of our so-
ciety which tells us unpleasant truths. (Mohr, 1978, 1-2)

In the 1980s, neoliberalism recon�gured the structure and 
the role of the university. Instead of continuing as an in-
strument of government or as an institution focused on the 
concerns of civil society, the university was economized. 
Government funding for academia and research continued, 
but private funding also emerged (Chunn & Menzies, 2006). 
In the university sphere, the federal government initiated a 
number of collaborative e�orts between universities and in-
dustry. Demonstrating that neoliberal policy was not limited 
to Mulroney’s Conservative Government, the Liberal Party’s 
1993 election manifesto, Creating Opportunity: �e Liberal 
Plan for Canada, pledged to consolidate links between the 
education sector and private sector for the purpose of know-
ledge transfer and economic growth (Fisher et al., 2006). !is 
included reducing funding for federal research councils, such 
as the Social Sciences and Humanities Research Council of 
Canada (SSHRCC) and the Natural Sciences and Engineer-
ing Research Council of Canada (NSERCC) (Fisher and 
Rubenson, 1998). Although, collectively, government fund-
ing continued to increase, between 1981 and 2002, the total 
portion of university research funded by the federal govern-
ment decreased by twenty percent. Comparatively, between 
1985 and 1996, the proportion of university research funded 
by private industry increased from 4.3 percent to 10.4 percent 

(Fisher et al., 2006).

!e emergence of neoliberalism has also corporatized the 
structure of the university: senior administrators are mod-
eled a"er CEOs, academics have become sales people and 
students have become consumers and streams of revenue. 
Under this structure, institutional success is de�ned by the 
obtainment of funding for initiatives, infrastructure build-
ing and monetary pro�t (Chunn and Menzies, 2006). In the 
justice disciplines, neoliberalism has produced an emphasis 
on economy and pro�t. For example, students are used as 
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free or cheap labor to conduct research through �eld place-
ments (Chunn and Menzies, 2006). Along with depending on 
private industry for funding, the economization of the uni-
versity has reconstructed criminology and criminal justice 
departments into units that act as businesses.

Neoliberalism has also introduced economic styles of reason-
ing into the university. Speci�cally, research is o�en used for 
economic gain. Emphasis on work that will produce capital 
and serve economic interests means that research is directed 
to applied projects. �is comes at the expense of critical and 
theoretical work that do not serve the interests of capital and, 
in turn, a neoliberal state, such as the perspectives advocated 
by the counterculture. Woods and Shearing (1999) note, 
“From this perspective there seems to be no place at all le� for 
the intellectual” (317). �e commercialization of university re-
search is achieved through a series of processes. At the inquiry 
phase, research is directed towards applied or technical areas 
that are relevant to commercial gain. �e conclusions derived 
from inquiry are o�en interpreted in a way that is favorable 
to the research’s source of funding. In other instances, where 
conclusions are not favorable to commercial interests, �nd-
ings are not released. Furthermore, subjects of inquiry that 
have popular appeal, and thus economic potential, may be 
emphasized at the expense of projects with less popular appeal 
(Kurusawa, 2002). Since the 1980s, neoliberalism’s econom-
ization of the university has shi�ed work away from penal-
welfarism and correctionalism, and towards analyses that 
incorporate economic reasoning into their study.

In the 1980s, at the expense of correctional pieces of schol-
arship, institutional analysis of the criminal justice sys-
tem begin to appear in the journal. Published in January, 
1983, four of Volume 25, Number One’s articles provide an 
institutional analysis of the criminal justice system. This is 
exemplified by the edition’s first article, T.C Willet’s (De-
partment of Sociology, Queen’s University) “Prison Guards 
in Private.” The objective of Willet’s article is to explore the 
operation of the prison system and to discover the ideolo-
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gies used by correctional staff to guide their actions. Willet 
prefaces his article with the acknowledgement that “Recent-
ly there has been a sudden surge of interest in prison work-
ers in the basic grades: a group almost completely neglected 
by researchers until now” (1983, 1). Further attesting to the 
growth of institutional analyses in the justice disciplines, 
Willet explains the impetus for his inquiry into prison 
workers arose from teaching a course at Queen’s Univer-
sity that explores “the relationship between ideology and 
structure in the agencies of social control empowered by 
the State to use coercive force” (1983, 1). Articulated by the 
motive for the article and its area of inquiry, Willet’s work 
demonstrates the emergence of institutional analyses in the 
journal during the 1980s.

Volume 25, Number One also highlights an emerging ap-
proach in the Journal’s institutional critiques: they utilize 
economic reasoning. In the justice disciplines, economic rea-
soning can be understood as an actuarial penology: calcula-
tions of the probability of an act occurring, or assessments of 
risk, are used to control crime (Garland, 2003; Valier, 2002). 
For example, the issue’s �nal article, “A Critique of Deter-
rence Research with Particular Reference to the Economic 
Approach,” by Ezzat A. Fattah (Department of Criminology, 
Simon Fraser University), explicitly acknowledges the eco-
nomics of crime. He begins his work by praising economics 
emerging contribution to the justice disciplines. Fattah states, 
“Economists should be given credit for one of the most excit-
ing developments in research on deterrence in recent years... 
the discussions they have generated have stimulated inter-
est in deterrence research beyond all expectations” (1983, 
79). Fattah credits Gary Becker’s 1968 article, “Crime and 
Punishment: An Economic Approach,” which argues that 
sociological theories, such as anomie, psychological theories 
and biological theories of crime could be discarded. Instead, 
he argues a model using economic choice is the most e�ect-
ive away to understand crime (1983, 79). Notably, the article 
begins to receive credence in the journal a�er the ascend-
ance of neoliberalism, ��een years a�er its original publica-
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tion. Fattah acknowledges this by stating Becker’s article and 
proceeding economic analyses were initially rejected by the 
justice disciplines (1983).

Although Fattah, himself, ultimately critiques the use of eco-
nomic reasoning, the journal’s proceeding piece, a research 
note, endorses the use of economic reasoning to respond 
to crime. In his note, “Project PRIDE - An Anti-Vandalism 
Program,” economic concerns are disseminated through Gib 
Taylor’s (�e Lakehead Board of Education) discussion of a 
Canadian school board’s approach to vandals. He notes the 
stimulus for the program was the increasing cost to repair 
vandalized property, commenting that the Board “spends a 
considerable number of tax dollars on the repair or replace-
ment of vandalized school property... the �gure has been 
increasing for the past few years” (Taylor, 1983, 91). To reduce 
vandalism Taylor lists a number of initiatives the Board 
has taken: the use of a silent alarm motion detector system, 
replacing glass with polycarbonates, covering windows with 
wire mesh, preventing access to school roofs and installing 
steel doors. Economy’s importance to crime underlies Tay-
lor’s article. As a result, perhaps, the most signi�cant aspect 
of Taylor’s article is the Board’s decision to consider “van-
dalism prevention in the design of new additions” (Taylor, 
1983). By introducing methods that attempt to reduce crime, 
Taylor’s work demonstrates the use of actuarial penology 
and, in turn, preventative responses to crime (Garland, 2003; 

Vallier, 2002). 

�e endorsement of economic reasoning and actuarial penol-
ogy represents a signi�cant shi� from the Journal’s correc-
tional roots: instead of attempting to correct crime, the 1983 
edition provides articles that attempt to prevent it. Discussing 
the e�ectiveness of the Board’s initiatives, Taylor concedes 
“the solutions attempted by this and other boards, haven’t 
accomplished very much in the way of curbing vandalism” 
(1983, 91). Demonstrating the increasing entrenchment of 
economic reasoning and crime prevention in the justice 
disciplines’, this does not cause Taylor to reconsider the 
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overall approach. Instead, by concluding “a program that 
that will provide the rising generation with the necessary 
incentive to keep their own school buildings and grounds in 
better condition” is needed, he argues that a more vigorous 
preventative program is required (1983, 91-92). At the end of 
the 1970s, the ascendancy of neoliberalism and neoconserva-
tism economized universities and research. In the Volume 25, 
Number One of the Journal, correctional responses to crime 
focusing on individual treatment were replaced by institu-
tional analysis of the criminal justice system which utilized 
economic styles of reasoning, such as actuarial thinking, and, 
consequently, preventative responses to crime.

Conclusion

In this article, I have surveyed the Canadian Journal of Crim-
inology and Criminal Justice from its birth, in 1958, to 1983. 
Divided into three parts, Part One of the paper examined the 
journal from 1958 to 1963. In 1951, the country’s !rst jus-
tice department, a criminology program, was established at 
UBC. "e program was, in part, constructed to serve the BC 
government. Additionally, the program was rooted in posi-
tivistic methodology and advocated correctional responses to 
crime. Seven years later, the Canadian Journal of Criminol-
ogy and Criminal Justice was founded. Originally titled, the 
Canadian Journal of Corrections, the journal was methodo-
logically and philosophically similar to UBC’s criminology 
program: a large amount of the research was government 
funded, positivistic and correctional. Part Two of the paper 
explored the Journal from 1968 to 1978. In the 1960s, govern-
ment sponsorship, positivistic methodology and correctional 
responses to crime continued to characterize the journal and 
the justice disciplines, but the decade’s counterculture also 
a#ected the contours of the journal. Although the journal 
remained entrenched in a positivistic ontology by pursuing 
correctionalist research and work, the counterculture cri-
tiqued positivism and advocated for groups that, historically, 
had been marginalized, such as Russell’s (1978) discussion of 
the dispositions of women who shopli$ and Bennett’s (1973) 
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inquiry into the challenges faced by BC’s Indigenous popula-
tion. Accordingly, although articles in the journal remain 
largely rooted in positivism, work begins to articulate radical 
criminology’s contentions by questioning positivistic meth-
odology, correctional responses to crime and by critiquing 
society’s role in constructing criminals, as demonstrated by 
Mohr (1978). 

!e "nal part of this paper, Part !ree, examined the journal 
between 1978 and 1983. At the end of the 1970s, neo-liberal-
ism emerged in Canadian society. Consequently, universities 
and research became increasingly concerned with pro"t. 
Neo-liberalism also reshaped the content and focus of the 
journal. Positivistic methodology and correctional responses 
to crime persisted, but economic styles of reasoning, such 
as actuarial penology, and, subsequently, crime prevention 
were emphasized in the journal. Instead of correctional 
concerns focused on the individual, such as treatment during 
incarceration, research published in the journal focused on 
broader institutional analyses of the criminal justice system 
that used actuarial reasoning to support crime prevention 
strategies. Ultimately, between 1958 and 1983, research in 
the journal evolved from supporting correctional responses 
to crime at its inception, to social concerns in the 1960s and 
1970s, to crime prevention in 1983. As a forum for discus-
sion in the justice disciplines, these shi#s in the Canadian 
Journal of Criminology and Criminal Justice demonstrate that 
the research produced by the Journal and, in turn, the justice 
disciplines, has been shaped by social, political and economic 
changes in Canada.
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Appendix I: Canadian Journal of Criminology and 

Criminal Justice

Canadian Journal of Corrections, 1 (1).

Mann, M. (1958). Alcoholism, 1958 - where do we go from here?: 
a “do-it yourself” plan for meeting alcoholism. Canadian 
Journal of Corrections, 1 (1). 3-7.

Turner, R.E., Hutchinson, H.C., & O’Donnell, L. (1958). !e 
forensic clinic of the Toronto psychiatric hospital. Canadian 
Journal of Corrections, 1 (1). 15-20.

Sinclair, D. (1958). A modern security institution for delinquent 
boys. Canadian Journal of Corrections, 1 (1). 21-25.

Sanderson, C. (1958). Special disciplinary reports: a suggested 
way of dealing with disciplinary cases in a closed adult 
institution. Canadian Journal of Corrections, 1 (1). 30-32.

Russon, G.W. (1958). Psychiatric consultation: fact and fallacy: the 
use and misuse of psychiatric consultation by the social 
worker. Canadian Journal of Corrections, 1 (1). 33-41.

Reid, D.C.S. (1958). A"er Care Pre-Release Preparation of Prison 
Inmates: Part One. Canadian Journal of Corrections, 1 (1). 
42-49.

Rocksborough-Smith, S (1958). Letters to the editor. Canadian 
Journal of Corrections, 1 (1). 50-51.

Canadian Journal of Corrections, 5 (1)

Hendry, E. (1963). Toward Collaboration in the Study of Crime and 
Corrections. Canadian Journal of Corrections, 5 (1). 1-6.

Potts, F. (1963). Institute of Criminology. Canadian Journal of 
Corrections, 5 (1). 7-10.

Markson, E.R., & Hartman, V. (1963). Function and Organization 
of a Model Institute of Criminology. Canadian Journal of 
Corrections, 5 (1). 11-17.

Szabo, D. (1963). Criminology and Criminologist: a new discipline 
and a new profession Canadian Journal of Corrections, 5 (1). 
28-39.

Canadian Journal of Corrections, 10 (1)

Mohr, J.W. (1968). Introduction. Canadian Journal of Corrections, 
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10 (1) 4-11.

Zajac, A.S. (1968). Biological and psychodynamic positions and 
treatment. Canadian Journal of Corrections, 10 (1). 25-40.

Mohr, J.W. (1968). Social science and social treatment. Canadian 
Journal of Corrections, 10 (1), 47-56.

Kenrick, E.W. (1968). !e role of the adult court in corrections. 
Canadian Journal of Corrections,  10 (1), 151-178.

Canadian Journal of Criminology and Criminal Justice and 
Corrections, 15 (1)

Bennett, M.C. (1973). !e Indian counsellor project - help for the 
accused. Canadian Journal of Criminology and Criminal 
Justice and Corrections, 15 (1), 1-6.

Mohr, J.W. (1973). Facts, "gures, perceptions and myths - ways of 
describing and understanding crime. Canadian Journal of 
Criminology and Criminal Justice and Corrections, 15 (1), 
39-49.

Canadian Journal of Criminology, 20 (1).

McGrath, W.T. (1978). Editorial. Canadian Journal of Criminology, 
20 (1). 1.

Mohr, H. (1978). Editorial. Canadian Journal of Criminology, 20 (1). 
1-2.

Hartnagel, T. (1978). !e E#ect of Age and Sex Composition. 
Canadian Journal of Criminology, 20 (1). 28-33.

Russell, M. (1978). Groups for women who shopli$. Canadian 
Journal of Criminology, 20 (1). 73-74.

Wilgosh, L., & Paitich, D. (1978). An examination of sex di#erences 
in a clinical sample of juvenile o#enders. Canadian Journal 

of Criminology, 20 (1). 75-78.

Johnson, S.D. (1978). A critical note. Canadian Journal of 
Criminology, 20 (1). 86.

Canadian Journal of Criminology, 25 (1).

Willett, T.C. (1983). Prison guards in private. Canadian Journal of 
Criminology, 25 (1). 1-18.

Mo#att, R.E. (1983). Crime prevention through environmental 
design - a management perspective. Canadian Journal of 
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Criminology, 25 (1). 19-32.

Fattah, E.A. (1983). A critique of deterrence research with 
particular reference to the economic approach. Canadian 
Journal of Criminology, 25, (1). 79-90.

Taylor, G. (1983). Research note: project pride - an anti-vandalism 
program. Canadian Journal of Criminology, 25 (1). 91-95. 
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