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What Are the Barriers to the Development
of Convict Criminology in Australia?

Lukas Carey, Andreas Aresti and Sacha Darke

INTRODUCTION

Convict Criminology (CC) is a concept that has its roots in the USA in the 
mid-1990s and was created by a group of previously incarcerated academics 
(Ross and Richards, 2003). The movement has spread to other countries, 
with similar groups commencing in the UK and Canada with large numbers 
of active members (Richards and Ross, 2001; Aresti, 2012; Ross et al, 2014; 
Aresti and Darke, 2016; Newbold, 2017; Ross and Darke, 2018) with others 
such as New Zealand having smaller numbers of members (Newbold, 
2017). Some countries are in the process of formalizing a CC group, but 
due to numerous barriers the progress is slow (Richards et al., 2008; Aresti, 
2012; Hakeem et al., 2015; Aresti and Darke, 2016; Newbold, 2017; Earle, 
2018; Ross and Vianello, 2020). This paper will discuss the barriers faced in 
developing convict criminology in Australia. It will provide context to the 
need for the lived experiences of previously incarcerated people to enhance 
criminological research in this country. In addition to this, the paper will 
provide a rationale as to the insider perspectives that previously incarcerated 
academics can provide to enhance the quality of criminological scholarship 
in Australia.

AN INSIDER PERSPECTIVE:
FIRST AUTHOR’S BACKGROUND

Advocating bringing together a group of people with lived experience in 
the justice system is a bizarre thing to consider, without some background. 
The fi rst author, Lukas has lived experience and after being released from 
custody in Australia, had a simple decision to make, lie on the couch and do 
nothing or try and do something to make a diff erence.

Lukas began to entrench himself in what could be done, as a person with 
a record, for both work and education and found the Convict Criminology 
(CC) website and commenced writing an email to co-founder Stephen 
Richards asking what could be done to get involved. Stephen’s response 
was the prod needed, telling him to start studying criminology and use his 
Ph.D. and educational background in research. Due to the lack of formalized 
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CC representation in Australia, Stephen suggested Lukas speak to CC 
stalwart Greg Newbold in New Zealand. Once he did that, the ball began 
to roll with Greg also confi rming that Lukas should study criminology and 
use his educational background to look into issues and experiences while 
‘away’. It was here that his interest and passion for CC, lived experience 
and education of those inside and recently returned began and continues to 
fl ourish today. Lukas was inspired to research his prison experience and to 
explore the need for obvious radical reform in the criminal justice system.

WHAT IS CONVICT CRIMINOLOGY?

The CC movement is a ‘collection of individuals united by a general 
philosophy that the discipline of criminology benefi ts from the educated 
input of those with experience in the realities of crime and incarceration 
either as prisoners, prison workers or offi  cial visitors (Newbold, 2017). The 
members of the CC group conduct numerous activities such as research, 
publishing books and papers, presenting research at conferences, assisting 
with the development of policy and procedure, providing role modelling 
to previously incarcerated people, contributing to academic and career 
guidance and assisting others to fi nd work in academic positions across 
the world (Ross and Richards, 2003; Richards et al., 2008; Richards et al., 
2010; Newbold and Ross, 2013; Richards, 2013; Newbold et al., 2014; 
Ross et al., 2014; Richards, 2015; Ross and Darke, 2018). These activities 
encompass the primary goals of the CC movement (Ross and Richards, 
2003) and fi lls the gap of the missing research accounts by academics who 
themselves served prison or jail time (Ross and Richards, 2003; Jones et al., 
2009). The primary aims of CC are:

1. To transform the way research on prisons is conducted. More 
specifi cally, to share experiences and develop ideas that draw from 
the convergence of academic study of prison and experience of it 
as a prisoner.

2. To utilize our collective knowledge, experiences and expertise 
to infl uence policy change through our academic work and 
connections to advocacy/campaign groups. Moreover, to insist 
that our professional criminology and legal associations begin to 
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articulate policy reforms that will make the criminal justice system 
humane.

3. To develop critical perspectives on prisons and research with 
prisoners and former prisoners, and challenge managerial 
criminology and criminal justice.

4. To provide a balanced approach to criminological research 
utilizing those with lived experience, by providing support to 
prisoners and ex-prisoners in establishing themselves as academics 
in criminology and its cognate disciplines.

The majority of work done by members of the CC movement has occurred 
in the USA (Tietjen and Kavish, 2020; Richards and Ross, 2001; Ross and 
Richards, 2003; Richards et al., 2008; Richards et al., 2010; Richards, 2013; 
Newbold et al., 2014; Richards, 2015; Ross et al., 2016; Ross and Darke, 
2018; Tewksbury and Ross, 2019; Tietjen, 2019; Tietjen et al., 2020), but 
a strong CC voice has also emerged in the UK since a British Convict 
Criminology group was established in the early 2010s (Aresti et al., 2010; 
Aresti, 2012; Honeywell, 2015; Aresti and Darke, 2016; Earle, 2018). 
Most recently, the CC movement has started to take root in parts of South 
America, especially in Brazil and Argentina (Ross et al., 2014; Ross and 
Darke, 2018; Ross and Vianello, 2020), as well as Italy (Vianello, 2020). 
The CC perspective has also been utilised by former incarcerated academics 
in other parts of the world including New Zealand (Newbold and Ivory, 
1993; Weiss and South, 1998; Hakeem et al., 2015; Newbold, 2016; Ross 
and Vianello, 2020). One of the dreams of CC pioneer John Irwin was an 
international movement, this is happening, slowly, but challenges remain in 
Australia (Ross and Richards, 2003; Newbold, 2017).

The challenges faced by several countries such as Australia, New 
Zealand and other smaller populated countries are unique when compared 
to countries with higher populations and incarceration levels. The smaller 
prisoner numbers of Australia, when compared to countries like the USA 
and UK, where CC groups have been established, would suggest that the 
amount of previously incarcerated, educated people that could provide 
input into the area of CC, would be less. However, further challenges exist 
with the smaller amount of universities and Schools of Criminology in 
those universities that are prepared to include CC in their curriculum, and 
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a reluctance to hire previously incarcerated people as academics in their 
institutions. The amount of universities in places such as the USA and UK 
provide greater opportunity when compared to university numbers and 
teaching positions in Australia.

Literature reviews and a detailed review of Australian criminological 
libraries, online databases (Australian Education Directory, Australia and 
New Zealand Database, Health Issues in Criminal Justice [CINCH-Health], 
Directory of Open Access journals, Gale Virtual Reference Library, 
ProQuest One Academic), and phone conversations with heads of schools of 
the large majority of Australian universities, have not been able to uncover 
any concerted eff orts to formalize CC in this country. Informal attempts 
have been made in some of the criminological institutes across the country 
but, to this point, no formal CC group has started in Australia. Although 
several individuals and groups, such as Brett Collins (Justice Action) Dr. 
Mindi Sotiri (Community Restorative Centre), Amelia Pickering (Prison 
Network Australia), Ian Neil (Pivot Support), Dr. Caroline Doyle (After 
Prison Network) and Dean Lloyd (Lloyd Consulting), work with previously 
and currently incarcerated people, it is done primarily on an individual basis 
and if united could increase the work of all groups in this area. The work of 
Newbold (2017) also indicates that the CC movement is still in its infancy 
and he identifi ed several people in Australia that could be the future of the 
movement. Nothing formal has occurred in the space since this time with no 
records of CC existing in any of the Australian and New Zealand Society of 
Criminology thematical groups that appear under its umbrella (ANZSOC, 
2020).

CHALLENGES TO EXPANDING CONVICT 
CRIMINOLOGY INTO AUSTRALIA

Many challenges to the development of Convict Criminology exist and 
have been identifi ed and explored in US and UK based research (Richards 
and Ross, 2001; Ross and Richards, 2003; Aresti, 2012; Newbold and Ross, 
2013; Richards, 2013; Ross et al., 2014; Ross et al., 2016; Earle, 2018; Ross 
and Darke, 2018; Tietjen, 2019; Ross and Vianello, 2020).

Although technology continues to develop, making the world ‘smaller’ 
and increasing communication, some practical challenges are still 
encountered when bringing CC to Australia. The prime practical challenge 
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faced is that the ‘home’ of CC is the USA and many people see this 
movement as an ‘American thing’. Furthermore, in order to gain strength 
and career credibility it is almost implied that a CC academic ‘ply their 
trade’ and present at the American Society of Criminologists conference 
held annually. Academics in the area of criminology in Australia who have 
not been previously incarcerated are able to freely travel to this event, mix 
with other academics and return to Australia with an expanded network. 
Previously incarcerated academics do not have this freedom and are often 
crippled by parole requirements, visa restrictions and travel bans (Newbold, 
2017; Tietjen, 2019). Currently, the USA has some of the most stringent 
travel bans for those with criminal records in the world (Ross et al., 2014), 
and this makes it challenging for any emerging voices in other countries to 
benefi t from the breadth and relative strength of the movement in the USA. 
This exclusion from conventional academic networks makes it diffi  cult for 
CC perspectives to have an impact in the Australian criminology landscape. 
This is amplifi ed by the recently imposed travel ban measures taken by 
the UK, who following the US, have placed further limits on non-British 
citizens, with criminal convictions, entering the UK (UNLOCK, 2020). In 
contrast, most European countries, typically, appear to have a more relaxed 
approach in this respect, although of course, this will change post Brexit 
(UNLOCK, 2020).

It has been suggested by Singh (in Newbold, 2017) that a way to get 
past the issue of accessing such conferences and opportunities is through 
the use of webcams, teleconferencing and programs such as Zoom and 
Skype. One of the silver linings in the current pandemic is an increase of 
online conferences and ease of access for those with travel bans or parole 
challenges. The challenge with this type of conference is that not being 
able to participate in the ‘offl  ine’ conversations, the casual interaction and 
the shared social time, taking away from the quality learning, networking 
and engagement between participants, that might occur (Newbold, 2017; 
Spilker et al., 2020).

An additional suggestion made by Newbold (2017) was the ability to 
have international academics attend Australian or New Zealand criminology 
conferences. In recent years, due to an increase in the toughness on 
international crime, and the existence of terrorism and immigration 
restrictions, this task is now almost as diffi  cult as gaining access to the 
USA and UK. This realistically means that any internationally-based CC 



82 Journal of Prisoners on Prisons, Volume 30(1), 2022

academic with a criminal record would struggle to gain access to Australia, 
taking away the ability to promote such an event to get the word out about 
the CC movement (Aresti, 2012; Ross et al., 2014; Aresti and Darke, 2016; 
Ross and Darke, 2018).

In addition, the recent and continuing issue of the COVID-19 pandemic 
remains, and will possibly remain a restriction to all international travel and 
some domestic travel across the world, for a long period of time (Chinazzi 
et al., 2020). The ongoing fears of contamination and spread of the virus has 
seen the large majority of travel banned and conferences cancelled. This is 
a challenge that requires extensive and specifi c attention and consideration 
by groups hosting conferences as they balance academic benefi ts with the 
medical and, in some areas, legal challenges of bringing groups of people 
together in the current climate (Spilker et al., 2020). The development 
of online conferences and collaborations has been considered the ‘new 
normal’ under the current climate (Spilker et al., 2020). Although, the use 
of technology will potentially diminish some of the challenges travelling to 
a conference during COVID-19 could cause, further work in relation to the 
design of conferences and participant engagement before, during and after 
sessions is required (Chick et al., 2020).

However, whilst the use of technology can overcome some of the 
challenges faced in terms of conferences and international engagement, 
it is less useful in the realms of collaborative prison research and the 
development of co-produced knowledge. Restrictive access to prisons for 
researchers, especially for those of a critical persuasion (Aresti et al., 2016) 
and the added complication of COVID-19, has rendered it near impossible to 
conduct research with prisoners, and develop the CC network membership 
in prisons.

THE CONNOTATIONS OF THE WORD
CONVICT IN AUSTRALIA

A legitimate barrier to the development of CC as a genre of criminological 
study in Australia is the connotations derived from the word ‘convict’. The 
word has very diff ering connotations from the use of the word in the USA, 
UK and other countries that were not colonized by transportation of large 
numbers of convicts forcibly expelled from their country of origin. The 
simple existence of the word in an Australian context can generate negative 
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emotions for many and anger for others. Australia is an island colony that 
was created when a large amount of incarcerated people and off enders were 
labeled ‘convicts’ and were forcefully sent to a newly found country – the 
country we now know as Australia (Macintyre et al., 2000).

History has shown that the arrival of the boats from the ‘old country’ saw 
the indigenous habitants of the land forcefully displaced, abused, murdered 
and, in many instances, enslaved (Macintyre et al., 2000). The abuse that 
the Indigenous habitants were, and remain subjected to, produce daily 
social and health-related barriers that must be faced daily in the community 
(Muller, 2020; Selvanathan et al., 2020; Timperley, 2020). This treatment, 
historically at the hands of the ‘convicts’ and their captors, and the residual 
emotions and pain suff ered by Australia’s Indigenous people, the loss of 
land, identity and ‘country’ (Atkinson, 2020; Habibis et al., 2020; Muller, 
2020) and the fact that Indigenous Australians are the most over represented 
incarcerated group in Australia, makes any use of the term ‘convict’ as a 
positive academic identity extremely problematic, at best (Porter, 2019; 
Leigh, 2020; Prehn and Ezzy, 2020).

Times were also tough for many of the people arriving from Britain 
and Ireland as they experienced incarceration of a diff erent type (Lydon, 
2019; Sinclair and Slockee, 2019). This incarceration saw the setting up 
and establishment of a colony (new world), through hard labour in often-
brutal conditions and the commencing of the start of the ‘whitening’ of 
Australia with some of the brutal punishments on off er phased out for white 
prisoners, but remaining active for many Indigenous ‘off enders’ (Macintyre 
et al., 2000; Cuneen, 2007; Lydon, 2019). This racial divide remains intact 
in some forms inside the Australian context and forms one of the most 
signifi cant barriers toward gaining Indigenous support for any formalized 
CC movement. The conditions drove a divide between the newly arrived 
‘convicts’, their custodians and the fi rst owners and inhabitants of Australia 
(Macintyre et al., 2000; Lydon, 2019).

For many years this relationship continued to sour; the country of 
Australia slowly grew and developed as more and more of the new arrivals 
fi nished their sentences and started up their own lives in the new world 
(Macintyre et al., 2000; Lydon, 2019; Sinclair and Slockee, 2019). The 
same feeling of disdain and hatred continued to be harbored between the 
convicts, law enforcement and Indigenous peoples in Australia, but the 
negative connotation of the word ‘convict’ continued to grow.
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Hundreds of years have passed and the origins of Australia and the blood, 
sweat and tears of the many convicts that created the country remain pertinent 
and at the front of cultural relevance (Lydon, 2019; Prehn and Ezzy, 2020). 
Government offi  cials, conference organizers and presenters, in the most part, 
commence speeches recognizing the land in which they stand and thank 
the original owners. This structural change is only a small step forward, but 
continues a slow movement toward the recognition of Australia’s land-owners 
that was fast tracked by the Mabo land rights case in the early 1990s (Bartlett, 
1993; Meyers and Mugambwa, 1993; Stephenson, 1995).

The word convict, still to this day, has a much diff erent meaning than in 
other countries due to its origin (White, 2019). These connotations make it 
near impossible to use the word convict in the title of this group. In order 
to setup a group representing the same position as American and British 
Convict Criminology, a diff erent name is required that does not possess 
these negatives connotations and can culturally include and have input 
from the most highly incarcerated group in the country, indigenous people 
(Ley, 2019). This is an argument considered previously when setting up the 
US and UK groups (Earle, 2014), but the connotations remains somewhat 
unique when referring to the Australian setting.

The challenge of this position is that along with a new name, comes 
a possibility of disconnection from the roots of the idea and the ideals 
Convict Criminologist mainstays John Irwin, Stephen Richards, Jeff rey 
Ian Ross and Greg Newbold (among others) suff ered and worked so 
hard to create, but something I believe they would not begrudge due to 
the complexities of the Australian setting. The new group, regardless of 
name will emphasize the CC perspective and will encourage currently and 
previously incarcerated people to become involved. The work of these 
founding members and the many others in the USA that have and continue 
to strive to research and develop opportunities for previously incarcerated 
people, may be diminished somewhat if the name of an Australian group 
does not link somewhat to the original group. The years of work and the 
battles fought by the pioneers of the movement were undertaken for a reason 
and a new name not recognizing the work may devalue it. Breaking away 
from these roots and origins presents huge practical challenges to those of 
us steering the movement here in Australia. Keeping the word convict in 
the name could detract from the movement and could dissuade people from 
becoming involved. The same problem could exist with taking the name 
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away, as another word may not have the same quick and descriptive power 
and response that the word ‘convict’ has. This is a similar problem that has 
been experienced and explored by CC groups in the USA and UK in the past 
and will no doubt raise questions and comments about the work being more 
important than the name. CC is not a brand but a group of people working 
toward a set of goals, all valid and poignant points for consideration and 
further discussions moving forward (Ross and Richards, 2003; Aresti, 
2012; Aresti and Darke, 2016; Newbold, 2017; Earle, 2018).

WHAT CAN THE CC MOVEMENT BRING TO 
AUSTRALIAN CRIMINOLOGY?

The fi eld of criminology continues to develop in Australia and across the 
world (Germov and McGee, 2005; Bartels et al., 2015). Criminology is a 
fast-growing university industry in this country, with careers in the fi eld 
becoming more diverse (Bates et al., 2020). These changes off er a greater 
focus on a wider variety of criminology and have resulted in a more diverse 
set of theories being developed for discussion and debate (Richards and 
Ross, 2001).

As the number of people who are incarcerated in Australia continues 
to rise (ABS, 2018a, 2018b), so too does the amount of people who have 
completed their sentences, and thereby return to the community (ABS, 
2018b). Research suggests that many previously incarcerated people will 
enter formal education upon their release, with many of them studying 
subjects related to corrections, criminology or services that assist other 
incarcerated people (Richards and Ross, 2001; Brown, 2015). Some of 
these potential future convict criminologists will already have started or 
completed social science degrees before their release from prison (Darke 
et al., 2020).

The challenge Australian criminology is facing, and will continue to 
face, is the amount of ‘classroom and textbook’ trained criminologists who 
have little, to no, face-to-face experience with people convicted of a crime. 
This challenge has been shown to be shared worldwide, with a concern 
that research in the fi eld is missing a voice; the voice of those that have 
experienced incarceration (Gordon, 1990; Richards and Ross, 2001). An 
Australian CC has the potential to provide a vehicle for many previously 
and currently incarcerated undergraduate and postgraduate students, and 
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early-career criminologists, to articulate their perspectives and experiences, 
and to have their stories heard. Their voices should be nurtured in two 
diff erent ways, both of which will rely on the support and participation of 
established criminologists with and without prison experience.

First, as in the USA (Tewkesbury and Ross, 2019; Tietjen et al., 2020) 
and UK (Darke et al., 2020), it will be important for an Australian CC to 
provide these people with educational support and academic mentoring. The 
UK group starts this process before convicted students leave prison. At the 
University of Westminster, undergraduate criminology students participate 
in reading and writing groups with prison-based students at three prisons in 
and around London. A number of postgraduate Westminster students – most 
of whom are not former prisoners – also took on the role of mentors.

Second, the hesitancy and/or refusal of some Australian universities to 
recruit and work with academics and students that have been incarcerated 
are also impeding the quality of research in the criminology fi eld. Work 
as to the attitudes and reasons behind this stance by many institutions 
requires further work in an Australian setting, similar to the work of 
Ross and colleagues (2011). Research in the USA and UK has shown 
that pairing the lived experiences of current and previously incarcerated 
people with the work of the current crop of criminologists has increased 
the quality of research and the outcomes for not only the justice system, 
but the people experiencing it (Ross et al., 2011; Aresti and Darke, 2016; 
Tietjen et al., 2020). The CC perspective, in other words, is not restricted to 
research completed by former incarcerated academics. It also encompasses 
participatory research between people with and without prison experience.

Richards and Ross (2001) suggest that the incarcerated voice was 
missing early on in the USA and that criminological study and theory 
was lacking the articulated stories of those with lived experience. It can 
be suggested, in the current academic environment, that this problem also 
exists in Australia. What a better way to deal with this gap in literature and to 
increase the validity and quality of Australian criminological research than 
by incorporating the lived experience and theoretical principles through the 
promotion and encouragement of CC and the active hiring of its proponents 
into Australian academic circles. Colleges and universities in the USA and 
UK have been, and continue to be, leaders in this space through not only 
the hiring of academics with previous incarceration experience. It is also 
the case that the publication of literature by those who have been or are still 
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incarcerated is particularly strong in the USA because of the eff orts of their 
CC groups (Richards and Ross, 2001; Richards et al., 2008; Richards et al., 
2010; Ross et al., 2011; Aresti, 2012; Ross et al., 2014; Aresti and Darke, 
2016; Ross and Vianello, 2020; Tietjen et al., 2020).

THE ADVANTAGE OF WEIGHED POSITIONS AND 
ARGUMENTS WITHIN RESEARCH

Human bias and opinions are commonplace in academic activity, even 
when it is disavowed. This is an identifi ed issue in some criminological 
work where a distinct emotive ‘voice’ is important (Jewkes, 2012; Newbold 
et al., 2014; Newbold, 2017). With the voice of the previously incarcerated 
missing, in the main part, from Australian criminological research, an 
unbalanced weighting may occur toward the opinion and position of 
management and corrections staff . The work of critical scholars both inside 
and outside of Australia has worked hard to attend to this balance through 
their own research and study design. The inclusion of lived experience 
academics in this space may provide a balancing mechanism to the words 
of the management of staff  in the correctional setting in this country, as has 
occurred in other countries throughout the world (Richards et al., 2008; 
Jones et al., 2009; Ross et al., 2011; Tewksbury and Ross, 2019; Tietjen, 
2019; Tietjen et al., 2020).

The provision of academics with lived experience with the opportunity 
to share the lived experiences of other previously incarcerated people 
would enhance academic accounts and would provide for a more informed 
development of policy and procedure. It is essential that this mix of academics 
involved in the CC movement represent the socioeconomic mix of people 
inside Australian prisons, with Indigenous, females and other minorities 
granted the opportunity to share their own lived experiences. This is particularly 
important given the absence of ‘marginalized voices’ in the criminological 
literature, specifi cally, criminalized women and criminalized ethnic minorities 
(Belknap, 2015; Aresti and Darke, 2016; Bozkurt et al., 2020). Despite the 
unjustifi ed criticisms of CC, and its neglect of ‘marginalized’ voices, it is 
critical that these marginalized cohorts, including the absent Indigenous 
voices, are provided with a platform to articulate their experiences. This has 
always been and remains a critical concern of CC (Aresti and Darke, 2016; 
Bozkurt et al., 2020; Ross et al., 2016).
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A broader criticism focuses on the authenticity of accounts produced 
by current and previously incarcerated academics. It has been suggested 
that work done by previously incarcerated researchers who may have their 
own emotive bias regarding opinions of the system, guards and wardens, or 
others that may have treated them badly, or in some instances in a positive 
way. Many previously incarcerated people leave jail with negative feelings, 
beliefs and feelings that can often bias any subsequent research they 
undertake. Not only does research allow for these feelings to be explored 
further to better the policy and procedures to be followed in the corrections 
setting, but research can also play a part in the participant sorting through 
their own feelings and experiences, assisting with breaking the recidivism 
cycle (Jewkes, 2012; Newbold et al., 2014; Tewksbury and Ross, 2019). 
The reality of all research is that some bias exists regardless of the position 
of the researcher, with overall objectivity being an ideal and not a reality. 
Regardless of the type of research being undertaken, bias exists and must 
be considered and explored.

Newbold and colleagues (2014, p. 439) highlight the challenges of 
prison guards and management in dealing with “rude, recalcitrant, deceitful 
and abusive” prisoners and how this damages their mental health. They 
also highlight the infl uence that “petty, vindictive, autocratic, antipathetic, 
and unreasonable” prison guards can have over the mental wellbeing of 
prisoners while incarcerated (Newbold et al., 2014, p. 439). Finding a 
balance between the voice of the criminological researcher/academic 
and the voice of the previously incarcerated academic is a mix that will 
go a long way in steadying this balance and to providing a new level of 
rigorous and important research that can steer criminology in Australia 
into the future. The promotion and fostering of CC in Australia will assist 
this challenge.

Criticism of CC includes the suggestion that some previously incarcerated 
academics see themselves as ‘the be all and end all’ of criminology due to 
their lived experience, believing it trumps the work of academics without 
it (Bosworth, 2004). Additionally, questions have been raised regarding 
previously incarcerated academics desire to publish and discuss realities 
of others who have served time (Lilly, 2009). These criticisms have been 
discussed and debated by CC and non-CC academics alike from across the 
globe, and will remain active discussion points moving forward. This type of 
spirited debate can only increase the authenticity of research involving lived 
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experience and the rigour by which the research is undertaken, a positive 
result for those studying, involved with or experiencing the Australian 
justice system.

ACCESS TO PRISONS AND INCARCERATED 
PEOPLE THROUGH AN INSIDER-PERSPECTIVE

The ability to gain access to prisons and incarcerated people is often a 
challenging thing for researchers (Newbold & Ross, 2013; Newbold et al., 
2014). This can often be less challenging for researchers who don’t have 
criminal records due to administrative red tape. However, it has been shown 
that the information gathered by previously incarcerated academics from 
incarcerated or previously incarcerated people is often richer and contains 
information often out of reach to many researchers (Richards et al., 2008; 
Richards et al., 2010; Aresti et al., 2012; Richards, 2013; Earle, 2014; 
Newbold et al., 2014; Richards, 2015; Tietjen, 2019).

The term ‘insider-perspective’ has been developed and is now used as 
part of the criminological vernacular to describe the position a researcher 
with lived experience takes when undertaking research with others with 
criminal records (Aresti et al., 2012; Earle, 2014; Aresti and Darke, 2018; 
Tietjen, 2019).

It has been shown that a researcher with a criminal record, that has 
served time in prison, has a unique understanding of prison politics and 
criminal culture (Bint et al., 2018; Darke et al., 2020), which places them 
in a diff erent position of acceptance than other researchers (McLellan et al., 
1996). Newbold (2014: 443) argues that “criminals are more likely to be 
open and candid with an investigator they can identify with, and who will 
recognize misleading information”.

With the lack of previously incarcerated researchers in Australia, the 
fi eld of criminology is likely missing out on some honest and important 
information from currently and previously incarcerated people. If a CC 
group were instituted in Australia the opportunity to increase the quality of 
criminological data being produced in this country would rise substantially. 
The work of current researchers is excellent, but a new frontier of opportunity 
exists. This opportunity requires a link with previously incarcerated 
researchers and academics, current criminologists, correction departments 
and Australian universities.
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CONCLUSION

Convict Criminology has continued to develop its presence in the USA and 
has provided a unique voice for previously incarcerated academics to share 
their lived experiences. The CC group has developed in size in the USA 
and produces numerous articles, research pieces, books, book chapters, and 
conference presentations challenging traditional criminology positions and 
practices. These studies are primarily focused on the US criminal justice 
system, with limited similarities to our ‘diff erent’ system.

Although CC has emerged in the UK, and is developing in Italy, Brazil 
and Argentina, the CC movement has shown minimal, to no, structured 
and planned growth in Australia. The existence of previously incarcerated 
academics in Australia is unknown, but suspected, with several doing work 
in the area, but in an isolated and, almost soloist, manner. Combining the 
work of some of the best criminologists in the world in Australia, with the 
lived experiences and skills of previously incarcerated academics will have 
great benefi t. These benefi ts will come in the form of enriched research, 
balanced decision making and policy development, but more importantly, 
can improve life-course outcomes for the people we entered this fi eld to 
assist; the men and women impacted by the justice system in Australia.

Taking this all into consideration the way forward will be arduous but 
inevitably rewarding for all involved. Initially, the steps to contact the 
heads of criminology at all universities across Australia are essential to 
inform them of the movement and of the willingness to formalize and 
grow. While building the Australian network, it is essential to link with 
the US and UK CC groups and if successfully developed, Italian and Latin 
American CC groups, and individual scholars to build the movements 
backing from across the globe. Additionally, this development of a network 
will allow for lessons to be learnt and for mistakes made overseas to be 
managed more effi  ciently in the setup of the Australian CC group. This 
link with the US- and UK-based groups will allow for programs being run 
by them to possibly be mirrored or developed further for implementation 
in Australia. The two primary programs of interest will be the in-prison 
education program in the UK and the teaching of CC as a subject in both 
the UK and US.

After developing the network it will be important that individuals 
identifi ed with an interest in CC in Australia can present and publish work 
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discussing and promoting the importance of CC. These sessions could be 
seminars, guest lectures or webinars and will all go toward the promotion and 
awareness of CC. This wider spread knowledge of the movement will then 
allow for a formal application to become a thematic group of the Australia 
and New Zealand Society of Criminology (ANZSOC) to be submitted. 
Acceptance to this will allow for a formalized approach and an ongoing 
existence at ANZSOC conferences and inside research and publications. 
The work is expansive, but the results for those inside, yet to go inside 
or having previously served time, will be door opening and will hopefully 
drive change and the betterment of conditions across the justice system.
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