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Abstract

Labels for individuals involved in the criminal legal system (e.g., prisoner, offender,
inmate) are dehumanizing and perpetuate stigma, contributing to re-offense as well
as mental and behavioral health issues. There is a growing movement towards using
person-centered language for individuals involved in the criminal legal system,
however, it is unclear if such language has been adopted in academic literature. We
examined empirical articles from four criminology journals to determine whether
the use of labels has changed over a recent 10-year period and explore differences
in label use across articles by identifying characteristics of articles that discuss
individuals involved in the criminal legal system. Results yielded that the predicted
probability of label use decreased from 99% in 2013 to 88% in 2022. While this
is a significant decrease over time, more efforts are warranted to further decrease
this high rate and examine how language choice in academic publications and other
forms of media impact policy and public opinion. Authors affiliated with Criminol-
ogy or Sociology/Anthropology departments had the highest rates of containing a
label anywhere in the article. The findings demonstrate the research community’s
trend towards decreasing the use of stigmatizing language, however, more research
and conversation about humanizing language in academic research is vital in the
pursuit of reducing stigma and discrimination for individuals involved in the crimi-
nal legal system.
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Introduction

Individuals involved in the criminal legal system experience a high degree of stigma.
Broadly speaking, while incarcerated, individuals who experience stigma are more
likely to socially isolate, use substances, engage in antisocial behaviors (criminal
and high-risk sexual behavior), and adopt antisocial attitudes; and less likely to uti-
lize facility healthcare and adhere to medical guidance (Martin et al., 2020; Moore
et al., 2024). These experiences are also associated with an increase in psychological
distress and depression symptoms (Martin et al., 2020). Following release, stigma
associated with involvement in the criminal legal system shapes an individual’s per-
ception of themselves and increases the likelihood of engaging in criminal behaviors
and re-offense (Corrigan et al., 2006; Quinn-Hogan, 2021).

Stigma is a multidimensional construct. Link and Phelan (2001) conceptualize
stigma as an interplay between labeling, stereotyping, status loss, and discrimination
in a situation of power, such as a carceral system. These conditions yield treatment
that can lead to negative outcomes for members of stigmatized groups (Hatzen-
buehler & Link, 2014). In this manner, stigma serves as a “resource” that allows
people in power to put or keep others down (Link & Phelan, 2014; Phelan et al.,
2008). While incarcerated, individuals are labeled with terms such as “criminal” or
“offender”, that define their existence and power status within society (Becker, 1963;
Bernburg, 2019). These labels prolong punishment and limit both the impacted indi-
viduals® and others’ ability to see the individual who has been incarcerated as some-
thing other than a “criminal” and therefore, an outsider or “other” (Triplett & Upton,
2015). Almost all individuals who are incarcerated will return to the community
(Hughes & Wilson, 2004), potentially carrying those labels and associated stigma
with them (Triplett & Upton, 2015). Being “othered” may lead to social exclusion
and, thus, re-engagement with communities that participate in criminal behavior,
resulting in reincarceration (Chiricos et al., 2007; Quinn-Hogan, 2021; Triplett &
Upton, 2015). The act of labeling is a key component in the perpetuation of stigma.
Therefore, understanding the mechanisms, such as the use of labeling, which drive
and maintain stigma associated with carceral experience is imperative.

Labeling is a social process of categorization in an effort to define group bounda-
ries and reduce social and cultural complexity, yet some labels can pose negative
consequences for the labeled individuals (Galinsky et al., 2003; Link & Phelan,
2001; Link et al., 1991). Although labeling may serve to reduce cognitive load (Link
& Phelan, 2001), labeling theory' posits that social labeling can directly impact
behavior. Drawing from symbolic interactionism,” labeling theory was established
in the 1960s, partially in response to questions regarding deviant and criminal
behavior (Bernburg, 2019; Blumer, 1969; Lemert, 1967). According to the theory,
negative images or stereotypes have been attached to deviant or criminal labels,

! For a thorough review of past and present literature on labeling theory see Bernburg (2019).

2 Symbolic interactionism is a sociological theory that centers the idea that an individual’s concept
of themselves is shaped by their experiences of interacting with others, both in the past and present
(Lemert, 1967).
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socially and culturally. These deviant labels carry more weight and override other
characteristics or social positions, thereby characterizing an individual as “gener-
ally rather than specifically deviant” (Becker, 1963). Compared to person-centered
descriptors (e.g., incarcerated person/individual), labels increase the public’s belief
that the person will reoffend (Denver et al., 2017) and are often associated with neg-
ative traits, such as dangerousness (Elderbroom et al., 2021). Moreover, the term
“ex-convict” has been associated with public desire for greater distance and support
for punitive laws (Harris & Socia, 2016; Jackl, 2023). As a member of a labeled
group, an individual’s social identity and interactions, as well as their self-image
are altered (Boppre & Reed, 2021; Corrigan et al., 2006). Therefore, being labeled
a “criminal,” perpetuates stigma and provides a person who has committed a crime
with the rationalizations, motives, and attitudes that support their criminal behavior
(Becker, 1963; Bernburg, 2019).

Research to date has both supported and challenged labeling theory. In support of
the theory, research has demonstrated that labels are internalized and labeling func-
tions as social feedback that shapes and solidifies one’s identity and behavior over
time, increases negative stigma, and is linked to higher rates of adult crime (Bern-
burg & Krohn, 2003; Boppre & Reed, 2021; Link, 1982; Matsueda, 1992; Perry,
2011). However, the impacts of labeling may be more complex. Some individuals
choose acceptance, defiance, or reclamation of labels (Boppre & Reed, 2021; Ortiz
et al., 2022) and find shared community and support from members of the same
labeled group (Perry, 2011). This evidence highlights limitations of labeling theory
and the need for a more nuanced understanding of the underlying process of labeling
and stigma.

Expanding upon labeling theory, modified labeling theory characterizes the pro-
cess by which social and cultural perceptions of labeled groups impact individu-
als’ lives. Within a society, people internalize the social and cultural perceptions
of labeled groups, wherein rejection and discrimination of the labeled group is
expected (Link et al., 1989). When an individual receives a label, the social percep-
tions of the label become personally relevant and can lead to perceived stigma (i.e.,
perception that society holds negative views of one’s stigmatized identity), as well
as anticipated stigma (i.e., expectation that one will experience discrimination due
to their stigmatized identity; Corrigan et al., 2006; Moore et al., 2016). As a result,
the stigma associated with the “criminal” label becomes internalized: the individ-
ual has accepted society’s stigmatizing beliefs of themselves (self-concurrence) as
well as all incarcerated people (stereotype agreement). The internalization of stigma
leads to a host of negative outcomes: reduced self-esteem (self-esteem decrement)
and value (Corrigan & Watson, 2002; Corrigan et al., 2006; Link et al., 1989); a
sense of dehumanization and deindividualization (Boppre & Reed, 2021); increase
in feelings of shame, discouragement, and anger (Boppre & Reed, 2021); social
isolation from individuals not involved in the legal system (Boppre & Reed, 2021,
Moore & Tangney, 2017); poorer community reintegration (Brehmer et al., 2024);
and increased likelihood of criminal behavior and re-offense (Chiricos et al., 2007,
Quinn-Hogan, 2021). Ultimately, these consequences produce a significant vulner-
ability to psychological distress and reduced social support to cope (Link et al.,
1989).
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Although labeling of individuals involved in the criminal legal system appears to
contribute to negative self and public perception, the use of criminal labels is com-
mon and widespread (Elderbroom et al., 2021). Many people who have been incar-
cerated believe that shifting to more person-centered language would be an effective
step to reshape perceptions of reality and reduce stigma, both in the carceral setting
and broader society (Bamenga, 2021; Bartley et al., 2021; Elderbroom et al., 2021;
Richards, 2013). Across the country, nonprofit, professional, and governmental
organizations have propelled efforts at stigma reduction by dedicating resources to
inform the public of the power of language, increase awareness of the dehumanizing
nature of labels, and promote systemic change with the use of person-centered lan-
guage. Non-profit organizations such as the Osborne Association and The National
Commission on Correctional Health Care (NCCHC) argue that identity-first labels
categorize people solely on their incarceration status, prioritize incarceration over
personhood, and undermine the goal of honoring human dignity and an individu-
al’s capacity to change (National Commission on Correctional Health Care, 2021;
Osborne Association, 2023). To this end, The Community and FWD.us established
The Correcting the Narrative campaign and the People First campaign, respectively,
as a call to action for the public to recognize individuals involved in the system as
people first and promote acceptance of people with criminal records as equal citi-
zens (FWD.us, 2023; The Community, n.d.). Accordingly, language guidelines
released by other organizations emphasize that words do matter, that people are not
solely the labels forced upon them, and an individual should not be defined by a
singular experience (Cerda-Jara et al., 2019; Prison Policy Initiative, 2024; The For-
tune Society, 2022; The Opportunity Agenda, 2022).

The National Institutes of Health (NIH), American Medical Association (AMA),
and American Psychological Association (APA), and Center for Disease Control
(CDC) have provided guidelines on the differentiation and use of person-first lan-
guage, herein referred to as person-centered language® (e.g., person who is incar-
cerated), versus identity-first labels (e.g., prisoner, inmate) as a method for under-
scoring personhood, including alternatives to these stigmatizing labels in such
guidelines4 (American Medical Association, 2021; American Psychological Asso-
ciation, 2021; CDC, 2022; National Institute of Health, 2024). The key principle
of person-centered language maintains that an individual’s personhood should be
centered and emphasized, rather than identifying an individual by one element of
their identity, membership in a community, or their participation in an experience
(DuPont-Reyes et al., 2020). This explicit application of person-centered language

3 We recognize that person-first and person-centered language are not interchangeable (Ortiz et al.,
2022). Person-first language entails putting the person before any descriptive characteristic, whereas
person-centered prioritizes a focus on personhood and honoring community or individual preferences.
Therefore, we have chosen to use the term person-centered (Turnage & Radecki, 2024).

4 The AMA has highlighted the role of person-centered language as conduit for preventing the use of
dehumanizing language, and although the APA does not provide explicit guidelines for language refer-
ring to individuals involved in the criminal legal system, they urges scholars to ‘Be sensitive to labels’
(American Psychological Association, 2022). The Center for Disease Control (CDC) also emphasizes the
importance of preferred terms for selected populations, in a section titled “Corrections & Detention” that
specifies alternatives to stigmatizing labels (CDC, 2022).
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to incarcerated populations by federal and professional agencies is an invaluable
complement to the efforts of nonprofit organizations in this arena.

With the awareness that empirical research shapes public perceptions, public
sources have called upon researchers, as well as those working within correctional
facilities, policy makers, and journalists to use person-centered language in writ-
ten and oral communication (National Commission on Correctional Health Care,
2021; Okeke & La Vigne, 2018; Tran et al., 2018). The NCCHC released a posi-
tion statement directly appealing to these public-facing entities to prioritize person-
centered language. Tran et al. (2018) summarize the impact of dehumanizing and
stigmatizing language for incarcerated populations and stress ending the use of these
harmful words within policies, programs, and research publications. Furthermore,
The Urban Institute, a nonprofit research organization, created a guide that not only
advises researchers to be aware of the power they hold to represent or misrepresent
the experiences of others and reduce stigma whenever possible, but also includes
alternative language suggestions (Okeke & La Vigne, 2018). As it relates to lan-
guage in prison research, Cox (2020) provides a thorough argument for following
the trends within the broader discipline.

Given the widespread use and impact of academic publications, researchers have
a responsibility to attend to the language they use and mitigate the perpetuation of
stigma for individuals involved in the criminal legal system. Research is used widely
in healthcare and clinical settings, the media, and public policy (Almeida & Bascolo,
2006; Folkman, 1995; Hanney et al., 2003; Rozado, 2022; Tseng, 2012). Patients
expect healthcare providers to apply research in their clinical practice at diagnosis,
prognosis, and intervention (Folkman, 1995). Moreover, beyond publication, the dis-
semination and impact of research serve an important purpose in policymaking as
policymakers are receivers and consumers of research (Hanney et al., 2003; Tseng,
2012). To this end, Hanney et al. (2003) argue that evidence-based policies should
be prioritized as secondary outputs of research. For a given issue, research provides
innovative contributions throughout policymaking from legitimizing and persuad-
ing others of its importance, developing well-informed arguments, implementing
it effectively (and identifying potential barriers and facilitators to implementation),
and evaluating its successes and failures (Almeida & Bascolo, 2006; Hanney et al.,
2003; Tseng, 2012). Therefore, the language used in scientific writing has the capac-
ity to empower these systems to approach systemic challenges with a humanizing
lens by utilizing person-centered language, which could ultimately reduce stigma.

Criminology research informs criminal justice policy, and therefore, can pave
a path towards reducing stigma surrounding incarceration through language. The
number of articles published in criminology and criminal justice journals has greatly
increased since 1985 and has changed the narrative of “nothing works” to a critical
understanding of behavior and rehabilitative considerations for incarcerated people
(Cullen, 2005; Roche et al., 2019). In the highly cited work of Conrad and Myren
(1979), Conrad argues that “Criminology is the application of the scientific method
to the explanation of the phenomena generated by the interactions of the processes
in law-making, lawbreaking, and the reactions of society to these processes.” (Con-
rad & Myren, 1979). On the other hand, criminal justice is more practitioner ori-
ented and focuses on the application of research (Steinmetz et al., 2014). In other
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words, criminology is an interdisciplinary field of social science and criminal jus-
tice is an action-oriented application of research. The dissemination of knowledge
from criminology research can substantially benefit policy by providing a grounded
understanding of crime and criminal behavior that informs public policy by support-
ing improved solutions to criminal legal system concerns (Currie, 2007; Hodgkin-
son et al., 2024; Welsh & Farrington, 2013). Formerly incarcerated academics have
been discussing language in criminology since the 1990s. The Division of Convict
Criminology (DCC), a division of the American Society of Criminology established
in 2020 and partially comprised of formerly incarcerated individuals, has criticized
the use of dehumanizing institutional and practitioner terms in academia, as these
terms further stigmatize system-involved individuals (Jones et al., 2009; Ortiz et al.,
2022; Richards, 2013). In the words of DCC scholars, “criminology has a long his-
tory of producing research used to justify discriminatory and exclusionary practices
against system-involved individuals” (Ortiz et al., 2022, pg. 265), indicating that the
field may be perpetuating stigma of a population they are intending to serve. Given
the considerable impact that criminology research has on educating the public and
informing policy, the language used in this particular field should be reflective of
broader conversations across disciplines for promoting a humanizing approach (Cox,
2020; Ortiz et al., 2022; Richards, 2013).

The possibility for scholarly work to have impact, and therefore influence wide-
spread language use, is subjected to several factors, one of these being the Journal
Impact Factor (JIF). JIF continues to be a highly viewed and widely used measure
of journal quality, impact, and prestige (McKiernan et al., 2019; Padmalochanan,
2019). JIF is a citation-based value that measures a journal’s significance and per-
formance (Glidnzel & Moed, 2002). Despite some concern about the use of JIF,
university faculty and authors report that journal reputation and status are key fac-
tors that influence decisions on where to submit their research (DeSanto & Nichols,
2017; Klobas & Clyde, 2010; Niles et al., 2020). Inherent to its meaning, articles
published in journals with a higher JIF are cited more often, making the information
in the articles consumed more often (Garfield, 2006). The content of articles, such
as the title and abstract, methods, and author characteristics can significantly influ-
ence the impact of published work (Chamorro-Padial & Rodriguez-Sanchez, 2023;
Goodman et al., 2001; Jimenez et al., 2020; Sorensen & Pilgrim, 2002; Subotic &
Mukherjee, 2014; Tewksbury et al., 2005; Woodward et al., 2016).

The twenty-first century has seen a renewed commitment and energy to address
stigmatizing language used for people involved in the criminal legal system. Early
scholars established the role of labels in public and internalized stigma (Becker,
1963; Corrigan et al., 2006, 2011; Corrigan & Watson, 2002; Link et al., 1989; B.
G. Link & Phelan, 2001). During the 2010s there has been an increase in research
on the importance of language and the harmful effects of labeling (Cox, 2020; Den-
ver et al., 2017, 2024; Harris & Socia, 2016; Willis, 2018). In fact, in 2016 the
Department of Justice announced that the Department of Justice’s Office of Jus-
tice Programs (OJP) would no longer use stigmatizing labels, changing to person-
centered language in an effort to reduce recidivism and support reentry (Jackman,
2016a). With the plethora of information surrounding stigmatizing labels, we would
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expect a broad decrease in use. Given the dominance of this conversation surround-
ing language and labels, particularly in criminology, we sought to characterize the
use of labels in academic literature over a period that intersects with this renewed
focus on language choice as a means of underscoring humanization rather than
stigmatization.

The overall goal of the current study is to characterize the use of stigmatiz-
ing labels for people involved in the criminal legal system in academic literature,
specifically within criminology journals with the highest JIF. Using a meta-study
approach (Crockett et al., 2012; McLaren et al., 2023; Saks et al., 2020), this project
has two primary objectives: (1) determine whether the use of identity-first (dehu-
manizing) labels has changed over a recent 10-year period, and (2) elucidate differ-
ences in label use across articles published in various journals, written by authors
with various departmental affiliations, and employing various methodologies.

Materials and Methods
Journal Article Coding

Journals with high impact factors were selected using the Journal Citation Reports
(JCR) database, managed by Clarivate (Clarivate, 2025a). Journals listed in JCR are
directly pulled from the Web of Science Core Collection database (Clarivate, 2024).
Editorial decisions regarding journal selection for the Web of Science Core Collec-
tion are conducted by “expert in-house editors” with no affiliations to publishing
houses or research institutes (Clarivate, 2025b). For a detailed description of the
evaluation steps and criteria see Clarivate (2025a, 2025b) and Clarivate (2025b).

In the JCR, the ‘Criminology & Penology’ category was grouped under ‘Psychia-
try/Psychology’ along with 15 other categories (e.g., Behavioral Sciences; Psychia-
try; Psychology; Psychology, Applied; Psychology, Biological; Psychology, Clini-
cal). To review articles from criminology journals that are most commonly cited,
journals with the top five highest JIF as of 2022 were selected (Clarivate, 2022). The
selected journals were: (1) Annual Review of Criminology (ARC; JIF=6.9); (2)
Trauma Violence & Abuse (TVA; JIF=6.4); (3) Criminology (CRIM; JIF=5.8); (4)
American Journal of Criminal Justice (AJCJ; JIF=5.6); and (5) Journal of Criminal
Justice (JCJ; JIF=5.5). ARC was then excluded given that the journal was first pub-
lished in 2018 and, therefore, did not contain data over a ten-year period. Articles
published in the remaining four journals were included.

Articles published between 2013 and 2022 were obtained via the journal’s pri-
mary website and reviewed. Article characteristics of interest were identified
based on published meta-study guidelines (Anderson et al., 2021; Crockett et al.,
2012; Erford et al., 2010, 2011, 2012; McLaren et al., 2023; Saks et al., 2020; Sie-
gler et al., 2020). Article coding was completed by a trained graduate student and
trained undergraduate research assistants. All articles were coded by two coders,
with study characteristics coded into a spreadsheet for the analysis. Coders adhered
to a detailed coding guide that was created prior to coding of the first journal and
included thorough instructions and steps for coding each variable, as advised by
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previous literature (Syed & Nelson, 2015). The guide was modified throughout cod-
ing when additional details or clarification was necessary. Reliability of coders was
tracked weekly for each journal independently, by documenting the number (per-
centage) of discrepancies between coders for each variable. In the event that reliabil-
ity was below 85%, coders met to discuss reasons for coding discrepancies and how
to code more reliably moving forward. Discrepancies were reviewed and rectified by
the graduate student and research assistant who created the coding guide.

Coding began with screening each article for inclusion. Articles were included if
they primarily discussed individuals involved in the criminal-legal system or indi-
viduals who committed a criminal offense. Next, the title, abstract, and body of
the article were reviewed for the presence of identity-first labels, defined as terms
that refer to an individual by their involvement with the criminal legal system or an
offense. Given the considerable number of articles, coders searched for seven com-
monly used labels (prisoner, criminal, offender, inmate, detainee, convict, felon;
Richards, 2013; Tran et al., 2018). For both journals, but primarily TVA, the labels
batterer and abuser were also considered identity-first labels as they are considered
“hate words” (Richards, 2013). In the event that the article concerned youth, coders
also searched for youth-specific labels (i.e., delinquent, juvenile). The presence of a
label was coded as yes or no (1 or 0) and the label/s used were recorded for the title,
abstract, and body’ separately (refer to the results in Table 1 for all coded article
characteristics).

We documented publication date based on the date the article was available for
public viewing, whether the article examined or reviewed programs or interventions,
and the data collection method (i.e., quantitative, qualitative, mixed-methods, or
review/report). Given the interdisciplinary nature of criminology as a field (Conrad
& Myren, 1979; Steinmetz et al., 2014) and that conversations concerning language
have been widespread, we also coded the departmental affiliation of the first author.

Data Analysis
Effect of Time on Label Use

To examine the change in label use over time, four logistic regression models for each
journal were run to assess whether the effect of time predicts the presence of labels
in empirical articles published in criminology journals, which was a dichotomous
dependent variable (1=yes or 0=no). The time variable was operationalized as the
amount of time (days) since time zero (start of the study time period; December 31,
2012) and was converted into a fraction of a year for interpretability of the model out-
put. Journal (categorical variable) was included as a predictor (label ~time_fraction *
journal). Four models were run to assess 1) the effect of time on the presence of labels

5 We chose to examine whether labels were present in the body of the article as there were many
instances in which an article did not contain a label in the title or abstract but did contain a label in
the full text. Specifically, there were 446 articles that contained a label in the body but not the title or
abstract.
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in the title, (2) the effect of time on the presence of labels in the abstract, (3) the effect
of time on the presence of labels in the body of the article, and (4) the effect of time on
the presence of labels anywhere in the article. Additionally, exploratory analyses were
conducted with each journal as the reference (i.e., coded as 0) to examine the relation-
ship between label use and time for each journal. To limit the type II error rate, likeli-
hood ratio texts were conducted on the raw parameter estimates using the Car package
(Anova function) in RStudio (Fox & Weisber, 2019).

Meta-Study

Following meta-study guidelines (Anderson et al., 2021; Crockett et al., 2012;
McLaren et al., 2023; Saks et al., 2020; Siegler et al., 2020), descriptive statis-
tics were run to identify characteristics (e.g., first author department affiliation,
data collection method, program assessment) of articles that discuss individuals
involved in the criminal legal system.

Results
Coding Reliability

During the first week of coding for each journal, reliability for coding article char-
acteristics was between 72.41% and 100%. In accordance with (Syed & Nelson,
2015), article coding was an iterative process where coders met frequently to discuss
and adjust the coding guide throughout to increase team consistency. For all jour-
nals, coding for inclusion (i.e., topic relevance) and first author department affilia-
tion proved challenging for all coders. Thus, coding reliability of these characteristics
varied throughout the duration of the study. Coders met to discuss tools for assessing
topic relevance and methods for identifying the correct author affiliation, which were
subsequently written into the coding guide for future use. These tools proved useful,
as coding reliability of topic relevance and author affiliation increased to a minimum
of 86.66%. Coding of all other variables was 93.75% or higher. Although the term
“perpetrators” was not originally included in the group of stigmatizing labels, TVA
largely used this term to discuss individuals who have committed a criminal offense.
Therefore, this label was considered a stigmatizing label.

Predicted Probability Over 10 Years

The predicted probability of label use anywhere in articles published in any of the
four journals was 99% in 2013 and significantly decreased to 88% in 2022. The
predicted probability of label use anywhere in articles published in TVA was 97%
in 2013 and significantly decreased to 52% in 2022; CRIM was 98% in 2013 and
significantly decreased to 69% in 2022; JCJ was 98% in 2013 and significantly
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decreased to 89% in 2022; and AJCJ decreased from 97% in 2013 to 96% in 2022,
which was not statistically significant.

Effect of Time on Label Use in the Title

Label use (1 =yes or 2=no) in the title, abstract, body, and anywhere, was analyzed sep-
arately in generalized linear models (GLM) that included time, journal, and their inter-
action as regressors. The binomial family with the logit link function was used for the
GLM because the dependent variable, label, was dichotomous. The journal variable was
dummy coded. To obtain the effect for each journal, the journal variable was recoded
with each journal as the reference (i.e., coded as 0). The raw parameter estimates from
the GLM and the odds ratio to quantify effect size of significant effects are reported.

Over the 10-year period and across the four journals, the effect of time on label use
in the title, abstract, body, and anywhere in the article were significant (see Table 2).The
odds of a label use in the title decreases by a factor of 0.94 per year (Fig. 1); the odds of
label use in the abstract decreases by a factor of 0.92 per year (Fig. 2); the odds of label
use in the abstract decreases by a factor of 0.82 per year (Fig. 3); the odds of label use in
the abstract decreases by a factor of 0.81 per year (Fig. 4).

The effect of time on label use in the title was only significant for articles published
in TVA, indicating that the odds of label use in the abstract decreases by a factor of 0.77
per year. The effect of time on label use in the abstract of articles published in TVA and
AJCJ was significant, which indicates that the odds of label use in the abstract decreases
by a factor of 0.85 per year in TVA and 0.86 per year in AJCJ. The effect of time on label
use in the body of articles published in TVA, CRIM, or JCJ were significant, such that
the odds of label use in the body decreases by a factor of 0.75 per year in TVA, 0.76 per
year in CRIM, and 0.86 per year in JCJ. Finally, the effect of time on label use anywhere
in an article was significant for articles published in TVA, CRIM, or JCJ, which indi-
cates that the odds of label use anywhere in an article decreases by a factor of 0.75 per
year in TVA, 0.76 per year in CRIM, and 0.84 per year in JCJ (see Table 2).

Rates of Specific Labels

Across all journals, offender was the most commonly used label with 780
(81.93%) of the included articles using the label at least once, followed by inmate
(24.89%), prisoner (20.17%), criminal (17.12%), juvenile (12.61%), delinquent
(10.19%), felon (3.68%), detainee (2.84%), and convict (2.21%).

Meta-Study of Article Characteristics
Between January 2013 and December 2022, the number of articles published across

the four journals ranged from 271 to 652, with roughly 35-63% of the articles
included (see Table 1). In total, 952 articles were reviewed, 28 of which did not
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Fig. 1 Predicted probability of stigmatizing label use in the title. Effect of time on label use in the title
of articles was statistically significant. The predicted probability of stigmatizing label use in the title was
significant for articles published in TVA

include an abstract. Across the four journals, between 124 and 338 articles were
excluded from each journal (i.e., not topically relevant) as the article primarily
focused on content other than individuals involved in the criminal legal system, such
as youth bullying, victimization, crime rates more generally, jury decision making,
policy, the carceral system as a whole, perceived fear of crime/public perception of
crime, correctional staff, police/policing, or at-risk youth. The number of articles
that met inclusion criteria per year, including 2012, ranged from three to 52 across
all journals. In terms of methods utilized, TVA is a review journal and thus, the
occurrence of review articles across all journals ranged from 3-100%. Across the
other three journals, the majority of the articles utilized were quantitative at roughly
70-83%. Regardless of methodology (quantitative, qualitative, mixed methods, or
review) label use occurred in 86-96% of articles (see Table 3).

For three of the journals (AJCJ, CRIM, and JCJ) the most common first author
department affiliation was criminology at roughly 50-60% of the articles. Alterna-
tively, the most common first author department affiliation for TVA was the “other
affiliation” category at 33.33% (e.g., organizations, research institutes/centers, pub-
lic affairs, political science) with Psychiatry/Psychology as the second most com-
mon (23.89%). Across all journals, the most common affiliation was Criminology
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Fig.2 Predicted probability of stigmatizing label use in the abstract. Effect of time on label use in the
abstract of articles was statistically significant. The predicted probability of stigmatizing label use in the
abstract was significant for articles published in TVA or AJCJ

(47.58%), followed by Other Affiliation (17.75%), Sociology/Anthropology (13.24%)
and Psychology/Psychiatry (11.87%).

Articles published by first authors with a Criminology® or a Sociology/
Anthropology’ department affiliation had the highest rates of containing a
label anywhere in the article (94.48%), followed by Psychology/Psychiatry®
(93.81%) and Other department’ (86.39%). Articles published by authors with
a Psychology/Psychiatry (34.51%) department affiliation had the highest rates
of containing a label in the title, followed by Criminology (17.44%), Sociology/
Anthropology (17.44%), and Other department (16.57%). These rates varied by
journal (see Table 4).

6 Articles whose first authors had only a Criminology/law department affiliation and multiple affiliations
including Criminology were included.

7 Articles whose first authors had only a Sociology/Anthropology department affiliation and multiple
affiliations including Sociology/Anthropology were included.

8 Articles whose first authors had only a Psychology/Psychiatry department affiliation and multiple affili-
ations including Psychology/Psychiatry were included.

° Articles whose first authors had only an Other department affiliation and multiple affiliations including
Other were included.
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Fig. 3 Predicted probability of stigmatizing label use in the body of an article. Effect of time on label use
in the body of an article was statistically significant. The predicted probability of stigmatizing label use
in the body of an article was significant for articles published in TVA, CRIM, or JCJ

Discussion

The purpose of this study was to characterize language, specifically stigmatiz-
ing labels, used to refer to individuals involved in the criminal legal system in
published academic work. Dehumanizing labels have the power to reinforce stig-
matizing narratives of individuals involved in the criminal legal system. The lan-
guage used in academic publications is widely utilized and therefore plays a role
in the continual cycle of stigmatizing attitudes towards system-involved individu-
als. We coded article characteristics over ten years from four criminology jour-
nals with the highest impact factor to conduct a meta-study and assess the effect
of time on label use.

An investigation of label use in the title, abstract, and body of articles over time
revealed that the use of labels has significantly decreased by 11% between 2013 and
2022. Nonetheless, after 10 years, the likelihood of an article containing a label for
individuals involved in the criminal legal system in criminology journals remained
high at 88%. Over time the use of dehumanizing labels in the title and abstract sig-
nificantly decreased; this result was driven primarily by a significant decrease in the
titles of articles published in TVA and the abstracts of articles published in TVA and
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Fig.4 Predicted probability of stigmatizing label use anywhere in the article. Effect of time on label use
anywhere in an article was statistically significant. The predicted probability of stigmatizing label use
anywhere in an article was significant for articles published in TVA, CRIM, or JCJ

AJCJ. The title and abstract present an initial impression for potential readers on the
content and quality of an article (Chamorro-Padial & Rodriguez-Sanchez, 2023). The
average readers spends less than a minute reviewing the title, abstract, and keywords
of an article (Chamorro-Padial & Rodriguez-Sanchez, 2023). These components can
attract or detract readers and inform the reader on the content and merits of the article
(Goodman et al., 2001; Jimenez et al., 2020). Given the significance of these compo-
nents and the likelihood that people may only read a limited amount of information
from the title and abstract that contain dehumanizing language, it will likely signifi-
cantly impact their perception of the content. Therefore, their consumption of a limited
amount of information that uses dehumanizing labels may be a means of perpetuating
the use of this language.

We also found that across all journals, the most common first author department
affiliation was Criminology. The rate of label use for the various first author depart-
ment affiliations ranged from roughly 17-94%. Of the four journals examined in the
current work, Criminology was the only journal that provided clear guidance on lan-
guage in the author submission guidelines by referring to the principles for reducing
bias declared by the APA. Criminology societies and academies have offered sugges-
tions for respecting the rights of all people, reducing discrimination, and encourage
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Table 3 Label use by method

N (percentage)

Journal

All TVA AJCT CRIM JcJ
Quantitative
Total # of Articles 599 NA 149 106 343
Title 125 (20.87%)  NA 31(20.81%) 9 (8.49%) 85 (24.78%)
Anywhere 563 (93.99%) NA 143 (95.97%)  95(89.62%) 324 (94.46%)
Qualitative
Total # of Articles 53 NA 25 21 7
Title 12 (22.64%) NA 7 (28%) 2(9.52%) 3 (42.86%)
Anywhere 51 (96.23%) NA 25 (100%) 19 (90.48%) 7 (100%)
Mixed Methods
Total # of Articles 35 NA 18 15 2
Title 9 (25.71%) NA 5(27.78%) 2 (20%) 1 (50%)
Anywhere 32 (91.43%) NA 8 (100%) 12 (80%) 2 (100%)
Review/Report
Total # of Articles 266 180 21 5 60
Title 29 (10.90%) 22 (12.22%) 1(4.67%) 0 (0%) 6 (10%)
Anywhere 230 (86.47%) 148 (82.22%) 20 (95.24%) 5 (100%) 57 (95%)
Table 4 Label use by department affiliation
N (percentage)

Journal
All TVA AJCJ CRIM JCJ

Criminology
Total # of Articles 453 19 121 72 241
Title 79 (17.44%)  5(26.32%)  25(20.66%) 7 (9.72%) 42 (17.43%)
Anywhere 428 (94.48%) 19 (100%) 117 (96.70%) 63 (87.50%) 229 (95.02%)
Other
Total # of Articles 169 60 35 16 58
Title 28 (16.57) 4 (6.67%) 10 (28.57%)  1(6.25%) 13 (22.41%)
Anywhere 146 (86.39%) 43 (71.67%) 33 (94.29%) 16 (100%) 54 (93.10%)
Sociology/Anthropology
Total # of Articles 126 35 28 38 25
Title 14 (11.11%) 4 (11.43%) 4 (14.29%) 2 (5.26%) 4 (16%)
Anywhere 116 (92.06%) 31 (88.57%) 28 (100%) 33 (86.84%) 24 (96%)
Psychology/Psychiatry
Total # of Articles 113 43 5 3 62
Title 39(34.51%) 7(16.28%) 2 (40%) 2(66.67%) 28 (45.16%)
Anywhere 106 (93.81%) 40 (93.02%) 4 (80%) 3 (100%) 59 (95.16%)
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sensitivity various identities in academic work (ACJS Code of Ethics, 2000; ASC
Code of Ethics, 2016). As one example, the guide for conference presenters by the
Academic Consortium on Criminal Justice Health (ACCJH) urges the use of person-
centered language for individuals involved in the criminal legal system to reinforce the
humanity of all people (ACCJH, n.d.). Therefore, it is plausible that the persistently
high rate of label use in these journals may be due to a lack of published guidelines or
widespread adoption of current guidelines.

Identity-first labels are widely used as a means of identifying and categorizing indi-
viduals involved in a legal case (Cox, 2020; Link & Phelan, 2001; Richards, 2013), thus
the prominent use of the label offender may be explained by the institutionalized use of
this term in legal settings. Within courtrooms, judges often use labels, which may per-
petuate myths and stereotypes about the relationship between criminal behavior and
mental health (Black & Downie, 2013). For example, legal officials often use the term
offender-victim relationship, which we found to be heavily used in TVA. In the Marshall
Project’s'” recent platform entitled The Language Project,'! one piece highlights that the
word offender, in particular, is used to keep people in their place (Bamenga, 2021). Due to
the perpetual use of this term, especially in legal settings, more education on this term is
necessary to understand its use and impacts.

Some individuals working within the legal system that have historically used labels in
their roles have acknowledged the stigmatizing nature of labels and supported efforts to
increase person-centered language. Labels are used in the legal field and correctional insti-
tutions as short descriptors of an individual’s situation (Willis, 2018), yet professionals in
these settings have recognized the dehumanizing nature and impact of specific terms. In
an essay entitled, “Eradicating the Label"Offender"From the Lexicon of Restorative Prac-
tices and Criminal Justice,” law professor Lynn S. Branham argues for the elimination
of the term offender as it harms the individuals who receive the label, imposes limita-
tions on labeled individuals, and impedes systemic and cultural change (Branham, 2020).
Judges and other legal professionals in Canada are working towards being mindful of lan-
guage use for people with mental health conditions in court (Black & Downie, 2013).
Furthermore, the Justice Department Office of Justice Programs (Jackman, 2016a) and
the Pennsylvania Department of Corrections (Jackman, 2016b) have publicly denounced
the use of stigmatizing labels in favor of person-centered language. Whereas labels are
associated with undesirable and negative characteristics and perceived risk of recidivism
(Denver et al., 2017; Elderbroom et al., 2021; Jackl, 2023), person-centered language and
the broad recognition of individuals as persons, rather than solely through the lens of their
involvement with the legal system, contributes to stigma reduction (Denver et al., 2024).

10 The Marshall Project is a nonprofit news organization reporting on topics related to the criminal legal
system in the U.S.

' The Marshall Project has continually engaged with currently and formerly incarcerated individuals
to create a dedicated platform known as The Language Project (Bartley et al., 2021). This platform is
designed to draw attention and awareness to the impact of labels through a series of pieces written by
individuals who have lived experience with incarceration on ways dehumanizing labels have impacted
them personally, publicly denouncing the use of certain labels, and providing alternative language for
this population.
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It is important to note that depending on the community and the individual,
person-centered language may not be preferred. Some communities, such as the
disabled (Andrews et al., 2019), deaf (Crocker & Smith, 2019), and autistic com-
munities (Botha et al., 2023) have recently reclaimed identity-first labels to reflect
pride in their membership in the community. Members of the DCC have spoken
on their use of the word “convict” in the group’s name as an intentional choice,
ultimately emphasizing the necessity of prioritizing efforts of advocacy for jus-
tice-involved individuals towards policy changes within academia and criminal
justice broadly (Oritz et al., 2022). Therefore, context within a community is crit-
ical and we must defer to communities and individuals with lived experience to
acknowledge and exemplify their language preferences (American Medical Asso-
ciation, 2021; National Institute of Health, 2024; Taboas et al., 2023). The sup-
port for shifts in language and the reclaiming of identity-first labels highlight the
ever-evolving nature of language, and that language is only a part of the picture
in reducing stigma.

Shifting to person-centered language, albeit a critical step in reducing stigma,
must be accompanied by global changes that shift the perception of individuals
with carceral experience. Changes in language alone may hide underlying sys-
temic issues perpetuating stigma (Denver et al., 2024). For one, DCC scholars have
stressed the necessity for structural changes within academia (e.g., discrimination
against individuals involved in the legal system in college admissions and faculty
hires) that perpetuate stigma (Ortiz et al., 2022). Additionally, addressing systemic
issues that contribute to stigma, such as negative beliefs about people involved in
the legal system, require intentional approaches at the policy level and public-fac-
ing sources. Public policy contains embedded cultural perspectives of populations
affected by policies, which shape citizens’ attitudes and behaviors towards that pop-
ulation as well as whether the population is deserving (i.e., theory of social con-
struction of target populations; Schneider & Ingram, 1993). In fact, most people
agree with social constructions that traditionally deviant groups, such as individu-
als involved in the criminal legal system, are less deserving (Maltby & Kreitzer,
2023). Furthermore, media representation of the legal system greatly shapes pub-
lic perception of prison and individuals involved in the legal system (Schneider &
Ingram, 1993). Mirroring the findings of the current work, use of dehumanizing
labels in the press has decreased over time; nevertheless, the rates remain strik-
ingly high based on a report released by the FWD.us in 2021 (Elderbroom et al.,
2021). Findings in the report demonstrate that dehumanizing labels also bias read-
ers to view people involved in the criminal legal system negatively, perpetuating
damaging stereotypes, and impeding efforts towards reforming the criminal legal
system. As a public-facing source of information, the media significantly influences
public perception. The work presented here could be enriched by examining the
use of language in the media more broadly. As positive information pertaining to
an individual can be more influential on stigma reduction than specific terminology
(Denver et al., 2024), the media and public policy must acknowledge their role in
perpetuating harmful attitudes towards individuals involved in the legal system and
utilize their position to deconstruct systemic barriers to stigma reduction.
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Limitations

One inherent limitation to this study is that change takes time, and the published
recommendations to shift to person-centered language is a relatively new concept.
Most published recommendations were released between 2020 and 2024. Other
than ACCJH’s presenters guide, the published recommendations for academics are
primarily from psychological, psychiatric, and medical communities, which may
not necessarily be consumed by those within the criminology field. Second, the
label perpetrator (compared to other labels) was predominantly used in articles
published in TVA compared to other journals and it was not identified in the early
stages of coding. Therefore, coding for journals other than TVA did not include
the search for the label perpetrator. Similar to the labels identified in this study,
perpetrator can be highly stigmatizing and should be coded as a label in future
investigations of label use. Finally, the low number of articles within each author
affiliation category made it challenging to ascertain any patterns within the data.
Third, this study was also limited by the review of only criminology journals.
Considerable research on incarcerated populations is taking place in fields outside
of criminology, such as Criminal Justice and Psychology. Due to the policy-ori-
ented focus of Criminal Justice (Conrad & Murray) and human-subjects research
focus of Psychology, these field may have more contact with individuals involved
in the criminal legal system and therefore, prioritize humanizing language.

Future Directions

The findings from this investigation provide foundational knowledge on the use
of stigmatizing labels for individuals involved in the legal system. However, fur-
ther research is needed to build upon these initial insights. One imperative next
step is to code published articles from 2022 and beyond to determine whether the
observed decrease in stigmatizing label use has continued. This additional data
would help reveal whether the observed changes reflect a consistent, or perhaps
accelerating, trend. Additionally, future research would benefit from examining
research published in non-criminology journals, such as Criminal Justice and
Psychology.

To further characterize the impact of dehumanizing labels, another promising
direction for future research is the collection and integration of quantitative and
qualitative methods. We found that among the reviewed articles pertaining to indi-
viduals involved in the criminal legal system, the majority utilized quantitative
methods. Collection of more qualitative data could enrich our understanding of
involvement in the criminal legal system, and moreover, the power and impacts
of language related to incarceration. Interviews are a powerful tool that allows us
to “enter the other person’s individual’s perspective” (Patton, 2014). The imple-
mentation of qualitative interviews provides an avenue for posing questions such
as How have the words used to describe you during your incarceration affected
your view of yourself? or How have the words used to describe you during your
incarceration affected the way others view you? to characterize how language use
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can shape an individual’s view of themselves and internalized stigma. Qualitative
investigation could also explore the perspectives of correctional staff and officials
regarding the language used in carceral settings. Together, the qualitative perspec-
tive may provide a deeper understanding of people’s experiences and the “how
and why” of the potentially damaging and stigmatizing influences of language.

Finally, taking a community-engaged research (CEnR) approach offers a unique
avenue for addressing the relationship between label use and stigma within research
contexts. By partnering with community members involved in the criminal legal
system in the research process, especially in the dissemination of findings, the lan-
guage used in academic publications reflects the language preferences of community
partners with lived experiences of incarceration (Israel et al., 2005). Furthermore,
research related to the carceral system should amplify perspectives from convict
criminologists with lived and academic expertise (Ortiz et al., 2022). These types of
academic-community partnerships have the potential to facilitate and produce more
relevant research findings.

Conclusion

Currently and formerly incarcerated individuals experience various types and degrees
of stigma during incarceration and after release. The language and labels used to refer
to people directly involved in the criminal legal system can be a means of perpetuat-
ing this stigma. Although published research has made strides in understanding crim-
inal behavior and the detrimental impacts of stigma related to criminal legal-system
involvement, the continual use of identity-first labels may support a system that con-
tinues to stigmatize and dehumanize individuals. Given the awareness that language
directly impacts societal perceptions (Puhl et al., 2013) and that the research commu-
nity shapes dominant perceptions through language (National Commission on Cor-
rectional Health Care, 2021), academics have the opportunity and responsibility to
utilize humanizing language in the pursuit of reducing stigma and discrimination for
the individuals impacted by their work. Moreover, for some time federal agencies and
nonprofit organizations have called attention to and practiced the use of appropriate
and respectful language; the research community should be no different. Highlighting
the current use of labels presents an opportunity to shift narratives in order to prior-
itize the humanization of system-involved individuals.

Acknowledgements The authors would like to thank Dr. Dan Grupe for supportive feedback during the
data analysis and writing processes, Jason Struck for instrumental statistical consulting, undergraduate
research assistants in the Incarceration and Mental Health Laboratory for dedication to article coding, and
the anonymous reviewers for invaluable feedback during the review process.

Data Availability The data that support the findings of this study are available from the corresponding
author upon reasonable request.

Declarations

Competing interests The authors declare that there are no conflicts of interest related to this research,
authorship, or publication of this article.

@ Springer



American Journal of Criminal Justice

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License,
which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long
as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Creative
Commons licence, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line
to the material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended
use is not permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permis-
sion directly from the copyright holder. To view a copy of this licence, visit http://creativecommons.org/
licenses/by/4.0/.

References

ACCIJH. (n.d.). ACCJH Presenters Guide. Retrieved December 20, 2024, from https://www.accjh.org/
wp-content/uploads/2024/03/ACCJH-Presenters-Guide_final.pdf

ACJS Code of Ethics. (2000, March). Academy of Criminal Justice Sciences. https://www.acjs.org/
code-of-ethics/

Almeida, C., & Bascolo, E. (2006). Use of research results in policy decision-making, formulation,
and implementation: A review of the literature. Cadernos De Saiide Piiblica, 22(suppl), S7T-S19.
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0102-311X2006001300002

American Medical Association. (2021). Advancing Health Equity: A Guide to Language, Narrative and
Concepts. AMA Website, 685-691.

American Psychological Association. (2021). Inclusive Language Guidelines. https://www.apa.org/about/
apa/equitydiversity-inclusion/language-guidelines.pdf

American Psychological Association. (2022, July). General principles for reducing bias. https://Apastyle.
Apa.Org. https://apastyle.apa.org/style-grammar-guidelines/bias-free-language/general-principles

Anderson, B., Barstack, S., & Erford, B. T. (2021). A metastudy of Journal of Counseling & Devel-
opment: An analysis of publication characteristics from 2000 to 2019. Journal of Counseling &
Development, 99(3), 263-272. https://doi.org/10.1002/jcad.12373

Andrews, E. E., Forber-Pratt, A. J., Mona, L. R., Lund, E. M., Pilarski, C. R., & Balter, R. (2019). #Say-
theWord: A disability culture commentary on the erasure of “disability.” Rehabilitation Psychol-
0gy, 64(2), 111-118. https://doi.org/10.1037/rep0000258

ASC Code of Ethics. (2016, March). https://asc41.org/wp-content/uploads/ASC_Code_of_Ethics.pdf

Bamenga, L. (2021, April 12). Good Intentions Don’t Blunt the Impact of Dehumanizing Words. The
Marshall Project. https://www.themarshallproject.org/2021/04/12/good-intentions-don-t-blunt-the-
impact-of-dehumanizing-words

Bartley, L., Bamenga, L., Watson, A., Thomas, R., & Cooper, W. L. (2021, April 12). The Language Pro-
Jject. The Marshall Project. https://www.themarshallproject.org/2021/04/12/the-language-project

Becker, H. S. (1963). Outsiders: Studies in the sociology of deviance (pp. X, 179). Free Press Glencoe.

Bernburg, J. G. (2019). Labeling Theory. In M. D. Krohn, N. Hendrix, G. Penly Hall, spsampsps A. J.
Lizotte (Eds.), Handbook on Crime and Deviance (pp. 179—-196). Springer International Publish-
ing. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-20779-3_10

Bernburg, J. G., & Krohn, M. D. (2003). Labeling, life chances, and adult crime: The direct and indi-
rect effects of official intervention in adolescence on crime in early adulthood. Criminology, 41(4),
1287-1318. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1745-9125.2003.tb01020.x

Black, M., & Downie, J. (2013). Watch Your Language: A Review of the Use of Stigmatizing Language by
Canadian Judges. In D. A. Sisti, A. L. Caplan, & H. Rimon-Greenspan (Eds.), Applied Ethics in Mental
Health Care (pp. 267-279). The MIT Press. https://doi.org/10.7551/mitpress/9780262019682.003.0019

Blumer, H. (1969). Symbolic Interactionism. John Wiley & Sons.

Boppre, B., & Reed, S. M. (2021). “I"'m Not a Number, I'm a Human Being: * A Phenomenological
Study of Women’s Responses to Labeling. Feminist Criminology, 16(2), 191-215. https://doi.org/
10.1177/1557085120953488

Botha, M., Hanlon, J., & Williams, G. L. (2023). Does language matter? Identity-first versus person-first
language use in Autism research: A response to Vivanti. Journal of Autism and Developmental
Disorders, 53(2), 870-878. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10803-020-04858-w

@ Springer


http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://www.accjh.org/wp-content/uploads/2024/03/ACCJH-Presenters-Guide_final.pdf
https://www.accjh.org/wp-content/uploads/2024/03/ACCJH-Presenters-Guide_final.pdf
https://www.acjs.org/code-of-ethics/
https://www.acjs.org/code-of-ethics/
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0102-311X2006001300002
https://www.apa.org/about/apa/equitydiversity-inclusion/language-guidelines.pdf
https://www.apa.org/about/apa/equitydiversity-inclusion/language-guidelines.pdf
https://Apastyle.Apa.Org
https://Apastyle.Apa.Org
https://apastyle.apa.org/style-grammar-guidelines/bias-free-language/general-principles
https://doi.org/10.1002/jcad.12373
https://doi.org/10.1037/rep0000258
https://asc41.org/wp-content/uploads/ASC_Code_of_Ethics.pdf
https://www.themarshallproject.org/2021/04/12/good-intentions-don-t-blunt-the-impact-of-dehumanizing-words
https://www.themarshallproject.org/2021/04/12/good-intentions-don-t-blunt-the-impact-of-dehumanizing-words
https://www.themarshallproject.org/2021/04/12/the-language-project
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-20779-3_10
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1745-9125.2003.tb01020.x
https://doi.org/10.7551/mitpress/9780262019682.003.0019
https://doi.org/10.1177/1557085120953488
https://doi.org/10.1177/1557085120953488
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10803-020-04858-w

American Journal of Criminal Justice

Branham, L. S. (2020). Eradicating the Label “Offender” From the Lexicon of Restorative Practices and
Criminal Justice. 9 Wake Forest L. Rev. Online, 53(2019). https://ssrn.com/abstract=3567409
Brehmer, C. E., Qin, S., Young, B. C., & Strauser, D. R. (2024). Self-stigma of incarceration and its
impact on health and community integration. Criminal Behaviour and Mental Health, 34(1),

79-93. https://doi.org/10.1002/cbm.2326

CDC. (2022, November 3). CDC’s Health Equity Guiding Principles for Inclusive Communication. Centers
for Disease Control and Prevention. https://www.cdc.gov/healthcommunication/Preferred_Terms.html

Cerda-Jara, M., Czifra, S., Galindo, A., Mason, J., Ricks, C., & Zohrabi, A. (2019, March 6). Under-
ground Scholars Language Guide. Berkeley Underground Scholars, UC Berkeley. https://under
groundscholars.berkeley.edu/blog/2019/3/6/language-guide-for-communicating-about-those-invol
ved-in-the-carceral-system

Chamorro-Padial, J., & Rodriguez-Sanchez, R. (2023). The relevance of title, abstract, and keywords for
scientific paper quality and potential impact. Multimedia Tools and Applications, 82(15), 23075-
23090. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11042-023-14451-9

Chiricos, T., Barrick, K., Bales, W., & Bontrager, S. (2007). The labeling of convicted felons and its con-
sequences for recidivism. Criminology, 45(3), 547-581. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1745-9125.2007.
00089.x

Clarivate. (2022). Journal Citation Reports—Journals. https://jcr.clarivate.com/jcr/browse-journals

Clarivate. (2024, September 17). Journal Citation Reports—Journal Profile. Journal Citation Reports.
https://journalcitationreports.zendesk.com/hc/en-gb/articles/28351430970001-Journal-Profile

Clarivate. (2025a). Editorial policies, category change requests, and appeals process | Clarivate. https://
clarivate.com/academia-government/scientific-and-academic-research/research-discovery-and-
referencing/web-of-science/web-of-science-core-collection/editorial-selection-process/editorial-
policies-category-change-requests-appeals/

Clarivate. (2025b). Journal Citation Reports—Home. https://jcr-clarivate-com.ezproxy.library.wisc.edu/
jer/home

Conrad, J. P., & Myren, R. A. (1979). Two Views of Criminology and Criminal Justice: Definitions,
Trends, and the Future. Joint Commission on Criminology and Criminal Justice Education and
Standards, University of Illinois, Box 4348, Chicago, IL 60608.

Corrigan, P. W., Rafacz, J., & Riisch, N. (2011). Examining a progressive model of self-stigma and its
impact on people with serious mental illness. Psychiatry Research, 189(3), 339-343. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.psychres.2011.05.024

Corrigan, P. W., & Watson, A. C. (2002). The paradox of self-stigma and mental illness. Clinical Psy-
chology: Science and Practice, 9(1), 35-53. https://doi.org/10.1093/clipsy.9.1.35

Corrigan, P. W., Watson, A. C., & Barr, L. (2006). The self-stigma of mental illness: Implications for
self-esteem and self-efficacy. Journal of Social and Clinical Psychology, 25(8), 875-884. https:/
doi.org/10.1521/jscp.2006.25.8.875

Cox, A. (2020). The Language of Incarceration. Incarceration, 1(1), 2632666320940859. https://doi.org/
10.1177/2632666320940859

Crocker, A. F., & Smith, S. N. (2019). Person-first language: Are we practicing what we preach? Journal
of Multidisciplinary Healthcare, 12, 125-129. https://doi.org/10.2147/IMDH.S 140067

Crockett, S. A., Byrd, R. J., & Erford, B. T. (2012). The journal of mental health counseling publication
pattern review: A meta-study of author and article characteristics, 1994-2009. Journal of Mental
Health Counseling, 34(1), 82-94.

Cullen, F. T. (2005). The twelve people who saved rehabilitation: How the science of criminology made a
difference. Criminology, 43(1), 1-42. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.0011-1348.2005.00001.x

Currie, E. (2007). Against marginality: Arguments for a public criminology. Theoretical Criminology,
11(2), 175-190. https://doi.org/10.1177/1362480607075846

Denver, M., Ballou, A., & DeWitt, S. E. (2024). What’s in a label? Public use and perceptions of labeling
alternatives in criminology. Justice Quarterly, 41(6), 763-789. https://doi.org/10.1080/07418825.
2024.2332373

Denver, M., Pickett, J. T., & Bushway, S. D. (2017). The language of stigmatization and the mark of vio-
lence: Experimental evidence on the social construction and use of criminal record stigma. Crimi-
nology, 55(3), 664—690. https://doi.org/10.1111/1745-9125.12145

@ Springer


https://ssrn.com/abstract=3567409
https://doi.org/10.1002/cbm.2326
https://www.cdc.gov/healthcommunication/Preferred_Terms.html
https://undergroundscholars.berkeley.edu/blog/2019/3/6/language-guide-for-communicating-about-those-involved-in-the-carceral-system
https://undergroundscholars.berkeley.edu/blog/2019/3/6/language-guide-for-communicating-about-those-involved-in-the-carceral-system
https://undergroundscholars.berkeley.edu/blog/2019/3/6/language-guide-for-communicating-about-those-involved-in-the-carceral-system
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11042-023-14451-9
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1745-9125.2007.00089.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1745-9125.2007.00089.x
https://jcr.clarivate.com/jcr/browse-journals
https://journalcitationreports.zendesk.com/hc/en-gb/articles/28351430970001-Journal-Profile
https://clarivate.com/academia-government/scientific-and-academic-research/research-discovery-and-referencing/web-of-science/web-of-science-core-collection/editorial-selection-process/editorial-policies-category-change-requests-appeals/
https://clarivate.com/academia-government/scientific-and-academic-research/research-discovery-and-referencing/web-of-science/web-of-science-core-collection/editorial-selection-process/editorial-policies-category-change-requests-appeals/
https://clarivate.com/academia-government/scientific-and-academic-research/research-discovery-and-referencing/web-of-science/web-of-science-core-collection/editorial-selection-process/editorial-policies-category-change-requests-appeals/
https://clarivate.com/academia-government/scientific-and-academic-research/research-discovery-and-referencing/web-of-science/web-of-science-core-collection/editorial-selection-process/editorial-policies-category-change-requests-appeals/
https://jcr-clarivate-com.ezproxy.library.wisc.edu/jcr/home
https://jcr-clarivate-com.ezproxy.library.wisc.edu/jcr/home
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psychres.2011.05.024
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psychres.2011.05.024
https://doi.org/10.1093/clipsy.9.1.35
https://doi.org/10.1521/jscp.2006.25.8.875
https://doi.org/10.1521/jscp.2006.25.8.875
https://doi.org/10.1177/2632666320940859
https://doi.org/10.1177/2632666320940859
https://doi.org/10.2147/JMDH.S140067
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.0011-1348.2005.00001.x
https://doi.org/10.1177/1362480607075846
https://doi.org/10.1080/07418825.2024.2332373
https://doi.org/10.1080/07418825.2024.2332373
https://doi.org/10.1111/1745-9125.12145

American Journal of Criminal Justice

DeSanto, D., & Nichols, A. (2017). Scholarly metrics baseline: A survey of faculty knowledge, use, and
opinion about scholarly metrics. College & Research Libraries, 78(2), 150-170. https://doi.org/10.
5860/crl.78.2.150

DuPont-Reyes, M. J., Villatoro, A. P., Phelan, J. C., Painter, K., & Link, B. G. (2020). Media language
preferences and mental illness stigma among Latinx adolescents. Social Psychiatry and Psychiatric
Epidemiology, 55(7), 929-939. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00127-019-01792-w

Elderbroom, B., Rose, F., & Towns, Z. (2021). People First: The Use and Impact of Criminal Justice
Labels in Media Coverage. FWD.us.

Erford, B. T., Clark, K. H., & Erford, B. M. (2011). Adultspan publication patterns: Author and arti-
cle characteristics from 1999 to 2009. Aduitspan Journal, 10(1), 52—-62. https://doi.org/10.1002/j.
2161-0029.2011.tb00006.x

Erford, B. T., Erford, B. M., & Broglie, C. (2012). Journal of humanistic counseling, education and devel-
opment publication patterns from 1994 to 2009. Journal of Humanistic Counseling, 51(1), 21-32.
https://doi.org/10.1002/.2161-1939.2012.00003.x

Erford, B. T., Miller, E. M., Duncan, K., & Erford, B. M. (2010). Submission patterns: Measurement and
evaluation in counseling and development author and article characteristics from 1990 to 2009.
Measurement and Evaluation in Counseling and Development, 42(4), 296-307. https://doi.org/10.
1177/0748175609354619

Folkman, J. (1995). Clinical applications of research on angiogenesis. New England Journal of Medicine,
333(26), 1757-1763. https://doi.org/10.1056/NEIM199512283332608

Fox, J., & Weisberg, S. (2019). An R companion to applied regression (3rd ed.). Sage. https://www.john-
fox.ca/Companion/

FWD.us. (2023, June 27). People First: Drop the Harmful Labels From Criminal Justice Reporting. Fwd.
Us. https://www.fwd.us/criminal-justice/people-first/

Galinsky, A. D., Hugenberg, K., Groom, C., spsampsps Bodenhausen, G. V. (2003). The reappropriation
of stigmatizing labels: implications for social identity. In Identity Issues in Groups (Research on
Managing Groups and Teams, Vol. 5) (Vol. 5, pp. 221-256). Emerald (MCB UP ). https://doi.org/
10.1016/S1534-0856(02)05009-0

Garfield, E. (2006). The history and meaning of the journal impact factor. JAMA, 295(1), 90. https://doi.
org/10.1001/jama.295.1.90

Glinzel, W., & Moed, H. F. (2002). Journal impact measures in bibliometric research. Scientometrics,
53(2), 171-193.

Goodman, R. A., Thacker, S. B., & Siegel, P. Z. (2001). What’s in a title? a descriptive study of article
titles in peer-reviewed medical journals. Science Editor, 24(3), 75-78.

Hanney, S. R., Gonzalez-Block, M. A., Buxton, M. J., & Kogan, M. (2003). The utilisation of health
research in policy-making: Concepts, examples and methods of assessment. Health Research Pol-
icy and Systems, 1(1), 2. https://doi.org/10.1186/1478-4505-1-2

Harris, A. J., & Socia, K. M. (2016). What’s in a Name? Evaluating the Effects of the “Sex Offender”
Label on Public Opinions and Beliefs. Sexual Abuse, 28(7), 660—678. https://doi.org/10.1177/
1079063214564391

Hatzenbuehler, M. L., & Link, B. G. (2014). Introduction to the special issue on structural stigma and
health. Social Science & Medicine, 103, 1-6. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2013.12.017

Hodgkinson, T., Schaefer, L., Harte, N., Pearson, N., Lonergan, N., & Barber, C. (2024). And you
know, we’re on each other’s team: Lessons from an in-depth analysis of researcher—practitioner
partnerships in criminal justice research. International Journal of Comparative and Applied
Criminal Justice, 48(3), 179-204. https://doi.org/10.1080/01924036.2023.2202868

Hughes, T. A., & Wilson, D. J. (2004). Reentry Trends in the United States (PDF). Bureau of Justice
Statistics. U.S. Department of Justice, Office of Justice Programs. Retrieved from https://bjs.
ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/reentry.pdf

Israel, B. A., Eng, E., Schulz, A. J., & Parker, E. A. (2005). Methods in Community-Based Participa-
tory Research for Health. John Wiley & Sons.

Jackl, H. M. (2023). The effects of language on the stigmatization and exclusion of returning citizens:
Results from a survey experiment. Punishment and SocieTy, 25(2), 471-499. https://doi.org/10.
1177/14624745211059318

Jackman, T. (2016a, May 4). Guest Post: Justice Dept. agency to alter its terminology for released
convicts, to ease reentry. The Washington Post. https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/true-
crime/wp/2016/05/04/guest-post-justice-dept-to-alter-its-terminology-for-released-convicts-to-
ease-reentry/

@ Springer


https://doi.org/10.5860/crl.78.2.150
https://doi.org/10.5860/crl.78.2.150
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00127-019-01792-w
https://doi.org/10.1002/j.2161-0029.2011.tb00006.x
https://doi.org/10.1002/j.2161-0029.2011.tb00006.x
https://doi.org/10.1002/j.2161-1939.2012.00003.x
https://doi.org/10.1177/0748175609354619
https://doi.org/10.1177/0748175609354619
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJM199512283332608
https://www.john-fox.ca/Companion/
https://www.john-fox.ca/Companion/
https://www.fwd.us/criminal-justice/people-first/
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1534-0856(02)05009-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1534-0856(02)05009-0
https://doi.org/10.1001/jama.295.1.90
https://doi.org/10.1001/jama.295.1.90
https://doi.org/10.1186/1478-4505-1-2
https://doi.org/10.1177/1079063214564391
https://doi.org/10.1177/1079063214564391
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2013.12.017
https://doi.org/10.1080/01924036.2023.2202868
https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/reentry.pdf
https://bjs.ojp.gov/content/pub/pdf/reentry.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1177/14624745211059318
https://doi.org/10.1177/14624745211059318
https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/true-crime/wp/2016/05/04/guest-post-justice-dept-to-alter-its-terminology-for-released-convicts-to-ease-reentry/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/true-crime/wp/2016/05/04/guest-post-justice-dept-to-alter-its-terminology-for-released-convicts-to-ease-reentry/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/true-crime/wp/2016/05/04/guest-post-justice-dept-to-alter-its-terminology-for-released-convicts-to-ease-reentry/

American Journal of Criminal Justice

Jackman, T. (2016b, May 25). Pennsylvania Dept. Of Corrections to discard terms ‘offender,” ‘felon’
in describing ex-prisoners. The Washington Post. https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/true-
crime/wp/2016/05/25/pennsylvania-dept-of-corrections-to-discard-terms-offender-felon-in-
describing-ex-prisoners/

Jimenez, S., Avila, Y., Dueiias, G., & Gelbukh, A. (2020). Automatic prediction of citability of sci-
entific articles by stylometry of their titles and abstracts. Scientometrics, 125(3), 3187-3232.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11192-020-03526-1

Jones, R. S., Ross, J. I, Richards, S. C., & Murphy, D. S. (2009). The first dime: A decade of convict
criminology. Prison Journal, 89(2), 151-171. https://doi.org/10.1177/0032885509334744

Klobas, J. E., & Clyde, L. A. (2010). Beliefs, attitudes and perceptions about research and practice in
a professional field. Library & Information Science Research, 32(4), 237-245. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.1isr.2010.07.004

Lemert, E. M. (1967). Human deviance, social problems, and social control. Prentice-Hall. https://cir.
nii.ac.jp/crid/1130000794441623808

Link, B. (1982). Mental patient status, work, and income: An examination of the effects of a psychiat-
ric label. American Sociological Review, 47(2), 202-215. https://doi.org/10.2307/2094963

Link, B. G., Cullen, F. T., Struening, E., Shrout, P. E., & Dohrenwend, B. P. (1989). A modified
labeling theory approach to mental disorders: An empirical assessment. American Sociological
Review, 54(3), 400-423. https://doi.org/10.2307/2095613

Link, B. G., Mirotznik, J., & Cullen, F. T. (1991). The effectiveness of stigma coping orientations:
Can negative consequences of mental illness labeling be avoided? Journal of Health and Social
Behavior, 32(3), 302-320. https://doi.org/10.2307/2136810

Link, B. G., & Phelan, J. (2014). Stigma power. Social Science & Medicine, 103, 24-32. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2013.07.035

Link, B. G., & Phelan, J. C. (2001). Conceptualizing stigma. Annual Review of Sociology, 27(1), 363—
385. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.soc.27.1.363

Maltby, E., & Kreitzer, R. J. (2023). How racialized policy contact shapes the social constructions of
policy targets. Policy Studies Journal, 51(1), 145-162. https://doi.org/10.1111/psj.12481

Martin, K. D., Taylor, A., Howell, B., & Fox, A. D. (2020). Does criminal justice stigma affect health
and healthcare utilization? International Journal of Prisoner Health, 16(3), 263-279. https://
doi.org/10.1108/IJPH-01-2020-0005

Matsueda, R. L. (1992). Reflected appraisals, parental labeling, and delinquency: Specifying a sym-
bolic interactionist theory. American Journal of Sociology, 97(6), 1577-1611.

McKiernan, E. C., Schimanski, L. A., Muiioz Nieves, C., Matthias, L., Niles, M. T., & Alperin, J. P.
(2019). Use of the journal impact factor in academic review, promotion, and tenure evaluations.
eLife, 8, e47338. https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.47338

McLaren, N., Jones, C. M., Noonan, R., Idaikkadar, N., & Sumner, S. A. (2023). Trends in stigmatiz-
ing language about addiction: A longitudinal analysis of multiple public communication channels.
Drug and Alcohol Dependence, 245, 109807. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.drugalcdep.2023.109807

Moore, K. E., Phillips, S., Kromash, R., Siebert, S., Roberts, W., Peltier, M., Smith, M. D., Verplaetse,
T., Marotta, P., Burke, C., Allison, G., & McKee, S. A. (2024). The causes and consequences
of stigma among individuals involved in the criminal legal system: A systematic review. Stigma
and Health, 9(2), 224-235. https://doi.org/10.1037/sah0000483

Moore, K. E., Stuewig, J. B., & Tangney, J. P. (2016). The effect of stigma on criminal offenders’ func-
tioning: A longitudinal mediational model. Deviant Behavior, 37(2), 196-218. https://doi.org/10.
1080/01639625.2014.1004035

Moore, K. E., & Tangney, J. P. (2017). Managing the concealable stigma of criminal justice system
involvement: A longitudinal examination of anticipated stigma, social withdrawal, and post-release
adjustment. Journal of Social Issues, 73(2), 322-340. https://doi.org/10.1111/josi. 12219

National Commission on Correctional Health Care. (2021). Use of Humanizing Language in Correc-
tional Health Care. National Commission on Correctional Health Care. https://www.ncchc.org/
position-statements/use-of-humanizing-language-in-correctional-health-care-2021/

National Institute of Health. (2024, April 4). Person-first and Destigmatizing Language. National Insti-
tutes of Health (NIH). https://www.nih.gov/nih-style-guide/person-first-destigmatizing-language

Niles, M. T., Schimanski, L. A., McKiernan, E. C., & Alperin, J. P. (2020). Why we publish where we
do: Faculty publishing values and their relationship to review, promotion and tenure expectations.
PLoS ONE, 15(3), €0228914. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0228914

@ Springer


https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/true-crime/wp/2016/05/25/pennsylvania-dept-of-corrections-to-discard-terms-offender-felon-in-describing-ex-prisoners/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/true-crime/wp/2016/05/25/pennsylvania-dept-of-corrections-to-discard-terms-offender-felon-in-describing-ex-prisoners/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/true-crime/wp/2016/05/25/pennsylvania-dept-of-corrections-to-discard-terms-offender-felon-in-describing-ex-prisoners/
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11192-020-03526-1
https://doi.org/10.1177/0032885509334744
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.lisr.2010.07.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.lisr.2010.07.004
https://cir.nii.ac.jp/crid/1130000794441623808
https://cir.nii.ac.jp/crid/1130000794441623808
https://doi.org/10.2307/2094963
https://doi.org/10.2307/2095613
https://doi.org/10.2307/2136810
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2013.07.035
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2013.07.035
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.soc.27.1.363
https://doi.org/10.1111/psj.12481
https://doi.org/10.1108/IJPH-01-2020-0005
https://doi.org/10.1108/IJPH-01-2020-0005
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.47338
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.drugalcdep.2023.109807
https://doi.org/10.1037/sah0000483
https://doi.org/10.1080/01639625.2014.1004035
https://doi.org/10.1080/01639625.2014.1004035
https://doi.org/10.1111/josi.12219
https://www.ncchc.org/position-statements/use-of-humanizing-language-in-correctional-health-care-2021/
https://www.ncchc.org/position-statements/use-of-humanizing-language-in-correctional-health-care-2021/
https://www.nih.gov/nih-style-guide/person-first-destigmatizing-language
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0228914

American Journal of Criminal Justice

Okeke, C., & La Vigne, N. G. (2018, November 29). Restoring humanity: Changing the way we talk about
people touched by the criminal justice system | Urban Institute. https://www.urban.org/urban-wire/
restoring-humanity-changing-way-we-talk-about-people-touched-criminal-justice-system

Ortiz, J. M., Cox, A., Kavish, D. R., & Tietjen, G. (2022). Let the convicts speak: A critical conversation
of the ongoing language debate in convict criminology. Criminal Justice Studies, 35(3), 255-273.
https://doi.org/10.1080/1478601X.2022.2066661

Osborne Association. (2023, August 25). Resources for Humanizing Language. Osborne. https://www.
osborneny.org/resources-for-humanizing-language

Padmalochanan, P. (2019). Academics and the field of academic publishing: Challenges and approaches.
Publishing Research Quarterly, 35(1), 87-107. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12109-018-09628-2

Patton, M. (2014). Qualitative Research & Evaluation Methods (4th ed.). SAGE Publications.

Perry, B. L. (2011). The labeling paradox: Stigma, the sick role, and social networks in mental illness. Jour-
nal of Health and Social Behavior, 52(4), 460-477. https://doi.org/10.1177/0022146511408913
Phelan, J. C., Link, B. G., & Dovidio, J. F. (2008). Stigma and prejudice: One animal or two? Social Sci-

ence & Medicine, 67(3), 358-367. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2008.03.022

Prison Policy Initiative. (2024, June). The Prison Policy Initiative Writing Guide (public version). https://
www.prisonpolicy.org/trainings/writing_guide.html

Puhl, R., Peterson, J. L., & Luedicke, J. (2013). Motivating or stigmatizing? Public perceptions of weight-
related language used by health providers. International Journal of Obesity, 37(4), 4. https://doi.
org/10.1038/1j0.2012.110

Quinn-Hogan, A. N. (2021). The stain of a criminal label: post-release stigmatization and its effects on
reintegration and recidivism among ex-offenders. Sociology Publications, 52. https://dlwqtxts1x
zle7.cloudfront.net/86018091/viewcontent-libre.pdf?1652711313=&response-contentdisposition=
inline%3B+filename%3DThe_Stain_of_a_Criminal_Label_Post_Relea.pdf&Expires=1755014161
&Signature=FcX7eGspdWOIIWT7LMY ~vQGTEzXibwIxf~0ewiN3TdgXsIm3fWqbwAonuVj
VnFDrSRiuV512jOINnS05Bb1b6RNzAqPqIPZA1Fy-xcYw1-1VwDroV1IlcQFo8mssMI3SLHAV
wOP0o7dWG9p4Hyiz YgmXufUty4veDloJ4Wdj-ul7Po-sev-Z70InJg2ETqGOkttILMs68SGG
RplcGP-70vAEDpIhn4~VNkkv5SpPICHFZVR~tBtIZ~5BbW7S-JU3Byf7KFmLDrc-7YpEtuMaV{
~hp4Meulj~jaLpnttJKTzOOVZ4mtZm10XYa60ytY-rSz9GHQncRwgEy IDQKOOEEsogw__ &
Key-Pair-Id=APKAJLOHF5GGSLRBV4ZA

Richards, S. C. (2013). The new school of convict criminology thrives and matures. Critical Criminol-
ogy, 21(3), 375-387. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10612-013-9194-3

Roche, S. P., Fenimore, D. M., & Jennings, W. G. (2019). Trends in top journals in criminology and
criminal justice. Journal of Criminal Justice Education, 30(4), 551-566. https://doi.org/10.1080/

10511253.2019.1615522

Rozado, D. (2022). Themes in academic literature: Prejudice and social justice. Academic Questions,
35(2), 16-29. https://doi.org/10.51845/35.2.5

Saks, J., Fuller, A., Erford, B. T., & Bardhoshi, G. (2020). Meta-study of measurement and evaluation in coun-
seling and development (MECD) publication patterns from 2000-2019. Measurement and Evaluation
in Counseling and Development, 53(4), 279-288. https://doi.org/10.1080/07481756.2020.1735222

Schneider, A., & Ingram, H. (1993). Social construction of target populations: Implications for politics

and policy. American Political Science Review, 87(2), 334-347. https://doi.org/10.2307/2939044

Siegler, E., Stafford, C., Zhou, Y., Erford, B. T., & Crockett, S. A. (2020). A metastudy of Journal of
Employment Counseling: An analysis of publication patterns from 2000 to 2019. Journal of
Employment Counseling, 57(4), 178-189. https://doi.org/10.1002/joec.12153

Sorensen, J., & Pilgrim, R. (2002). The institutional affiliations of authors in leading criminology and
criminal justice journals. Journal of Criminal Justice, 30(1), 11-18. https://doi.org/10.1016/

$S0047-2352(01)00118-0

Steinmetz, K. F., Schaefer, B. P., Del Carmen, R. V., & Hemmens, C. (2014). Assessing the boundaries

between criminal justice and criminology. Criminal Justice Review, 39(4), 357-376. https://doi.
org/10.1177/0734016814532100
Subotic, S., & Mukherjee, B. (2014). Short and amusing: The relationship between title characteristics,
downloads, and citations in psychology articles. Journal of Information Science, 40(1), 115-124.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0165551513511393

Syed, M., & Nelson, S. C. (2015). Guidelines for establishing reliability when coding narrative data.
Emerging Adulthood, 3(6), 375-387. https://doi.org/10.1177/2167696815587648

@ Springer


https://www.urban.org/urban-wire/restoring-humanity-changing-way-we-talk-about-people-touched-criminal-justice-system
https://www.urban.org/urban-wire/restoring-humanity-changing-way-we-talk-about-people-touched-criminal-justice-system
https://doi.org/10.1080/1478601X.2022.2066661
https://www.osborneny.org/resources-for-humanizing-language
https://www.osborneny.org/resources-for-humanizing-language
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12109-018-09628-2
https://doi.org/10.1177/0022146511408913
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.socscimed.2008.03.022
https://www.prisonpolicy.org/trainings/writing_guide.html
https://www.prisonpolicy.org/trainings/writing_guide.html
https://doi.org/10.1038/ijo.2012.110
https://doi.org/10.1038/ijo.2012.110
https://d1wqtxts1xzle7.cloudfront.net/86018091/viewcontent-libre.pdf?1652711313=&response-contentdisposition=inline%3B+filename%3DThe_Stain_of_a_Criminal_Label_Post_Relea.pdf&Expires=1755014161&Signature=FcX7eGspdWOlJW7LMY~vQGTEzXibwJxf~oewiN3TdqXsJm3fWq6wAonuVjVnFDrSRiuV5l2jOlNnS05Bb1b6RNzAqPqlPzA1Fy-xcYw1-lVwDroVlIcQFo8mssMI3SLHAVwOPo7dWG9p4HyizYgmXufUty4vcDloJ4Wdj-ul7Po-sev-Z70lnJg2ETqG0kttILMs68SGGRpIcGP-70vAEDpIhn4~VNkkv5pPlCHFZVR~tBtlZ~5BbW7S-JU3Byf7KFmLDrc-7YpEtuMaVf~hp4MeuIj~jaLpnttJKTzOOVZ4mtZm1oXYa6OytY-rSz9GHQncRwgEy1DQK0OEEsogw__&Key-Pair-Id=APKAJLOHF5GGSLRBV4ZA
https://d1wqtxts1xzle7.cloudfront.net/86018091/viewcontent-libre.pdf?1652711313=&response-contentdisposition=inline%3B+filename%3DThe_Stain_of_a_Criminal_Label_Post_Relea.pdf&Expires=1755014161&Signature=FcX7eGspdWOlJW7LMY~vQGTEzXibwJxf~oewiN3TdqXsJm3fWq6wAonuVjVnFDrSRiuV5l2jOlNnS05Bb1b6RNzAqPqlPzA1Fy-xcYw1-lVwDroVlIcQFo8mssMI3SLHAVwOPo7dWG9p4HyizYgmXufUty4vcDloJ4Wdj-ul7Po-sev-Z70lnJg2ETqG0kttILMs68SGGRpIcGP-70vAEDpIhn4~VNkkv5pPlCHFZVR~tBtlZ~5BbW7S-JU3Byf7KFmLDrc-7YpEtuMaVf~hp4MeuIj~jaLpnttJKTzOOVZ4mtZm1oXYa6OytY-rSz9GHQncRwgEy1DQK0OEEsogw__&Key-Pair-Id=APKAJLOHF5GGSLRBV4ZA
https://d1wqtxts1xzle7.cloudfront.net/86018091/viewcontent-libre.pdf?1652711313=&response-contentdisposition=inline%3B+filename%3DThe_Stain_of_a_Criminal_Label_Post_Relea.pdf&Expires=1755014161&Signature=FcX7eGspdWOlJW7LMY~vQGTEzXibwJxf~oewiN3TdqXsJm3fWq6wAonuVjVnFDrSRiuV5l2jOlNnS05Bb1b6RNzAqPqlPzA1Fy-xcYw1-lVwDroVlIcQFo8mssMI3SLHAVwOPo7dWG9p4HyizYgmXufUty4vcDloJ4Wdj-ul7Po-sev-Z70lnJg2ETqG0kttILMs68SGGRpIcGP-70vAEDpIhn4~VNkkv5pPlCHFZVR~tBtlZ~5BbW7S-JU3Byf7KFmLDrc-7YpEtuMaVf~hp4MeuIj~jaLpnttJKTzOOVZ4mtZm1oXYa6OytY-rSz9GHQncRwgEy1DQK0OEEsogw__&Key-Pair-Id=APKAJLOHF5GGSLRBV4ZA
https://d1wqtxts1xzle7.cloudfront.net/86018091/viewcontent-libre.pdf?1652711313=&response-contentdisposition=inline%3B+filename%3DThe_Stain_of_a_Criminal_Label_Post_Relea.pdf&Expires=1755014161&Signature=FcX7eGspdWOlJW7LMY~vQGTEzXibwJxf~oewiN3TdqXsJm3fWq6wAonuVjVnFDrSRiuV5l2jOlNnS05Bb1b6RNzAqPqlPzA1Fy-xcYw1-lVwDroVlIcQFo8mssMI3SLHAVwOPo7dWG9p4HyizYgmXufUty4vcDloJ4Wdj-ul7Po-sev-Z70lnJg2ETqG0kttILMs68SGGRpIcGP-70vAEDpIhn4~VNkkv5pPlCHFZVR~tBtlZ~5BbW7S-JU3Byf7KFmLDrc-7YpEtuMaVf~hp4MeuIj~jaLpnttJKTzOOVZ4mtZm1oXYa6OytY-rSz9GHQncRwgEy1DQK0OEEsogw__&Key-Pair-Id=APKAJLOHF5GGSLRBV4ZA
https://d1wqtxts1xzle7.cloudfront.net/86018091/viewcontent-libre.pdf?1652711313=&response-contentdisposition=inline%3B+filename%3DThe_Stain_of_a_Criminal_Label_Post_Relea.pdf&Expires=1755014161&Signature=FcX7eGspdWOlJW7LMY~vQGTEzXibwJxf~oewiN3TdqXsJm3fWq6wAonuVjVnFDrSRiuV5l2jOlNnS05Bb1b6RNzAqPqlPzA1Fy-xcYw1-lVwDroVlIcQFo8mssMI3SLHAVwOPo7dWG9p4HyizYgmXufUty4vcDloJ4Wdj-ul7Po-sev-Z70lnJg2ETqG0kttILMs68SGGRpIcGP-70vAEDpIhn4~VNkkv5pPlCHFZVR~tBtlZ~5BbW7S-JU3Byf7KFmLDrc-7YpEtuMaVf~hp4MeuIj~jaLpnttJKTzOOVZ4mtZm1oXYa6OytY-rSz9GHQncRwgEy1DQK0OEEsogw__&Key-Pair-Id=APKAJLOHF5GGSLRBV4ZA
https://d1wqtxts1xzle7.cloudfront.net/86018091/viewcontent-libre.pdf?1652711313=&response-contentdisposition=inline%3B+filename%3DThe_Stain_of_a_Criminal_Label_Post_Relea.pdf&Expires=1755014161&Signature=FcX7eGspdWOlJW7LMY~vQGTEzXibwJxf~oewiN3TdqXsJm3fWq6wAonuVjVnFDrSRiuV5l2jOlNnS05Bb1b6RNzAqPqlPzA1Fy-xcYw1-lVwDroVlIcQFo8mssMI3SLHAVwOPo7dWG9p4HyizYgmXufUty4vcDloJ4Wdj-ul7Po-sev-Z70lnJg2ETqG0kttILMs68SGGRpIcGP-70vAEDpIhn4~VNkkv5pPlCHFZVR~tBtlZ~5BbW7S-JU3Byf7KFmLDrc-7YpEtuMaVf~hp4MeuIj~jaLpnttJKTzOOVZ4mtZm1oXYa6OytY-rSz9GHQncRwgEy1DQK0OEEsogw__&Key-Pair-Id=APKAJLOHF5GGSLRBV4ZA
https://d1wqtxts1xzle7.cloudfront.net/86018091/viewcontent-libre.pdf?1652711313=&response-contentdisposition=inline%3B+filename%3DThe_Stain_of_a_Criminal_Label_Post_Relea.pdf&Expires=1755014161&Signature=FcX7eGspdWOlJW7LMY~vQGTEzXibwJxf~oewiN3TdqXsJm3fWq6wAonuVjVnFDrSRiuV5l2jOlNnS05Bb1b6RNzAqPqlPzA1Fy-xcYw1-lVwDroVlIcQFo8mssMI3SLHAVwOPo7dWG9p4HyizYgmXufUty4vcDloJ4Wdj-ul7Po-sev-Z70lnJg2ETqG0kttILMs68SGGRpIcGP-70vAEDpIhn4~VNkkv5pPlCHFZVR~tBtlZ~5BbW7S-JU3Byf7KFmLDrc-7YpEtuMaVf~hp4MeuIj~jaLpnttJKTzOOVZ4mtZm1oXYa6OytY-rSz9GHQncRwgEy1DQK0OEEsogw__&Key-Pair-Id=APKAJLOHF5GGSLRBV4ZA
https://d1wqtxts1xzle7.cloudfront.net/86018091/viewcontent-libre.pdf?1652711313=&response-contentdisposition=inline%3B+filename%3DThe_Stain_of_a_Criminal_Label_Post_Relea.pdf&Expires=1755014161&Signature=FcX7eGspdWOlJW7LMY~vQGTEzXibwJxf~oewiN3TdqXsJm3fWq6wAonuVjVnFDrSRiuV5l2jOlNnS05Bb1b6RNzAqPqlPzA1Fy-xcYw1-lVwDroVlIcQFo8mssMI3SLHAVwOPo7dWG9p4HyizYgmXufUty4vcDloJ4Wdj-ul7Po-sev-Z70lnJg2ETqG0kttILMs68SGGRpIcGP-70vAEDpIhn4~VNkkv5pPlCHFZVR~tBtlZ~5BbW7S-JU3Byf7KFmLDrc-7YpEtuMaVf~hp4MeuIj~jaLpnttJKTzOOVZ4mtZm1oXYa6OytY-rSz9GHQncRwgEy1DQK0OEEsogw__&Key-Pair-Id=APKAJLOHF5GGSLRBV4ZA
https://d1wqtxts1xzle7.cloudfront.net/86018091/viewcontent-libre.pdf?1652711313=&response-contentdisposition=inline%3B+filename%3DThe_Stain_of_a_Criminal_Label_Post_Relea.pdf&Expires=1755014161&Signature=FcX7eGspdWOlJW7LMY~vQGTEzXibwJxf~oewiN3TdqXsJm3fWq6wAonuVjVnFDrSRiuV5l2jOlNnS05Bb1b6RNzAqPqlPzA1Fy-xcYw1-lVwDroVlIcQFo8mssMI3SLHAVwOPo7dWG9p4HyizYgmXufUty4vcDloJ4Wdj-ul7Po-sev-Z70lnJg2ETqG0kttILMs68SGGRpIcGP-70vAEDpIhn4~VNkkv5pPlCHFZVR~tBtlZ~5BbW7S-JU3Byf7KFmLDrc-7YpEtuMaVf~hp4MeuIj~jaLpnttJKTzOOVZ4mtZm1oXYa6OytY-rSz9GHQncRwgEy1DQK0OEEsogw__&Key-Pair-Id=APKAJLOHF5GGSLRBV4ZA
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10612-013-9194-3
https://doi.org/10.1080/10511253.2019.1615522
https://doi.org/10.1080/10511253.2019.1615522
https://doi.org/10.51845/35.2.5
https://doi.org/10.1080/07481756.2020.1735222
https://doi.org/10.2307/2939044
https://doi.org/10.1002/joec.12153
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0047-2352(01)00118-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0047-2352(01)00118-0
https://doi.org/10.1177/0734016814532100
https://doi.org/10.1177/0734016814532100
https://doi.org/10.1177/0165551513511393
https://doi.org/10.1177/2167696815587648

American Journal of Criminal Justice

Taboas, A., Doepke, K., & Zimmerman, C. (2023). Preferences for identity-first versus person-first lan-
guage in a US sample of autism stakeholders. Autism, 27(2), 565-570. https://doi.org/10.1177/
13623613221130845

Tewksbury, R., DeMichele, M. T., & Miller, J. M. (2005). Methodological orientations of articles appear-
ing in criminal justice’s top journals: Who publishes what and where. Journal of Criminal Justice
Education, 16(2), 265-279. https://doi.org/10.1080/10511250500082278

The Community. (n.d.). Correcting the Narrative. Correcting the Narrative. Retrieved July 5, 2024, from
https://thecommunitynow.us/correcting-the-narrative/

The Fortune Society. (2022, January 26). Words Matter: Using Humanizing Language. The Fortune Soci-
ety. https://fortunesociety.org/wordsmatter/

The Opportunity Agenda. (2022, December 5). Criminal Justice Reform Phrase Guide. The Opportunity
Agenda. https://opportunityagenda.org/messaging_reports/cj-phrase-guide/

Tran, N. T., Baggio, S., Dawson, A., O’Moore, E Williams, B., Bedell, P., Simon, O., Scholten, W.,
Getaz, L., & Wolff, H. (2018). Words matter: A call for humanizing and respectful language to
describe people who experience incarceration. BMC International Health and Human Rights,
18(1), 41. https://doi.org/10.1186/s12914-018-0180-4

Triplett, R., & Upton, L. (2015). Labeling theory: past, present, and future. In A. R. Piquero (Ed.), The
Handbook of Criminological Theory (1st ed., pp. 271-289). Wiley. https://doi.org/10.1002/97811
18512449.ch14

Tseng, V. (2012). The Uses of Research in Policy and Practice and commentaries. Social Policy Report,
26(2), 1-24. https://doi.org/10.1002/j.2379-3988.2012.tb00071.x

Turnage, D. M., & Radecki, M. (2024). Person-centered language: Respecting language preferences in
health care. Journal of Psychosocial Nursing and Mental Health Services, 62(6), 3—4. https://doi.
0rg/10.3928/02793695-20240506-01

Welsh, B. C., & Farrington, D. P. (2013). Preventing crime is hard work: Early intervention, developmen-
tal criminology, and the enduring legacy of James Q. Wilson. Journal of Criminal Justice, 41(6),
448-451. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcrimjus.2013.08.003

Willis, G. M. (2018). Why call someone by what we don’t want them to be? The ethics of labeling in
forensic/correctional psychology. Psychology, Crime & Law, 24(7), 727-743. https://doi.org/10.
1080/1068316X.2017.1421640

Woodward, V. H., Webb, M. E., Griffin, O. H., II., & Copes, H. (2016). The current state of criminologi-
cal research in the United States: An examination of research methodologies in criminology and
criminal justice journals. Journal of Criminal Justice Education, 27(3), 340-361. https://doi.org/
10.1080/10511253.2015.1131312

Publisher’s Note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps
and institutional affiliations.

Mickela Heilicher MS, is a graduate student in the Department of Psychology at the University of Wis-
consin-Madison. As a community-engaged researcher, their work focuses on building sustainable partner-
ships and leveraging various forms of expertise when conducting research related to mental health and
incarceration. Through partnerships with individuals with lived experiences of incarceration and prison
facilities, they work to tailor mental health services to address community needs, ultimately increasing
the feasibility, acceptability, and effectiveness of services.

Katherine M.K. Pereira MS, is a former graduate student in the Department of Psychology at the Univer-
sity of Wisconsin-Madison. Her work focused mental health assessment and treatment for marginalized
populations impacted by the criminal legal system. Currently, her work prioritizes a trauma-informed and
social justice lens to integrating mindfulness-based practices in carceral settings.

Talia R. Cohen PhD, is a community-engaged researcher focusing on the intersection of the mental health
and legal systems. She partners with nonprofits, government agencies, and formerly incarcerated individ-
uals to improve access to mental health and educational programming in carceral settings. She received
her PhD in Clinical Psychology from UW-Madison.

@ Springer


https://doi.org/10.1177/13623613221130845
https://doi.org/10.1177/13623613221130845
https://doi.org/10.1080/10511250500082278
https://thecommunitynow.us/correcting-the-narrative/
https://fortunesociety.org/wordsmatter/
https://opportunityagenda.org/messaging_reports/cj-phrase-guide/
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12914-018-0180-4
https://doi.org/10.1002/9781118512449.ch14
https://doi.org/10.1002/9781118512449.ch14
https://doi.org/10.1002/j.2379-3988.2012.tb00071.x
https://doi.org/10.3928/02793695-20240506-01
https://doi.org/10.3928/02793695-20240506-01
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcrimjus.2013.08.003
https://doi.org/10.1080/1068316X.2017.1421640
https://doi.org/10.1080/1068316X.2017.1421640
https://doi.org/10.1080/10511253.2015.1131312
https://doi.org/10.1080/10511253.2015.1131312

American Journal of Criminal Justice

Michael R. Koenigs PhD, is a Professor in the Department of Psychiatry at the University of Wisconsin-
Madison. The goal of our research is to improve mental healthcare and promote well-being for individ-
uals who are currently or formerly incarcerated. We have a longstanding collaboration with the State
of Wisconsin Department of Corrections that allows us to work with people currently incarcerated in
state prisons. We also work with formerly incarcerated people in our community. Our research approach
includes community engagement, clinical trials, as well as basic studies on psychological and neurobio-
logical functions relevant for emotion and decision-making.

@ Springer



	Stigmatizing Labels Used for Individuals Involved in the Criminal Legal System: A Meta-Study of Academic Literature
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Materials and Methods
	Journal Article Coding
	Data Analysis
	Effect of Time on Label Use
	Meta-Study


	Results
	Coding Reliability
	Predicted Probability Over 10 Years
	Effect of Time on Label Use in the Title
	Rates of Specific Labels
	Meta-Study of Article Characteristics

	Discussion
	Limitations
	Future Directions
	Conclusion

	Acknowledgements 
	References


