
 

 

The Biosocial Bulletin Issue 2 

 

Biosocial Bulletin  
Issue 2 

 
THE BIOSOCIAL BULLETIN 

1

Greetings Biosocial Criminology 
Association (BCA) members and 
welcome to the second issue of the 
Biosocial Bulletin!  In this issue, we 
first provide details about the day, 
time, and location for the 3rd Annual 
Meeting of the BCA and officially 
announce the winner of the 2016 
David C. Rowe Lifetime 
Achievement Award!  Following 
this section is an interview with the 
2015 Lifetime Achievement Award 
recipient, Professor Lee Ellis, which 
was conducted by Vice President 
Joseph Nedelec.  Professor Ellis 
discusses how he first became 
interested in examining the 
association between biology and 
human behavior and what he 
believes is the most important issue 
for the biosocial perspective to 
address in order to move forward. 

The second section of this issue 
features an interview I had with 
Professor Adrian Raine, the 2015 
BCA Book of the Year Award 
recipient.  In this interview, 
Professor Raine explains the 
motivating factors behind writing 
The Anatomy of Violence: The Biological 
Roots of Crime and whether or not he 
suspects there will be a biosocial 
program created to treat aggressive 
and violent behavior in the near 
future.  Professor Raine also talks 
about the emergence of 
neurocriminology and what this 

2

area of research will mean for the 
future of criminology. 

The third section of this issue features 
an interview with Professor J.C. Barnes 
conducted by Treasurer Joseph 
Schwartz.  Professor Barnes answers 
questions about a recent article he 
published examining the consequences 
of not controlling for genetic 
influences.  The interview offers 
readers an informed and in-depth look 
at just how biased model parameter 
estimates can be when examining the 
association between two heritable 
variables and not controlling for 
genetic influences. 

The fourth section of this issue 
provides a list of all panels presenting 
biosocial research at the 72nd Annual 
Meeting of the American Society of 
Criminology this week. The executive 
board members and myself are 
extremely happy to see just how many 
different panels and areas of biosocial 
research will be represented at the 
Annual Meeting of the American 
Society of Criminology this year.  We 
view this as a positive sign of growth 
of the biosocial perspective within the 
field of criminology. 

The last section says farewell to a 
fellow biosocial criminologist.  

I hope you enjoy reading 
the second issue of the 
Biosocial Bulletin.  
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You are Cordially Invited to Attend the 3rd Annual Meeting of 
the Biosocial Criminology Association 

As a registered BCA member, you are cordially invited to attend the 3rd Annual Meeting of the 
Biosocial Criminology Association.  The meeting will be held in the LeCroissant Room at Drago’s 
Seafood Restaurant & Oyster Bar located in the New Orleans Riverside Hilton.  The meeting will 
commence at 7:30 pm and conclude at 9:30 pm.  We are excited to announce that accepting this 
year’s David C. Rowe Lifetime Achievement Award is Professor Terrie Moffitt.  Please help us 
celebrate Professor Moffitt’s career and learn more about exciting new developments with the 

BCA at the 3rd Annual Meeting. 

All attendees are allowed free access to the meeting. The meeting will provide guests with free 
food and a drink ticket for one alcoholic beverage.  For more information about the meeting, 
please visit the ‘Meetings’ page on the BCA website: http://www.biosocialcrim.org/meetings. 
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The BCA David C. Rowe Lifetime 
Achievement Award is given to a 
scholar who has demonstrated a 
lifelong commitment to integrating 
the biosocial perspective into 
criminology.  The Executive Board 
of the BCA was overly joyed to 
award last year’s award to, Professor 
Lee Ellis.  Dr. Ellis’s pioneering 
work has been instrumental in 
paving the way forward for 
biosocial criminology and he 
continues to have an influence on 
the field of criminology.  Joe Nedelec 
recently interviewed Dr. Ellis to 
discuss with him how he became 
interested in the biosocial 
perspective. 

JN: Where and when did you 
complete your education?   

LE: MA – Pittsburg State University, 
Pittsburg, Kansas 

PhD – Florida State University, 
Tallahassee 

JN: How did you first become 
interested in examining the biosocial 
underpinning to antisocial behavior? 

LE: I grew up on a Kansas farm and 
became aware that among the cattle 
and horses we raised males were 
more aggressive than females, a 
difference that could be largely 
eliminated by castrating the males.   

When I took my first course in 
criminology (using Sutherland & 
Cressey’s classic text), I learned that 
none of the explanations for why 
males were more criminal than 
females seriously considered 
hormones or any other aspects of 

biology.  The only exception was to 
note that criminologists such as 
Lombroso had explored the 
possibility that genes and biology 
were relevant to their discipline but 
that contemporary criminologists 
abandoned such ideas as fruitless and 
rather silly.   

I liked taking courses in biology and 
genetics (although my greatest 
interest was in behavior, especially 
social behavior).  Information from 
these courses helped me to keep an 
open mind on the relevance of the life 
sciences to understanding human 
behavior, including that which 
happens to be considered illegal. 

JN: What would you say is the 
greatest benefit of biosocial research 
to the field of criminology? 

LE: When compared to strictly 
environmental criminology, biosocial 
criminology allows researchers to 
consider (and identify) a much 
broader range of factors in attempting 
to understand criminality. 

JN: Who, would you say has had the 
greatest impact on your current 
understanding about the causes and 
correlates of antisocial behavior? 

LE: No single person stands out as 
having affected my understanding of 
the causes and correlates of antisocial 
behavior. Instead, thousands of 
people have shaped my 
understanding. I’ve always kept an 
open mind to whatever ideas that 
seem to best fit the available 
evidence. 

JN: In your opinion, what is the most 
important issue surrounding  

“I'm happy to see that the 
biosocial perspective has gone as 

far as it has; I never thought I 
would see biosocial work 

featured in major criminological 
journals.” 

contemporary knowledge about 
the development of antisocial 
behavior? 

LE: Above all, we need to better 
understand how androgens (male 
sex hormones) alter brain 
functioning in ways that increase 
competitive/victimizing behavior.  
That knowledge will guide us to a 
better understanding of criminal 
behavior. 

JN: Based on the current state of 
criminology, what theoretical or 
methodological issues do you think 
will change the perspective of the 
field over the next decade?  

LE: Ignorance of biology continues 
to hold back the field of 
criminology.  If I were in charge 
(which I’m obviously not), no 
student would be allowed to even 
take a course in criminology until  

Continued on the next page… 
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they have first taken at least 
introduction to biology.  
Unfortunately, I don’t see this 
happening anytime in the next 
decade.  

JN: In your opinion, what is missing 
from the biosocial approach to crime 
and criminology? 

LE: Nothing really.  The approach is 
still developing and it needs time to 
grow and mature. 

JN: What is the most effective way to 
illustrate the value of a biosocial 
approach to sociologically minded 
criminologists? 

LE: My answer is similar to the one I 
gave to Question #6. Without some 
biological background, there is little 
hope that the next generation of 
sociologists or criminologists will 
see the value in a biosocial 
perspective.  Unfortunately, most of 
those who teach sociology and 
criminology also lack an 
understanding of biology so they 
generally reward their students for 
also being “biophobic”.   

Professor Lee Ellis received the 2015 
Recipient of the David C. Rowe Lifetime 
Achievement Award at the 2nd Annual 
Meeting of the BCA in Washington D.C. 
last year for his pioneering work that has 
advanced the biosocial perspective.  
  
 
 
 
 
 
Joseph L. Nedelec 
BCA Vice President 

Want to Keep Track of the Biosocial 
Criminology Association (BCA) 

and Biosocial Research? 

Please feel free to visit us on our website 
(www.biosocialcrim.org) or follow us on 
Facebook (https://www.facebook.com/-

biosocialcrim) or Twitter (https://twitter.com/-
biosocialcrim) for news about the BCA and 

links to new biosocial research!  
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An Interview with Professor Adrian Raine 
The BCA Outstanding Book Award 
is given to an author (or authors) of 
a book who has advanced our 
knowledge on how biosocial 
approaches can be used to help 
better understand, predict, and 
treat antisocial behavior.  The 
Executive Board of the BCA voted 
to award the 2015 Outstanding 
Book Award to Professor Adriane 
Raine for his recent book, The 
Anatomy of Violence: The Biological 
Roots of Crime.  Eric Connolly 
interviewed Professor Raine to 
learn more about his motivations 
for writing the book and the 
message he hopes readers take 
away from it.    

EC: What do you think motivated 
you the most to write about the 
anatomy of violence at this stage of 
your academic career?   

AR: I really wanted to communicate 
to a much wider (non-academic) 
audience the main message that the 
Biosocial Criminology Association 
tries to give – that there is in part a 
biological basis to crime and 
violence. I also wanted to use the 
book as a platform to build on for 
both my undergraduate and 
graduate students – the audience 
who have for years voiced 
provocative questions that sorely 
need answering. 

But I never wanted to write this 
book at this particular stage in my 
academic career. The proposal for 
“The Anatomy of Violence”, in its 
entirety, was written 18 years ago at 
the encouragement of Jonathan 
Kellerman. Jonathan was a best-
selling crime fiction writer who had  

read my research articles. We had 
lunch together in Los Angeles and 
he communicated that there was a 
broader message in my work that I 
should try to communicate to the 
public. He put me in touch with his 
literary agent, but nothing came of 
it.  

I then moved to the University of 
Pennsylvania in 2008 and not long 
after a past-alumnus working for 
William Morris Entertainment read 
a story about my work and invited 
me to submit a book proposal.  At 
the end of the day it was all 
serendipity, as academic life so 
often is. We never quite know what 
tomorrow will bring.  

EC: How did you first become 
interested in examining the 
neurological basis to violent 
criminal behavior? 

AR: In my last year as an 
undergraduate I was destined to 
become a primary school teacher. I 
was accepted at Brighton for my 
one-year teacher-training course. In 
the February of that year an 
American graduate student sat next 
to me in our tea break in the 
Department of Psychology at 
Oxford University and asked me 
what I was going to do after 
graduating. I told her. She said I 
should instead become a professor. 
I said that was rubbish, there was 
no way I could get a PhD. She said I 
could. I said that even if I could get 
accepted, there’s no way I could get 
a job in England. She said of course 
I could – just move to America 
because there are thousands of 
universities there.  

I had never met her before, and I 
was never to see her again. But in 
that brief conversation, lasting 
about 10 minutes, she decided my 
life fate. I went back to my flat and 
thought – could I do it? I knew I 
was not the sharpest tool in the 
garden shed. We all knew who 
were the bright kids on the block in 
our Psychology cohort, and I for 
sure was not one of them. But I 
decided to make very late PhD 
applications anyway. 

But in England, at an interview, 
you have to propose your 
dissertation, something that is often 
done at the end of the third year of 
graduate school in the U.S.A. 
What’s a 3rd year undergraduate to 
do? I rapidly looked back at the 
essays I had written as an 
undergraduate that I received good 
feedback on from my tutors. 

Continued on the next page… 

“The biggest obstacles we face are 
the false positives like myself. But 

that’s exactly where biosocial 
criminology comes in.” 
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The best was on autism. The next 
best was on an ethological, 
observational approach to 
understanding normal childhood 
development. The third was the 
biology of psychopathy.  To be 
honest, it was really the wheel of 
fortune that dealt me the card of the 
biology of antisocial behavior. In 
retrospect, I realize that even when 
you get your 3rd choice in life – the 
bronze medal – it’s not so bad after 
all! 

EC: Would you say that your own 
victimization experience, as 
described in the book, encouraged 
you to further understand the 
underlying reasons for why people 
offend? 

AR: No. Having my throat cut 
completely turned me off the work 
I was doing in trying to understand 
what biological factors, beyond the 
individual’s control, propelled 
them to become criminals.  And 
ever since then I have had an 
ambivalent approach to the 
scientific work that I, my students, 
and all members of BSA conduct – 
in terms of what applications there 
may be for society.  

I wrote a decent essay on the 
biology of psychopaths as an 
undergraduate, and that lead me to 
do the work I am doing now.  My 
heart was in that essay because I 
had been a young kid with an 
antisocial trajectory, and later as an 
undergraduate student I was 
fascinated with what had kept me 
out of prison. Ironically, three years 
later after my PhD, I ended up 
serving a four-year prison sentence 
– as a prison psychologist working 
with psychopaths. So perhaps again  

there was some destiny to my early 
roots. 

EC: In Chapter 11, you propose the 
Legal Offensive on Murder: Brain 
Research Operation for the 
Screening of Offenders 
(LOMBROSO) program that creates 
a registry of neurological and 
genotypic information on all males 
in society aged 18 and over.  What 
do you believe is the first obstacle 
to overcome to gain scholarly and 
public support for this type of 
prevention initiative?  

AR: The biggest obstacle is the 
voice of people like myself. Given I 
have a low resting heart rate and a 
brain scan like a serial killer, and 
some biosocial other risk factors to 
boot, I would be one of the first 
people to be rounded up and 
locked away on an indeterminate 
sentence. That’s unfair. If you are 
going to detain me as a would-be 
murderer, at least give me a chance 
to kill some of my critics first.  

The biggest obstacles we face are 
the false positives like myself. But 
that’s exactly where biosocial 
criminology comes in. If in the 
future we can combine together 
biological with social and 
psychological processes to do a far 
better job of reducing that false 
positive rate to acceptable levels, 
will we act? What if we reach that 
point of acceptability where 
politicians, the judiciary, and 
ethicists decide that the benefits 
outweigh the risks? Then the only 
people left who have good reason 
to object to the preemptive strike 
are the very people we need to be 
locking up first. In the final 
analysis, the ultimate question 
becomes what degree of false  

positives are we willing to accept 
before we act? 

EC: In your opinion, what do you 
think (or hope) the recent 
emergence of biosocial and 
neurocriminolgical research will 
mean for the future of criminology? 

AR: I really do hope that 
neurocriminology will result in a 
better future for us all. That in the 
future it will shed new light on the 
dark, distant criminal shadows of 
the past. That we will better 
understand the true causes of 
crime. And out of those insights we 
will develop exciting new 
interventions to solve the age-old 
problem of crime. That’s my sincere 
hope.   

But will that hope be materialized? 
Not in my lifetime.  

Criminology is a venerable 
discipline that moves very 
cautiously and rather slowly – some 
say too slowly. There are 
interdisciplinary rivalries that hold 
us back. We all stand ready to 
protect the precious turf that we 
have spent our academic lives 
protecting. That’s true of all 
criminologists, whether they are 
biological, social, or biosocial in 
their thinking. This means that 
change comes slowly, if ever. 

And yet I do think that well after 
my death there will emerge a 
significant change in the landscape 
of criminology where biosocial 
perspectives are embraced more 
warmly than they are today.  

Continued on the next page… 
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I firmly believe that the young 
students and junior faculty 
amongst us will rise to the 
challenge of shaping that new vista, 
and will ultimately meet with 
success in creating a brighter 
tomorrow.   

EC: If you could pick just one 
message that would stay with 
readers long after they have read 
The Anatomy of Violence: The 
Biological Roots of Crime, what 
would it be? 

AR: The one message I want to 
convey is that we should all 
consider the possibility that we 
might just be mistaken. I hope to 
see more humility emerge where 
we can continue the discussion on 
the anatomy of violence in a more 
egalitarian, accepting, civilized, and 
understanding manner than we 
have in the past. Let’s consider the 
possibility that our own 
perspectives – whatever they may 
be – might just be wrong.  

I firmly believe that we stand on 
shifting scientific sands. What we in 
our biased opinions believe is solid 
ground beneath can quickly 
become quicksand in the light of 
failure to replicate. That’s why I 
ended the book echoing Oliver 
Cromwell’s speech to the Church of 
Scotland in their intended alliance 
with King Charles II – “I beseech 
you, in the bowels of Christ, think it 
possible that you might be 
mistaken”. We need that theory-of-
mind capacity to step outside of our 
own blinkered perspective, step 
inside other’s mind-sets, and 
emerge with a more balanced, 
even-handed, and I believe 
righteous perspective.  

EC: Do you have any plans to write 
a follow-up to The Anatomy of 
Violence: The Biological Roots of 
Crime?  

AR: Nope. I’ve shot my bolt, and 
from now on I feel it’s up to some 
other William Tell to shoot the 
apple off their own kid’s head. 
Writing this book was very hard for 
myself and my family. I wanted to 
reach out to the lay public and 
make the biology of crime 
understandable. But I also wanted 
to write a book for academics too, 
and that led me to stuff over 1,000 
references into it. I’m really not sure 
at all that it worked out.  

Sometimes you just cannot kill two 
birds with one stone as William tell 
did. I think at this point a better 
marksman than I can find the 
bull’s-eyes that all biosocial 
criminologists are searching for – 
those points of contact between 
social and biological processes that 
will take us to the heart of crime 
causation and cure. 

Professor Adrian Raine was the 2015 
Recipient of the David C. Rowe Lifetime 
Achievement Award for his pioneering 
work that has advanced the biosocial 
perspective.  
 

 
Eric J. Connolly 
BCA President 
 

The 3rd Annual  
BCA Meeting 

Please join us in 
Atlanta for the 3rd 

Annual Meeting of the 
Biosocial Criminology 

Association (BCA)  

The meeting will be on 
November 17th from 

7:30 pm to 9:30 pm in 
the LeCroissant Room 

at Drago’s Seafood 
Restaurant & Oyster 

Bar in the New 
Orleans Riverside 

Hilton 

There will be free food 
served to all attendees 

during the meeting.   
The first 60 attendees 

will also get a free 
drink ticket good for 

one free beer, wine, or 
liquor beverage at the 
bar. We welcome non-

members to the 
meeting as well! We 

hope to see you there!  
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An Interview with Professor J.C. Barnes 

In a study recently published in the 
Journal of Criminal Justice, J.C. Barnes 
and his coauthors (Brian B. 
Boutwell, Kevin M. Beaver, Chris L. 
Gibson, and John P. Wright) sought 
to explore the methodological 
ramifications of ignoring genetic 
influences in criminological studies.  
The authors made use of simulated 
data to quantify the effect of 
ignoring genetic influences when 
examining associations directly 
related to criminology and criminal 
justice.  Their results revealed that 
ignoring genetic influences can be 
highly problematic due to model 
misspecification due to genetic 
confounding. 
 
Based on the relevance of these 
findings for the field of criminology, 
we felt that BCA members may be 
interested in this particular study.  
Professor Barnes (the lead author of 
the study) was courteous enough to 
accept our request to provide 
additional insight into the 
motivations behind the study and 
his outlook for the future of the field 
of criminology.  Joseph Schwartz 
interviewed Professor Barnes. 

JS: What was the motivation behind 
your study? 

JB: As with any area of scientific 
inquiry that is forced to rely on non-
experimental data, a major concern 
with much of the criminological 
literature (my own work included) 
is that the association between any 
two variables might be spurious 
owing to uncontrolled, omitted 
variables. 

I’ll put it another way: there is a 
really good chance that any study, 
drawn randomly from the 
criminological evidence base, is 
incorrect due to the omission of 
confounding influences from the 
analysis.  Given that much of the 
research my colleagues and I have 
conducted has focused on genetic 
influences, we were particularly 
concerned that criminological 
research might be confounded by 
omitted genetic variables.  Only in 
the past 10 years or so have 
criminologists even become aware 
of the potential role that genetic 
factors may play in the etiology of 
antisocial behavior.  For this reason, 
the overwhelming majority of 
criminological studies omit controls 
for genetic influences.  This means 
that a large chunk of the knowledge 
base may be misspecified.  Our 
study provides researchers with a 
peek into the ways in which such 
misspecification may have impacted 
any one study.   

JS: In the Introduction of your study, 
you and your coauthors provide an 
overview of the vast literature 
demonstrating the salience of 
genetic influences on measures 
commonly examined in 
criminological research.  Why do 
you think that this body of research, 
which spans multiple decades, has 
begun to surface within criminology 
only recently? 

JB: There are many reasons, both 
political and pragmatic, that genetic 
research has been overlooked in 
criminology.  Criminology came of 

age during a divisive time in history.  
Influential scholars made a 
conscious decision to study the 
social reality of crime and to leave 
all other issues (i.e., biology) to 
scholars in other disciplines.  This 
became the popular approach and 
before long, nearly all criminologists 
were exclusively studying the social 
side of crime.  You can look back 
through old issues of criminology 
journals and see the occasional 
reference to biology, genes, or the 
brain, but those studies (or even 
passages within a study) are rare.  
Yet, in the early 1990s, something 
began to change.  One of the most 
influential theoretical statements (to 
this day)—Moffitt’s taxonomy—
incorporated elements of biology, 
genes, and neuroscience.  Then, 
scholars like Anthony Walsh began 
to explore the ways in which 
biosocial explanations of antisocial  

Continued on the next page… 
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behavior might fit with 
contemporary criminology theories.  
More recently, a group of scholars 
have flooded the field with 
countless studies supporting the 
notion that biosocial research has 
something to offer criminology.  In 
the end, criminology is a scientific 
discipline interested in uncovering 
the causes of crime.  Biosocial 
research offers many answers to 
questions that were difficult to 
reconcile with a purely sociological 
view.    

JS: You and your coauthors make 
use of simulated data in your study.  
Can you comment on this decision 
and the utility of such an approach? 

JB: If I could use simulated data in 
every study, I would.  Simulations 
are great because the data are 
always perfect – because you 
created them!  Seriously, though, 
simulated data were an obvious 
choice for this study because the 
goal was to uncover the various 
situations in which genetic 
confounding may cause a problem.  
The only way to truly gain an 
appreciation of this issue was to 
have a dataset that that was perfect; 
meaning it had measures of every 
variable and the data did not suffer 
from any of those pesky issues that 
cause headaches for modern 
scholars (e.g., missing data, the 
violation of statistical assumptions, 
and measurement error).  
Furthermore, we simply wanted to 
raise awareness of a potential 
problem with the criminological 
status quo.  We did not set out to 
prove any one study (or group of 
studies) wrong, so we actively 
avoided using “real” data.  Put 

differently, we could have easily 
picked a study and attempted to 
show that the results gleaned from 
that paper were incorrect.  But 
whenever this approach is taken, the 
debate can often move sideways 
into ad hominem attacks.  Those 
have no place in scientific discourse, 
so we did everything we could to 
avoid that scenario. 

JS: Can you provide a brief 
summary of the primary results of 
your study? 

JB: I think the results of our study 
are best understood as providing a 
benchmark for researchers to 
consult when they are concerned 
about the degree to which any 
correlation (or regression coefficient) 
might be biased due to omitted 
genetic variables.  We demonstrate 
the degree to which any correlation 
might be over-estimated if one 
ignores the possibility of genetic 
confounding.  The results align well 
traditional discussions of spurious 
influences; to the extent that genes 
affect the development of the two 
traits under examination, any 
statistical model that estimates the 
relationship between those two 
traits without controls for genetic 
influences is likely to be upwardly 
biased.   

JS: What would you consider the 
main take away? 

JB: Put simply, if you omit genetic 
controls from your statistical model, 
you better have a good reason or 
else you assume all risk! 

JS: The primary findings, and the 
subsequent recommendations, of 
your study do not seem to align 

with traditional research in 
criminology and criminal justice.  
Did you experience any difficulties 
during the review process? 

JB: A colleague once told me that he 
had been accepted by the top 
journals and rejected by the lowest 
journals.  I’ve found that to be true 
to my experience as well.  Luckily, 
this paper was greeted by a great set 
of comments from the anonymous 
reviewers at one of the top journals 
in the field.   

JS: In light of these findings, what 
advice would you offer to 
criminologists moving forward? 

JB: This is an exciting time to be a 
criminologist.  The times are 
changing.  Biosocial research has a 
seat at the criminological table.  It’s 
time to confront this reality and 
consider the ways in which we can 
use biosocial evidence to make 
society safer. 

 
 
 
 
 
Joseph A. Schwartz 
BCA Secretary and Treasurer 
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Biosocial Panels and Roundtables at the 72nd Annual Meeting of 
the American Society of Criminology 

Current Issues in Biosocial Criminology 
Wednesday, November 16, 9:30 am – 10:50 am 

Hilton, Canal, 3rd Level 
 

• The Association between Head Injuries and 
Threat Override in Delinquent Youth 
− Raquel V. Oliveira, Florida State 

University 
− Kevin M. Beaver, Florida State 

University 
• Gene-Environment Correlations and Antisocial 

Behavior 
− Marianna McBride, Florida State 

University 
− Kevin M. Beaver, Florida State 

University 
• The Effect of Omega-3 Fatty Acids on 

Aggression: A Meta-Analysis 
− Jamie M. Gajos, Florida State 

University 
− Kevin M. Beaver. Florida State 

University 
• Examining the Influence of Adolescent 

Marijuana Use on Adult Intelligence 
− Cashen Boccio, Florida State University 
− Kevin M. Beaver, Florida State 

University 

Biosocial Explanations of Antisocial Behaviors 
Wednesday, November 16, 11:00 am – 12:20 pm 

Hilton, Grand Salon 22, 1st Level 
 

• Disentanglement of the Interactive Nature of 
Biological and Environmental Risk Factors for 
Antisocial Behavior 
− Jessica Wells, Sam Houston State 

University 
− Todd Armstrong, University of 

Nebraska at Omaha 
− Danielle Boisvert, Sam Houston State 

University 
− Richard Lewis, Sam Houston State 

University 
 

− Matthias Woeckener, Sam Houston State 
University 

− Eric Cooke, Sam Houston State University 
• Gene-Environment Interactions: The 

Relationship between MAOA Polymorphism, 
Peer Affiliation, and Antisocial Behavior 

− Eric Cooke, Sam Houston State 
University 

− Todd Armstrong, University of 
Nebraska at Omaha 

− Jessica Wells, Sam Houston State 
University 

− Danielle Boisvert, Sam Houston State 
University 

− Richard Lewis, Sam Houston State 
University 

− Matthias Woeckener, Sam Houston 
State University 

• Effects of Sibling’s Peers on Antisocial Behavior 
− Matthias Woeckener, Sam Houston 

State University 
− Danielle Boisvert, Sam Houston State 

University 
• An In-Depth Approach to the Link between 

Biological Factors, Psychopathy, and 
Criminological Theories 
− Richard Lewis, Sam Houston State 

University 
− Danielle Boisvert, Sam Houston State 

University 
− Todd Armstrong, University of Nebraska 

at Omaha 
− Travis Franklin, Sam Houston State 

University 
− Jessica Wells, Sam Houston State 

University 
− Matthias Woeckener, Sam Houston State 

University 
− Eric Cooke, Sam Houston State 

University 
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Biosocial Interactive Perspective on 
Psychopathic Traits and Behavioral  

Problems in Childhood 
Wednesday, November 16, 12:30 pm – 1:50 pm 

Hilton, Commerce, 3rd Level 
 
• Interaction between Prenatal Maternal Stress 

and Low Heart Rate in Predicting Conduct 
Problems and Psychopathic Traits in Children 
− Yonglin Huang, Brooklyn 

College/Graduate Center of the City 
University of New York 

− Yu Gao, Brooklyn College, City 
University of New York 

• The Relationship between Social Adversity and 
Callous-Unemotional (CU) Traits in Children: 
The Moderating Effect of Respiratory Sinus 
Arrhythmia (RSA) Activity 
− Wei Zhang, Brooklyn 

College/Graduate Center of the City 
University of New York 

− Yu Gao, Brooklyn College, City 
University of New York 

• Prenatal Maternal Stress Affects Behavioral 
Problems in Toddlers: The Moderating Effect of 
Electrodermal Activity 
− Yu Gao, Brooklyn College, City 

University of New York 
− Jessica Buthmann, Queens 

College/Graduate Center CUNY 
− Yoko Nomura, Queens 

College/Graduate Center CUNY 

Biosocial Research on Aggression and 
Delinquency of Young People 

Thursday, November 17, 8:00 am – 9:20 am 
Hilton, Camp, 3rd Level 

 
• Pregnancy and Birth Complications and 

Externalizing Behavioral Problems in 
Preschoolers: An Empirical Study 
− Friedrich Loesel, Cambridge 

University/University of Erlangen-
Nuremberg 

− Ute Koglin, University of Oldenburg 

• Adrenocortical Activity and Aggressive 
Behavior in Children 
− Doris Bender, University of Erlangen-

Nuremberg 
− Friedrich Loesel, Cambridge 

University/University of Erlangen-
Nuremberg 

− Mark Stemmier, University of 
Erlangen-Nuremberg 

• Adolescent Daytime Sleepiness as a Risk Factor 
for Adult Crime 
− Adrian Raine, University of 

Pennsylvania 
− Peter Venables, University of York 

• Cognitive Decline as a Result of Incarceration 
and the Protective Effects of Mindfulness: A 
Randomized Controlled Trial 
− Rebecca Umbach, University of 

Pennsylvania 
− Adrian Raine, University of 

Pennsylvania 
− Noelle R. Leonard, New York 

University 

Parental and Family Influences on the 
Development of Criminal and  

Delinquent Behavior 
Thursday, November 17, 2:00 pm – 3:20 pm 

Hilton, St. James Ballroom, 3rd Level 
 

• Biological Father Household Presence and Self-
Control: An Empirical Examination of the 
Evolutionary Socialization Hypothesis 
− Robert Moschgat, Bloomsburg 

University 
• Examining the Empirical Link between Working 

Antisocial Mothers and Children’s Deviance 
− Lydie Ravone Loth, University of 

Cincinnati 
− John Wooldredge, University of 

Cincinnati 
• Parenting in the Kingdom: Parenting Effects on 

Child Delinquency in a Sample of Saudi 
Arabian Youth 
− Catherine D. Sacarellos, University of 

Cincinnati 
− John Paul Wright, University of 

Cincinnati 
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• Punitive Parenting Practices, Present-
Orientation and Delinquency: Explaining the 
Nexus from an Evolutionary Perspective 
− Jean-Louis van Gelder, Netherlands 

Institute for the Study of Crime and 
Law Enforcement 

− Margit Averdijk, ETH Zurich 
− Manuel Eisner, Cambridge University 
− Denis Ribeaud, ETH Zurich 

Physiological Correlates of Conduct Problems 
and Applications to Treatment 

Friday, November 18, 8:00 am – 9:20 am 
Hilton, Grand Salon 9, 1st Level 

 
• Fear Conditioning Skin Conductance Response 

and Callous Unemotional Traits among Children 
− Frances R. Chen, University of 

Pennsylvania 
− Adrian Raine, University of 

Pennsylvania 
− Anna Rudo-Hutt, Westchester Jewish 

Community Services 
− Yu Gao, Brooklyn College, City 

University of New York 
• Psychopathy and P300 ERP in Juvenile 

Offenders 
− Abby Clark, University of Alabama 
− Randall T. Salekin, University of 

Alabama 
• Treatment of Psychopathy in Adolescents 

− Randall T. Salekin, University of 
Alabama 

− Andrea Glenn, University of Alabama 
− Abby Clark, University of Alabama 
− C. Adam Coffey, University of 

Alabama 
• Effects of a Preventative Intervention for 

Conduct Problems on Risk-Taking and 
Physiological Responding 
− Andrea Glenn, University of Alabama 
− Francesca Kassing, University of 

Alabama 
− Taylor Caleb, University of Alabama 
− John E. Lochman, University of 

Alabama 
− Nicole Powell, University of Alabama 

 

Environmental Influences on the Development 
of Behavior and Victimization 

Friday, November 18, 9:30 am  - 10:50 am 
Hilton, Fulton, 3rd Level 

 
• A Therapeutic Jurisprudence Model of 

Representing Criminal Defendants with 
Traumatic Brain Injury 
− Alison Julia Lynch, Disability Rights 

New York 
− Michael Louis Perlin, New York Law 

School/Mental Disability Law & 
Policy 

• Dangerous Minds: An Examination of 
Chronic Traumatic Encephalopathy (CTE) 
and Violent Behavior 
− Gordon Arthur Crews, Tiffin 

University 
− Stephen Christopher Stanko, Lieber 

Correctional Institution 
− Garrison Allen Crews, Marshall 

University 
− Sara Kathleen Green, Freelance Writer 

• Military Trauma, Transition Stressors, 
Alcohol and Crime Post-Deployment: 
Understanding Their Relationship and 
Mitigating Negative Consequences 
− Joseph Geraci, Teachers College, 

Columbia University 
− Caroline Angel, University of 

Cambridge/Team Red, White, & Blue 
− Raina Lamade, Fairleigh Dickinson 

University 
− Savannah Grier, Teachers College, 

Columbia University 
− Sinead Sinnott, Teachers College, 

Columbia University 
− Rachel Harris, Teachers College, 

Columbia University 
− Jillian Arenz, Teachers College, 

Columbia University 
− George Bonanno, Teachers College, 

Columbia University 
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• Unstructured Socializing, Delinquent Behavior, 
and Victimization: A Genetically Informative 
Analysis of Twin Pairs 
−  Ryan Charles Meldrum, Florida 

International University 
− J.C. Barnes, University of Cincinnati 

Structural Brain Imagining Correlates of Crime 
Friday, November 18, 11:00 am – 12:20 pm 

Hilton, Fulton, 3rd Level 
 

• Brain Correlates of White Collar Crime 
− Shichun Ling, University of 

Pennsylvania 
− Adrian Raine, University of 

Pennsylvania 
−   William Laufer, University of        

Pennsylvania 
−   Robert Schug, California State 

University, Long Beach 
−    Yaling Yang, Children’s Hospital Los     

Angeles/University of Southern 
California 

• Structural Correlates of Reactive and Proactive 
Aggression 
− Rebecca Umbach, University of 

Pennsylvania 
− Adrian Raine, University of 

Pennsylvania 
− Yaling Yang, Children’s Hospital Los 

Angeles/University of Southern 
California 

• Structural Striatal Abnormalities and Antisocial 
Personality Disorder 
− Olivia Choy, University of Pennsylvania 
− Adrian Raine, University of 

Pennsylvania 
− Yaling Yang, Children’s Hospital Los 

Angeles/University of Southern 
California 

 
 
 
 

Public Health and Criminology: Integrating 
Approaches for Collaborative Success 

Friday, November 18, 11:00 am – 12:20 pm 
Hilton, Quarterdeck C, Riverside Complex 

 
• Youth Violence, Public Health, & 

Intersectionality 
− Erika Gebo, Suffolk University 

• Integrating Public Health and Criminologic 
Approaches to Address Human Trafficking 
− Emily F. Rothman, Boston University 
− Amy Farrell, Northeastern University 
− Jennifer Paruk, Boston University 

School of Public Health 
− Katie Bright, Northeastern University 

• Applying Public Health Tools to Criminal 
Justice Problems: A Focus on Violence 
− Elisabeth J. Ryan, Harvard TH Chan 

School of Public Health 
 

Personality and Criminal Behavior 
Friday, November 18, 12:30 pm – 1:50 pm 

Hilton, Parish, 3rd Level 
 

• An Examination of the Mechanisms Underlying 
the Personality Trait-Offending Relationship 
−  Zachary Loftus, Florida State 

University 
• Malevolent Forces: Self-Control, the Dark Triad, 

and Crime 
− Mark Alden Morgan, University of 

Cincinnati 
− John Paul Wright, University of 

Cincinnati  
• The Role of Each Factor of the Korean PCL-R in 

Predicting Korean Offenders’ Recidivism 
− Ji Seun Sohn, Georgia College & State 

University 
− Hyejin Kim, Delta State University 
− Soo Jung Lee, Kyonggi University 

• Personality, Criminological Constructs, and 
Offending: Direct and Conditional Effects 
− Shayne Jones, Texas State University 
− James Ray, The University of Texas at 

San Antonio 
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Internalizing Problems, Attitudes, and the 
Development of Criminal Behavior 

Friday, November 18, 2:00 pm – 3:20 pm 
Hilton, Chart B, Riverside Complex 

 
• Effects of Static and Dynamic Disadvantage 

on Trajectories of Negative Self-Feelings 
− Gabrielle Plickert, Texas A&M 

University 
− Heili Pals, Texas A&M University 

• Inmate Identities and Social Networks 
− Cynthia Baiqing Zhang, Christopher 

Newport University 
− Peter Raleigh, Colorado State 

University – Pueblo 
• Questioning the Utility of Negative 

Emotionality: Latent Class Profiles of 
Emotional Traits Related to Offending 
− Kara Valentina Hannula, Arizona 

State University 
• Fatalism and Crime: A Longitudinal 

Approach 
− Chris Huggins, University of 

Kentucky 
− Tony P. Love, University of Kentucky 

 
The Neurobiology of Psychopathic Traits in 

Youths and College Students 
Saturday, November 19, 8:00 am – 9:20 am 

Hilton, Fulton, 3rd Level 
 

• Emotion Processing Deficits in Psychopathy 
− Shawn Fagan, The Graduate Center, 

CUNY 
− Yu Gao, Brooklyn College, City 

University of New York 
• Moral Decision-Making and Psychopathy 

Personality  
− Jill Portnoy, University of 

Pennsylvania 
− Adrian Raine, University of 

Pennsylvania 
• Prefrontal Cortex in Moral Judgment and 

Psychopathic Traits in Community-
Recruited Adolescents 
− Rheanna J. Remmel, University of 

Alabama 

− Andrea Glenn, University of Alabama 
− Randall T. Salekin, University of 

Alabama 
− Thomas DeRamus, University of 

Alabama at Birmingham 
− Omar Maximo, University of Alabama 

at Birmingham 
− Rajesh K. Kana, University of 

Alabama at Birmingham 
• Associations between Cortisol, Testosterone, 

and Psychopathic Traits among Adolescents 
− Al Johnson, University of Alabama 
− Andrea Glenn, University of Alabama 

 
Recent Developments in Biosocial and 

Developmental Research 
Saturday, November 19, 8:00 am – 9:20 am 

Hilton, Grand Ballroom A, 1st Level 
 

• Exposure to Fetal Testosterone, Physical 
Aggression, and Violent Behavior: A Meta-
Analysis of the 2D:4D Digit Ratio 
− Travis C. Pratt, University of 

Cincinnati 
− Jillian J. Turanovic, Florida State 

University 
− Alex R Piquero, University of Texas at 

Dallas 
• Low Resting Heart Rate, College-Level 

Deviance, and Antisocial Behavior 
− Allison J. Swopes, Kansas State 

University 
− Brooke Cooley, University of 

Nebraska at Omaha 
− Melissa A. Petkovsek, University of 

Central Missouri 
• Puberty and Criminal Behavior: A 

Longitudinal Test of Criminal Behavior as a 
Life History Strategy 
− Eric T. Klopack, University of Georgia 
− Ronald L. Simons, University of 

Georgia 
• Genes, Religiosity, and Criminal Behavior 

− Stephen Watts, University of 
Memphis 
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The Continued Expansion of  
Biosocial Criminology 

Saturday, November 19, 9:30 am – 10:50 am 
Hilton, Bridge, Riverside Complex 

 
• An Examination of Within and Between 

Family Influences on the Intergenerational 
Transmission of Violence and Maltreatment 
− Bradon A. Valgardson, University 

of Nebraska at Omaha 
− Joseph A. Schwartz, University of 

Nebraska at Omaha 
• The Effects of Cognitive Abilities on 

Successful Prison Treatment: A Biosocial 
Assessment of Responsivity to Correctional 
Treatment 
− Ian A. Silver, University of 

Cincinnati 
− Joseph L. Nedelec, University of 

Cincinnati 
• Using Genetically Informed Quasi-

Experimental Research Designs to Further 
Understand the Associations between Poly-
Victimization and Substance Use 
− Eric J. Connolly, Pennsylvania State 

University, Abington 
• The Effect of the Maturity Gap on 

Delinquency and Drug Use Over the Life 
Course 
− Joseph L. Nedelec, University of 

Cincinnati 
− Insun Park, University of Cincinnati 
− Ian A. Silver, University of 

Cincinnati 
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Farewell to a Fellow Biosocial Criminologist 

Nicole Hahn Rafter – better known as Nicky – was a 
colleague, teacher, and friend to many. She passed away on 
February 21st, 2016. Throughout her career, she pushed the 
envelope and moved the field forward. In the late 1970s, she 
highlighted issues in women’s prisons, a topic that many had 
not even thought about. In the 1980s and 1990s, she brought 
the work of Cesare Lombroso to the forefront of the field, and 
from the 1990s until the end of her career, she had promoted 
biosocial criminology. She was a founding member of the 
American Society of Criminology’s Division on Women and 
Crime and later became an ASC fellow. Her numerous 
articles and books have continually expanded the scope of 
criminology and its capacity to understand human behavior.  

On a personal note, Nicky was a main driver behind our 
decision to become criminologists dedicated to the biosocial 
approach. She encouraged us to be open to several 
perspectives in criminology and to never stop being critical. 
She had a love for history and scientific discovery that will, 
undoubtedly, stay with us throughout our careers. She was 
among the first to approach us as students to mentor and 
encourage us, review our papers, and congratulate us on our 
accomplishments with a warm hug and a glass of scotch. It’s 
hard to imagine a field without her presence or an ASC 
conference without her company. However, it is comforting 
to know that her imprint on criminology will be everlasting 
and her contributions to so many areas, including biosocial 
criminology, will stay with us forever. 

 Chad Posick, Ph.D. 

 Assistant Professor at Georgia Southern University 

 Michael Rocque, Ph.D. 

 Assistant Professor at Bates College 

 


