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Foreword

Across the United States, urban and rural areas are seeking a resolve to the culture of guns in America and its affect on the human capital. There is no panacea for addressing guns and the perpetual violence portrayed by individuals in possession of guns. However, Gun Violence in American Society: Crime, Justice and Public Policy have attempted to explore and scrutinize the complexity of gun violence in the American Society. The issues presented in this text were formulated by hypothesis and suggestive commentary. Presented are the causes and effects of violence ensued by individuals whom have chosen to resolve conflict with guns. Quantitative statistical analysis and qualitative methodological approaches helped yield answers to the researchers’ theses and hypotheses.

In question, are short-term and long-term strains of gun violence and the burden it places on communities, schools public places medical practitioners, safety groups and such. Authors in this text attempt to share the disposition of national organizations such as the National Rifle Association (NRA). The intrinsic approach of the research conducted in this book provides a unique response to the subtle differences of why gun violence occurs. The extensive research performed presents a compelling proposition to regard for incidents such as the Sandy Hook massacre.

Federal, state, and local government agencies along with civilians are at odds with orchestrating a win/win solution to gun violence. Although statistics of gun violence fluctuates, between 1983 and 2012, occurrences of mass shootings revealed at least 78 incidents (Lemieux, 2014). Within the last five years, the culture of gun violence has accelerated (Lemieux, 2014). The authors in this text provide a vigorous and convincing argument to ensure that the culture of gun violence is not debunked with illogical fallacies. Gun Violence in American Society: Crime, Justice and Public Policy sets precedents of a more refined response to the culture of violence through a lens of social responsibility and the Second Amendment.

Gun Violence in American Society: Crime, Justice and Public Policy addresses the pathology and psychological persuasion of individuals that seek a resolute to ending social anomalies with violence. Gun Violence in American Society: Crime, Justice and Public Policy answers to the causation of gun violence from a pragmatic scope. The context of this book implicates the cognitive dissonance of a mass shooter whom seeks to impose catastrophic damage for egotistical pleasures and fame. Lemieux (2014) propositioned that mass shooters tend to have isolated mental illnesses and are more likely under the auspices of psychiatric care. Further investigation of gun violence delves into a more micro response for understanding the signs and red flags that are easily missed. Authors in this text help readers to identify potential sociopaths in need of assistance who often go unattended or taken nonchalantly.

I highly recommend that Gun Violence in American Society: Crime, Justice and Public Policy reaches a conglomerate of people. Collegiate institutions, research organizations, associations, media outlets, and community organizers should review this book. Gun Violence in American Society: Crime, Justice and Public Policy in my humbled opinion is an easy read with justifiable data to support the authors’ supposition of gun violence in the American Society.

Raymond M. Delaney Jr., Ph.D.

Associate Professor

University of Phoenix

College of Criminal Justice and Health Sciences


Preface

From the front pages of news websites, to opening stories of the local and national news programs, and in many entertainment venues, we are greeted daily with the images, sounds, and details of gun violence stories. Some recent examples of real life gun violence cases include the murders of three Muslim students in Chapel Hill, North Carolina (Campbell, 2015), the trial of the ‘American Sniper’ murderer (Stengle, 2015), shootings during a Mardi Gras parade in New Orleans (Plaisance and Burdeau, 2015), and a murder-suicide case involving a father and his daughter in New Mexico (Hoffer, 2015). Popular television series such as CSI and Criminal Minds (Parents Television Council, 2013) and movies such as American Sniper (Warner Brothers Pictures, 2014) and Guardians of the Galaxy (O’ Hehir, 2014) involve gun violence. Many video games such as Call of Duty (Activision Publishing, 2014) and Grand Auto Theft (Rockstar Games, n.d.) also incorporate gun violence into their characters’ actions. Gun violence is pervasive; it is everywhere. The effects of gun violence, its causes and solutions, however, continue to be sources of intense disagreement (Cook and Ledwig, 2010; Parsons and Johnson, 2014).

With the volume, Gun Violence In American Society: Crime, Justice and Public Policy, we seek to accomplish several objectives. First, we investigate how gun violence is created and perpetuated in society. Several chapters in this volume address these issues. Second, we demonstrate how a diversity of theoretical and methodological frameworks can be used to study gun violence. Theories used include Anomie, Social Strain, Social Control, Social Learning, and Social Disorganization theories. Terrorism and other disaster process frameworks are also used to elucidate the unfolding of gun violence events. Data collection methodologies include content analysis, secondary data analysis, interviews, and case studies. Data analysis techniques used include logistic and binomial regression, and GIS mapping.

Third, we examine the different situations in which gun violence can manifest itself. These range from school shootings, mass shootings, spree killings, domestic violence, violent crimes, to suicides, and accidents. Moreover, we explore the relationship between gun violence, different social groups, their communities, and social institutions. Finally, we hope to further the conversation on ways to prevent and mitigate gun violence and its impacts in the future. Some of the measures examined are gun control and gun rights legislation, elimination of the illegal weapons trade, holding weapons manufacturers accountable, improving mental health services, and improving gun safety training.

While this book does not examine every aspect of gun violence or by itself stop future incidents from occurring, we do believe it will facilitate more discussion of the issue. We also hope the book’s publication will lead to additional insights, which can be applied in preventing and lessening the impact of future gun violence incidents.

Lisa A. Eargle, Ph.D. and Ashraf M. Esmail, Ph.D.
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Chapter One

Piercing the Silence: An Overview of Gun Violence—Patterns, Profits, Protections, and Policies

Lisa A. Eargle and Ashraf Esmail

Introduction

In the following sections, numerous aspects of gun violence are examined. First, the extent of gun violence in the United States, how the United States compares to other nations, and the various types of firearm injuries and death are discussed. Second, the factors that are typically associated with gun violence are examined. Third, an overview of the types of firearm homicides that drive most of the discussion about gun violence is presented. Fourth, the consequences of gun violence for individuals and communities are presented. Fifth, a discussion of the extent of profits and employment in the gun industry is presented. Finally, the different perspectives and solutions proposed to address gun violence are investigated.

Extent of Gun Violence in the United States

Criminal Offenses

According to the National Crime Victimization Survey1 (NCVS), in 2012 there were approximately 428,000 nonfatal firearm incidents in the United States, resulting in over 460,000 victimizations. The firearm violence rate for 2012 was approximately 1.8 incidents per 1,000 persons aged 12 years and older. These differ slightly from those for the year 2011, where there were approximately 415,000 firearm incidents, with over 468,000 victimizations. The firearm violence rate for 2011 was also approximately 1.8 incidents per 1,000 persons aged 12 years and older. In both years, violence incidents involving firearms comprised a relatively low percentage of all violent incidents—7.7 percent in 2011 and 6.6 percent in 2012 (Truman, Langton, and Planty, 2013).

As Table 1.1 shows, despite year-to-year fluctuations, the number and rate of violent incidents involving a firearm have slightly declined since 2005 (Truman and Rand, 2010). The percent of violent crimes involving firearms has slowly declined from 12 percent in 1993 to 8 percent in 2000 (Rennison and Rand, 2002), then fluctuated between 6 to 9 percent in subsequent years (Catalano, 2004, 2005, and 2006; Rand, 2008 and 2009; Rand and Catalano, 2007; Rennison, 1999, 2000 and 2002; Rennison and Rand, 2003; Truman, 2011; Truman, Langton, and Planty, 2013; Truman and Rand, 2010).

[image: Table 1.1 Violent Crime Incidents and and Victimization Involving Firearms a Year Incident Victims % Violent Crimes Victimization Rate s 2012 427,700 460.720 7.7 1.8 201 1 415.160 467.930 6.6 1.8 2010 337.960 - 9.0 - 2009 326,810 352.810 8.0 1.4 2008 303.880 343,550 1 6.6 1.4 2007 348.9 10 394.580 7.1 1.6 2006 499,890 560,300 8.8 2.3 2005 419.640 477.040 8.9 2.0 2004 280.890 331.630 5.9 1.4 2003 385.040 467,350 5.6 2.0 2002 364.090 - 1 7.0 - 2001 524.030 - 9.0 - 2000 428.670 533,470 7.9 2.4 1 1999 457.150 562.870 ! 6.8 2.5 1998 557,200 670,500 7.5 3.0 a does not mclude homicides; + per 1,000 population; - not reported by NCVS References used : Catalano (2004. 2005. and 2006): Rand (2008 and 2009); Rand and Catalano (2007): Rennison (1999. 2000 and 2002): Rennison and Rand (2003): Truman (20]]): Truman, Langton. and Planty (2013) : Truman and Rand (2010).]

In 2010, firearms were used in 29 percent of all robberies, 6 percent of all simple and aggravated assaults, and 7 percent of all sexual assaults and rapes2 (Truman, 2011). As shown in Table 1.2, these percentages tend to fluctuate from year-to-year, ranging between 19 to 31 percent of all robberies, 5 to 7 percent of all assaults, and 1 to 7 percent of all rapes. The FBI’s Uniform Crime Reports (UCR) show higher rates of firearm involvement in robberies and assaults (41.3 and 21.2 percent, respectively, in 2011) than the NCVS, but the UCR percentages are based upon crimes reported to the police, whereas the NCVS figures include both reported and unreported crimes.

According to the UCR, 67 to 69 percent of all homicides involve firearms (FBI, 2012). The number of firearm homicides, like other firearm violent crimes, has fluctuated from year-to-year; however, the number of firearm homicides has been generally declining over time, from over 18,000 cases in 1993 to approximately 11,000 cases in 2011. Homicides comprise a relatively small percentage of all firearm violence incidents, accounting for 3.2 percent or less of the cases (Planty and Truman, 2013).

[image: Table 1.2. Firearm Usage in Violent Crimes, by Crime Type a Year b Assault N Assault % Robbery N Robbery % Rape N Rape % 2010 184,700 6 140,640 29 12,630 7 2009 183.310 5 142,780 28 -- --- 2008 184.240 5 119,640 24 -- --- 200 7 201.88 0 5 144.200 25 2,830 1 2006 --- - - - - - 200 5 263.880 7 149.820 26 5,940 3 2004 196.030 5 84.860 19 - - 2003 222. 700 5 138.280 25 5.860 3 2002 235.280 5 J 17.480 25 11.330 4 200 1 321.3 10 7 197.170 31 5,550 2 2000 339.870 6 187.060 26 6,550 3 1999 362,090 6 195.270 24 5.510 1 1998 475.400 7 182.200 21 12,800 4 a does not mclude homicides: b data not availab le for years 2011 and 2012:-not reported by NCYS References used: Catalano (2004. 200 5. and 200 6): Rand (2008 and 2009); Rand and Catalano (2007): Rennison (1999, 2000 and 2002): Rennison and Rand (2003): Truman (2011): Truman and Rand (2010).]

Noncriminal Offenses: Accidents and Suicides

Information on firearm accidents and suicides is not as readily available as the information for firearm usage in crimes. However, based on the reports that are available, there seems to be an increase in both types of incidents in recent years. Fatalities from firearm accidents increased from 606 cases in 2010 to 851 cases in 2011 (Hoyert and Xu, 2012). Prior to that, firearm accidents were responsible for 1543 deaths in 1993 and 875 deaths in 1998 (Gotsch. Annest, Mercy and Ryan, 2001).

Suicide deaths involving firearms has also changed over time. During the 1990s, the number of suicides by firearm decreased from approximately 19,200 in 1993 to approximately 17,000 in 1998 (Gotsch, Annest, Mercy, and Ryan, 2001). However, by 2010, the number of suicide by firearm cases had increased to 19,392 cases. In the following year (2011), the number of suicides involving firearms had increased by approximately 300 cases to 19,766 deaths (Hoyert and Xu, 2012).

Data on the percentage of firearm injuries and death by intent is also difficult to obtain. A study by Gotsch et. al (2001) suggests that the majority of firearm fatalities are intentionally self-inflicted (57.8 percent in 1998). The majority of nonfatal firearm injuries were the result of assault or legal intervention (71.9 percent in 1998). Table 1.3 displays the number and rate of firearm fatalities by type for multiple years. Higher numbers and rates are exhibited for suicides than for homicides or accidents, regardless of year. Overtime, the rates for firearm fatalities declined until 2010. From 2010 to 2011, there was a slight increase in fatal firearm accidents; meanwhile suicide fatalities remained constant.

[image: Table 1.3 Firearm Fatalimties by Type Year Cause 1993 1998 2010 2011 Accident N 1543 875 606 85 1 Rate 0.6 0.3 0.2 0.3 Homicide N 18.839 12.228 11.078 11,101 Rate 7.3 4.5 3.8 3.6 Suicide N 19.213 17,60 5 19.392 19,766 Rate 7.4 6.5 6.3 6.3 N IS the number of cases reported; Rate IS the number of cases per 100,000 population References used : Hoyert and Xu (2012) for the number of cases and rates for the years 2010 and 20 11; Gotsch et. al (2001) for number of cases in the years 1993 and 1998. Rates for the years 1993 and 1998 were calculated using the number of cases from Gotsch et. al (2001) and historical population estimates from the U.S. Census Bureau (2000).]

Extent of Gun Violence: the United States in a Global Context

Data for firearm deaths for different nations is even more difficult to obtain than data for the United States. One important source for data on homicides by firearms is the United Nations’ Office on Drugs and Crime (UNODC) report. This source provides data for 112 nations3 for various years in the 1995-2010 time period.4 According to the UNODC, Honduras appears to have the highest firearm homicide victimization rates at 68.4 incidents per 100,000 population in the year 2010. The nation with the next highest rate is El Salvador, with 39.9 incidents in the year 2008. Nations with some of the lowest firearm homicide victimization rates are Japan (only 11 incidents and a rate of 0.0), Germany (rate of 0.2), India (rate of 0.3), and Canada (rate of 0.5).5 Nations with firearm homicide victimization rates that are located in between these highest and lowest values are the Dominican Republic (16.3), South Africa (17.0), and Belize (21.8).6 By comparison, the U.S. firearm homicide victimization rate is 3.2 incidents per 100,000 population in the year 2010, putting the U.S. in 14th place for the highest rate. As these figures indicate, there is wide variation in the firearm homicide victimization rates across nations (United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime, 2012).

Data for suicides by firearms is available from the World Health Organization (WHO) for 56 nations, for the late 1990s to early 2000s. The nation with the highest firearm suicide rate is Finland, with approximately 4335.2 cases per 100,000 population.7 The nation with the second highest firearm suicide rate is Croatia, with approximately 4157.7 cases per 100,000 population. Nations with some of the lowest suicide by firearm rates are Kuwait (4.9), Peru (14.8), and South Africa (15.6). By contrast, the United States firearm suicide rate is 2415.1 cases per 100,000 population, with the 4th highest rate for reporting nations. Like firearm homicide rates, there is wide variation in firearm suicide rates across nations (Ajdacic-Gross, Weiss, Ring, Hepp, Bopp, Gutzwiller, and Rossler, 2008).

These results seem to suggest that firearms are more likely to be used in suicides than in homicides. Moreover, these results show that the United States does have relatively high rates of firearm homicides and suicides, in comparison to other nations. Data on firearm usage in crimes other than homicides is unfortunately not available internationally. Likewise, data on firearm accidents is also not available globally.

Correlates of Gun Violence

Gender

Males have higher firearm death and injury rates than females do. An analysis of state-level firearm death rates from the Kaiser Foundation (2013) shows that on average, the firearm death rate for males is approximately 6 times that for females. States have an average of 19.5 male and 3.3 female firearm deaths per 100,000 population.

This gap between male and female firearm death rates is maintained when examining firearm death by type. The male firearm death rate due to homicide is 6.2 cases per 100,000 population in 2011; the female firearm death rate due to homicide is 1.1 cases per 100,000 population (Planty and Truman, 2013). Of male suicides, 56 percent involved firearms; 30 percent of female suicides involved firearms (Centers for Disease Control, 2014).

In general, nonfatal firearm-related injury rates are much higher for males than for females (Gotsch et. al, 2001). For nonfatal firearm violence, the male rate is slightly higher than the female rate, at 1.9 cases per 1000 persons versus 1.6 cases per 1000 persons respectively (Planty and Truman, 2013).

Race and Ethnicity

In general, African Americans have higher firearm death rates than whites do. An analysis of state-level firearm death rates from the Kaiser Foundation (2013) for these two groups shows that on average, the firearm death rate for African Americans is almost 18 deaths per 100,000 population versus 10.3 deaths per 100,000 population for whites.

African Americans have a significantly higher and disproportionate rate of firearm homicide victimization than any other racial/ethnic group. In the year 2010, 54.8 percent of all gun homicide victims were African American, compared to 25 percent for non-Hispanic whites, 17.3 percent for Hispanics, 1.4 percent for Asians and 0.9 percent for American Indians. Yet, African Americans only comprise 12.8 percent of the U.S. population, while non-Hispanic whites comprise 64.8 percent of the population (Pew Research Center, 2013).

However, whites have significantly higher rates of suicide by firearms than African Americans do. Comparison of state-level gun suicide rates provided by the Washington Post in 2013 show that in every state, whites’ gun suicide rates are 2 to 3 times that of African Americans (Chow, Keating and Stanton, 2013).

Age

According to the Bureau of Justice Statistics (2010), those aged 15 to 24 years are more likely to be victims of gun homicides than any other age group. The Pew Research Center found that 29.5 percent of gun homicide victims were between the ages 18 to 24 and that 39.9 percent were between the ages of 25 and 40 years (Pew Research Center, 2013). According to the Centers for Disease Control, firearm homicide is the second leading cause of injury death for those aged 15 to 24 and the third leading cause of injury death for those aged 25 to 34. Firearm suicide is the third leading cause of injury death for those aged 35 to 64 years and the fourth leading cause of injury death for those aged 64 and older, as well as those aged 15 to 24 years (Centers for Disease Control, 2010). Nonfatal firearm-related injury rates are also highest for those in their late teens and early 20s (Gotsch et. al, 2001).

Income

Those with lower incomes are more likely to be victims of firearm violence than those with higher incomes. Households with annual incomes below $7,500 have a firearm victimization rate of 8.4 per 1.000 population; households with annual incomes of $50,000 or more have a firearm victimization rate of 2.4 per 1,000 population (Perkins, 2003). An analysis of firearm deaths by type (homicide, suicide and accident) at the metropolitan-level finds a moderate, positive, and statistically significant relationship with percent impoverished population for all types of firearm death (Florida, 2012).

Region

The firearm death rate varies widely across states, from a high of 20.4 deaths per 100,000 population in Alaska, to a low of 3.2 deaths per 100,000 population in Hawaii (Kaiser Foundation, 2013). Analyses of the data show a pattern by region8, where the average firearm death rate is significantly higher for the Southern and Western states than for the Midwestern and Northeastern states (13.3, 12.5, 9.5 and 6.8 respectively).

Firearm homicide rates are also higher in the South region than elsewhere. In 2010, the firearm homicide rate for the South was 4.4 cases per 100,000 population. By contrast, the rates for the Midwest, West, and Northeast were 3.4, 3.0, and 2.8 respectively (Planty and Truman, 2013). On the other hand, firearm suicide rates are higher in the West region than elsewhere. Analyses of white and black state-level firearm suicide rates from the Washington Post show that on average firearm suicide rates for the West are twice that of the Northeast region (109 versus 47 for whites, 38 versus 16 for blacks)9. The Midwest and South had average rates of 67 and 97 for whites and 29 and 33 for blacks, respectively (Chow et. al, 2013). Information on state or regional rates of accidental firearm deaths is unavailable.

For nonfatal firearm violence, there was no real appreciable difference between regions. The Midwest had the highest rate at 1.9 cases and the Northeast had the lowest rate at 0.9 cases per 1,000 population in 2010 (Planty and Truman, 2013). Information on state or regional rates of nonfatal firearm accidents is unavailable.

Urban Versus Rural

There seems to be no significant difference in overall firearm death rates between urban and rural areas. Firearm homicides are higher in urban areas than in rural areas, with the most urban areas experiencing 1.9 times the number of firearm homicides that the most rural areas experience. Firearm suicides are 1.54 times higher in the most rural areas than in the most urban areas (Branas et. al., 2004). Nonfatal firearm violence rates tend to be higher in urban areas (2.8 cases per 1000 population) than in suburban (1.2 cases) or rural areas (0.7 cases) (Planty and Truman, 2013). Information on nonfatal firearm accidents for urban and rural areas is unavailable.

Gun Ownership

An analysis performed on state-level data for the percentage of households with firearms and firearm deaths10 shows a moderate, positive and statistically significant relationship between these two factors. However, this does not necessarily mean that firearm deaths occur in households with firearms. Many firearm victimizations occur outside of the victims’ residence (Planty and Truman, 2013). It does not necessarily mean that owning a firearm will result in a firearm death either.

Gun Violence and Criminal Incidence Types

In this chapter so far, three types of gun violence have been discussed: firearm use in homicides, violent crimes like robbery, and suicide. There has also been some discussion of firearm accidents. In this section, the discussion focuses on different types of firearm homicide and assault incidents. These incidents are mass shootings, serial shootings, and acts of terrorism. These are the types of incidents that often get the most media attention and are most prominent in people’s perceptions about gun violence (Pew Research Center, 2013).

Mass shootings are one incident events, where four or more victims are injured or killed by gun fire from an assailant (Bjelopera, Bagalman, Caldwell, Finklea, and McCallion, 2013). An example of this would be the Virginia Tech University shooting in April 2007. A troubled student at the University went on a premeditated rampage, killing 32 students and professors within a three-hour time period (Shapira, Jackman and Schneider, 2007). Serial shootings10 occur when over a period of time, multiple victims are shot by a perpetrator (Bjelopera et. al, 2013). An example of this would be the DC Snipers of 2002 that shot 13 people, killing ten of them, during a 3 week period (White, 2012) or the recent 2014 Kansas City sniper, suspected of shooting at nine people, on different days as they entered or exited the freeway (Ellis, Cera, and Howell, 2014).
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Table 1.1. Violent Crime Incidents and Victimization Involving Firearms®

Year Incident | Victims E % Violent Crimes | Victimization Rate”
s 1
2012 | 427,700 | 460.720 77 1.8
2011 | 415160 | 467.930 | 6.6 1.8
2010 337.960 — 9.0 —
2009 | 326.810 | 352.810 | 8.0 1.4
2008 | 303.880 | 343.550 6.6 14
2007 | 348910 | 394,580 7.1 1.6
2006 | 499.890 | 560.300 8.8 23
2005 | 419.640 | 477.040 8.9 2.0
2004 | 280.890 | 331.630 | 59 1.4
2003 | 385.040 | 467.350 | 5.6 2.0
2002 364.090 — 7.0 | —
2001 524.030 — | 9.0 | —
2000 | 428.670 | 533.470 | 7.9 | 2.4
1999 | 457.150 | 562.870 | 6.8 | 2.5
1998 | 557.200 | 670.500 | 75 | 3.0

“ does not include homicides; + per 1.000 population; —not reported by NCVS

References used: Catalano (2004, 2005, and 2006): Rand (2008 and 2009); Rand
and Catalano (2007): Rennison (1999. 2000 and 2002): Rennison and Rand (2003):
Truman (2011): Truman, Langton, and Planty (2013): Truman and Rand (2010).
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Table 1.3. Firearm Fatalities by Type

Year
Cause 1993 1998 2010 2011
Accident | N 1543 875 606 851
Rate 0.6 03 0.2 0.3
Homicide | N 18.839 12.228 11.078 11,101
Rate 7.3 4.5 3.8 3.6
Suicide N 19.213 17.605 19.392 19,766
Rate 7.4 6.5 6.3 6.3

N is the number of cases reported: Rate is the number of cases per 100.000
population

References used: Hoyert and Xu (2012) for the number of cases and rates for the
years 2010 and 2011; Gotsch et. al (2001) for number of cases in the years 1993
and 1998. Rates for the years 1993 and 1998 were calculated using the number of
cases from Gotsch et. al (2001) and historical population estimates from the U.S.
Census Bureau (2000).
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Table 1.2. Firearm Usage in Violent Crimes, by Crime Type

Year" | Assault | Assault | Robbery | Robbery | Rape Rape
N % N % N %
2010 | 184,700 6 140,640 29 12,630 7
2009 | 183310 5 142,780 28 — —
2008 | 184.240 5 119.640 24 =
2007_| 201.880 5 144.200 25 2.830 1
2006 — — — — — —
2005_| 263.880 7 149.820 26 5,940 3
2004_| 196.030 5 84.860 19 — —
2003 | 222700 5 138.280 25 5.860 3
2002 | 235.280 5 117.480 25 11330 4
2001 | 321310 7| 197170 31 5,550 2
2000 | 339.870 6 | 187.060 26 6.550 3
1999 | 362.090 6 | 195270 24| 5510 1
1998 | 475.400 7| 182200 21 | 12800 | 4

* does not include homicides: ® dam not available for years 2011 and 2012: —not
reported by NCVS

References used: Catalano (2004. 2005, and 2006): Rand (2008 and 2009); Rand
and Catalano (2007): Rennison (1999. 2000 and 2002): Rennison and Rand (2003);
Truman (2011); Truman and Rand (2010).
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