PSYC 3402 Exam Review
Defining Crime 
· Bartol and Bartol (2008):  “Criminal behaviour refers to intentional behaviour that violates a criminal code; intentional in that it did not occur accidentally or without justification or excuse. This definition accounts for NCRMD.”
Types of definitions
· Legal: prohibited by the state and punishable under the law
· Moral: violates norms of religion and morality and punishable by supreme beings
· Social: violates norms and customs and punishable by the community
· Psychological: rewarding to actor but harmful to others (i.e., antisocial)
Measuring Crime
· Most common measures are aggregated crime rates (at the level of large areas consisting of populations of people)
· Official Statistics
· Victim Surveys
· Self-Reports 
	How to measure crime
	Definitions
	Strengths
	Weaknesses 

	Official Statistics
	· Primarily crimes recorded by the police
· Example: FBI’s Uniform Crime Reports
· Can be collected in other ways: 
· Clearance
· Charges
· Convictions 
	Most accessible form of crime statistics
	· Problem: Crimes must be known and recorded
· Results in “dark figure” of crime (i.e., undetected and/or unrecorded crime)
· Problem: Under recording by the police
· Claim may be false, mistaken, or withdrawn
· Crime may be considered trivial or participant may be to blame
· Offender is child
· Problem: The “winnowing effect”
· The reduction in numbers as we travel through the Criminal Justice System
· 

	Victim Surveys
	· Interviews with community samples or mail surveys
· Asked about their experience of being victims of crime 
· Deals in part with the dark figure of crime 
· (i.e., more victimisation is revealed by crime surveys than by official statistics)

	Personal advantages (e.g., recovery of property)

Retribution

	· Problem: Still some underreporting
· Domestic assaults
· Minor theft
· Rape


	Self-Reports
	· Individuals record their involvement in crime by means of anonymous questionnaires or interviews
· Specifically looking at performance of specific acts within specific periods of time
· Reduces dark figure of crime significantly
· Example: 
· 88% of 13-16 year old US adolescents admit to one or more chargeable offences 

	
	· Problem: Respondents often do not understand the items
· Problem: Answering items in socially desirable ways (i.e., under reporting involvement in crime)
· Problem: Over reporting of crimes (i.e., machismo)
· Problem: Tends to identify the less serious offenders




Prevalance Rate:
# of offenders in a given area over a given time period 
population of people in that area in that time period

Incidence Rate:
# of crime incicdents in area in time period
# of offenders in area in time period

Per Captia Rate: 
Prevalence X Incidence in a given area during a given time period

Problems with Correlations:
· Problem: The ecological fallacy
· Assumption that correlations calculated using aggregates implies knowledge of the correlates of individual behaviour
· Examples: socioeconomic class and voting behaviour, IQ, crime, etc. 
· Problem: Reliability of correlations
· Like anything, single estimates are unreliable and therefore before we can be sure of that a strong relationship exists between variable A and B we must have multiple measures of the relationship between A and B
· Problem: Assuming correlation implies causation
· Because two things are correlated does not necessarily mean that one causes the other
· How to solve this? Use Meta-analysis


Biological Theories of Crime
· Lombroso’s Born Criminal
· Sheldon’s Somatotypes
· Jacob et al Chromosomal Theory
· Twin & Adoption Studies
	Theory
	Definition
	Other Information
	Strengths
	Weaknesses

	Lombroso’s Born Criminal

Italian Prisoners Exhibit Physical Abnormalities:

Flattened nose, large ears, fat lips, sloping foreheads, twisted nose, shorter arms (in females)

Father of Criminology

	· Some people are born with strong, innate predisposition to behave antisocially
· Criminals represent a separate species that have not yet evolved into homo sapiens, and are considered “homo deliquens
· Atavism: Havent evolved the same ways as others, reverting back to older ways of thinking
	Taxonomy of Criminals: 

1. Professional 
a. Crime as a trade, more likely to be a thief 
2. Juridical 
a. Crime as impulsivity, more animalistic
3. Passion
a. Crime as intense love, reacting out of passion
4. Crimnaloids 
a. Crime due to bad examples, ex family are all criminals 
5. Born Criminal
a. Crime as predisposition, engaging in crime because of disposition, genetic in nature
	
	· Data collection (comparison Group
· Done at a time when there was no interbreeding, no class difference
· Cannot generalize to other populations 
· Chromosomal abnormalities could be why they engage in crime 
· Most modern criminologists don’t support Lombroso’s claim 
· Goring (1913) compared measured of 3,000 English  prisoners and non-prisoners and found no differences

	Sheldon’s Somatotypes
	Three somatotypes: 
· Endomorph (fat and soft)
Love comfort, affection, easy to get along with 

· Mesomorph (muscular and hard) 
Risk takers, indifferent to pain, ruthless in relationships, aggressive

· Ectomorph (thin and fragile) 

Inhibited, reserved, self-conscious, afraid of people

Linked between personality and temperament 
	Classified from 1-7

1. Strictly not that body type
2. 7 Strictly that body type 

Examined 400 boys at a rehabilitation centre for 8 years, compared to college men

Believed mesomorphs would have stronger criminality 
	Glueck and Glueck (1950) Replicated findings, recent research finds no relationship 

Recent research shows although mesomorphy is not a good predictor, but mesomorphy when you are a teen is 
	· Used a high risk group, comparison group not comparable
· Direction of relationship is uncertain (ie do you change body types to commit crimes) 


	Jacob et al 
	Supermale Syndrome – XYY 

Extra Y chromosome activates more aggression, act out more violently, more impulsive, low patience 
	Richard Speck was thought to have this gene; however it was shown he did not. He did have hippocampus and amygdala abnormalities 
	Some research has found a link, however it is not with violent crime 
	Only 1-3% have this gene 

Not all persons with XYY commit crimes 

No significant difference between general and prison population 

	Twin Studies
	How genetics play a role in crime
	MZ has higher concordance rate (51.5) than DZ (20.6) 
	Genetics have been shown to play a role in primarily non-violent offending

Permit the estimation of shared environment and non-shared environmental factors
	Over/underestimates the genetic contribution 
Confounds of prenatal factors 
Earlier twin studies had small sample sizes

	Adoption Studies
	1)Parent/Offspring Adoption Studies

Look at concordance rates of adoptive parents and adoptees antisocial behaviour and compared to biological parents and adoptive child


2)Sibling/Offspring Adoption Studies 

	
	
	Generalizability 

Environments of adoptive offspring tend to be more advantageous relative to the general population, thereby reducing shared environmental affects due to restricted range 



Sociological Theories of Crime
· Merton’s Strain Theory
· Cohen’s Subculture Theory
· Becker’s Labelling Theory 
	Theory 
	Definition
	Other Information
	Strengths
	Weaknesses

	Merton’s strain theory
	Society holds out the same goals to all of its members without giving them equal means, not everyone has equal opportunities to achieve goals (Anomie) 

	Innovator is the most likely subcategory to engage in criminal activity 
	
	

	Cohens Subculture Theory
	Subculture defined as a subdivision within the dominant culture 

Emerge when individuals in similar circumstances find themselves isolated by mainstream society, group together for mutual support 


	Status Frustration: Isolated from society because you cant maintain goals 

Reaction Formation: Deliquent Social Group forms to deal with status frustration, provides sense of belonging, and opportunites to achieve status 
	
	Doesn’t focus on female delinquency at all, only on boys



	Becker’s Labeling Theory 
	· Subculture defined as a subdivision within the dominant culture that has its own norms, values, and belief system
· Emerge when individuals in similar circumstances find themselves isolated by mainstream society
· Group together for mutual support
	Not trying to explain criminal conduct but the social label that happens, label put on you creates deviance, creates outsides, society segegrates and groups form within them 

Creates self fulfilling prophecy 0 they will internalize and commit crimes because society expects it from them 
	
	Not everyone internalizes labels in the same way, some will go against the label and stand up to it 



Merton’s Strain Theory
	Modes of Adaptation 
	Means
	Goals

	Conformists

Normal Person, goal striving
	Accept (+)
	Accept (+)

	Innovation

Unwilling to follow legitimate means
	Reject (-) – Re-invent ex sell drugs, stripper, etc.
	Accept (+)

	Ritualism

scaling down aspirations, not goal oriented 
	Accept (+)
	Reject (-)

	Retreatism

Give up on life as a whole, retreat from life, engage in substance abuse
	Reject (-)
	Reject (-)

	Rebellion

Recreate a different society  ex terrorist
	Accept (+)/Reject (-)
	Accept (+)/Reject (-)



Psychodynamic Theories of Crime
· Freud’s Id, Ego, and Superego
· Bowlby’s Theory of Maternal Deprivation
· Glueck and Glueck’s empirical approach
· Hirschi’s control theories 

	Theory 
	Definition
	Other Information
	Strengths
	Weaknesses

	Freud

Criminals have issues with superego development 
	Id:
Pleasure principle: Obtain immediate pleasure and ignore reality
Ego:
Reality principle: satisfy demands of the id while also satisfying demands of superego
Superego:
Internalization of rules and restrictions of society (socialization)
Conscience (morals: right/wrong) and ego-ideal (socially accepted standards: aspirations)
	Harsh Super-Ego: 

· Also called neurotic criminal
· Leads to pathological levels of unconscious guilt (typically over unresolved infantile desires) 
· Criminal behaviour is meant to subconsciously invite punishment in an attempt to resolve this guilt

Weak Super Ego: 

· Superego fails to regulate the primitive and instinctual needs of the id

· Offender is characterized as being egocentric, impulsive, guiltless, unempathic = psychopath

Deviant Superego

· Superego standards have developed, but those standards reflect deviant identification

· Criminal parents who have good relationship with their son
	
	

	Bowlby 
	· Criminal behaviour is a consequence of early separation from caregivers (6mths – 3yrs)

· Separation prevents effective social development from taking place

· Without effective social development, individual experiences long term problems in positive social relationships (lack of socialization/conscience)

· Individual develops antisocial behaviour pattern (along with other deficiencies – poor school performance, fearful, attention deficit, etc.)
	· Bowlby (1944) studied 44 juvenile thieves and a matched control group of non-delinquent children
· Results:
· 39% of delinquent group had experienced complete separation from mother for 6 months or more in first five years of life
· 5% of children in non-delinquent group experienced this

	Limited Empirical Support
	
· Methodological issues (e.g., matching of experimental and control groups)
· Children form attachments with more than one adult
· What about children who were maternally deprived but did not become delinquents?
· How do we measure someone’s conscience (or ego, or id)?

	Glueck and Glueck
	Weak internal controls from poor parenting as a result from poor id, ego, superego 
	Found evidence for central 8, but ignored it and only focused on parental impact 
	Variables found have evidence for central 8 
	· Only focus on parental impact 
· Casual Ordering of Variables

	Hirschi 
	Social Control Theory 

The bonds of people make us not want to engage in criminal behaviour

Interrelated bonds that promote conformity: 

1. Attachment
· One’s interest in others (parents, etc.)
· People don’t commit crime for fear of jeopardizing these relationships
· Depends on depth and quality of relationship
2. Commitment
· Involvement in conventional activities (e.g., recreation, etc.)
· Doesn’t leave time to engage in crime (i.e., some crime results from idleness)
3. Involvement 
· Involvement in conventional activities (e.g., recreation, etc.)
· Doesn’t leave time to engage in crime (i.e., some crime results from idleness)
4. Belief
· Respect of societal value system (i.e., laws, law makers, law enforcers)
· If beliefs are weak or absent crime will occur
	
	Has support 
	· Causal ordering (e.g., delinquency and school attachment)
· Attachment to peers can lead to crime
· Some bonds (e.g., attachment) more important than others
· Power of certain bonds varies across age and gender

	Hirschi and Gottfredson’s General Theory of Crime
	· Theory to explain all crime and all deviant behaviour (e.g., alcohol, drug, and tobacco use)
· Lack of self-control (plus criminal opportunities) explains crime
· Low self-control also explains root causes of crime in other theories (e.g., low attachment to school/teachers)
· Level of self-control is thought to be stable throughout life and relate to quality of parenting:
· Monitoring children’s behaviour
· Recognition of deviant behaviour
· Appropriate discipline	
· Leads to:
· Ability to delay gratification
· Sensitivity to others
· More willing to place restraints on activities
	
	Has support 
	· Self-control does not appear to be the sole cause of crime (e.g., social learning variables)
· Tautological problems 
· Social bonds developed in adulthood can redirect offenders into pathway of conformity (e.g., marriage) – i.e., self-control not stable



Learning Theories
· Classical Conditioning
· Operant Conditioning
· Eysenck’s Bio-social Theory
	Theory 
	Definition
	Other Information
	Strengths
	Weaknesses

	Classical
	Learning through conditioned stimuli
· Jimmy is harassed (UCS) at school
· Jimmy feels bad (UCR) when harassed
· Jimmy associates school (CS) with harassment
· Jimmy begins to feel bad (CR) when he thinks of school
· Jimmy stops going to school
· Jimmy becomes delinquent

	
	
	

	Operant
	Learning through rewards and punishments

Two types of consequences:
· Positive (pleasant)
· Negative (aversive)
Two types of actions can be taken with these consequences:
· Added to the environment 
· Subtracted from the environment

	· Goal in CJS is to either increase a desired behaviour or decrease an undesired behaviour
· We can do this either by adding or subtracting positive or negative stimuli:
· Token economy (positive reinforcement)
· Giving prison sentence (punishment)
· Taking away privileges in prison (withholding)
· Removing parole conditions (negative reinforcement)

	
	

	Eysenck 
	· Criminals are deficient with respect to classical conditioning (“conditionability”) 
· Crucial to the socialization/conscience-building process
· The “conscience” is really a set of classically-conditioned emotional responses – the greater the conscience, the less likely an individual will commit crime
	
	Some support for link between crime and conditionability (e.g., psychopaths)
	Weak evidence for link between conditionability and socialization

Mixed support for personality predictions





Social Learning Theories
· Vicarious Conditioning 
· Sutherland’s Differential Association Theory
· Aker’s Social Learning Theory
	Theory 
	Definition
	Other Information
	Strengths
	Weaknesses

	Bandura
	Learning not only by personal consequences but also by seeing others rewarded and punished
	· Observational learning can occur through three primary contexts:
· Family
· Peers 
· Television
· The more significant and respected the model, the greater their impact on our behaviour
	New meta-analytic research suggests that anti-social behaviour is strongly influenced by both anti-social peers and violence on film and television
	

















	Sutherland
	· People learn to commit deviant acts through interpersonal interactions with their social environment:  
· With whom we associate
· For how long     
· How frequently
· How early these interactions occur in our development
	· In our associations with others we all learn values that are favourable or unfavourable to law violation
· A person becomes a criminal because of an excess of definitions favourable to violation of the law (i.e., principle of differential association)
· It is the messages rather than the associates that are important (white collar crime)
	Considerable empirical support (especially around anti-social peers)
	· Not clear what is meant by favourable or unfavourable definitions
· No way of measuring ratio of favourable/unfavourable definitions
· No way of measuring frequency, duration, intensity, etc.
· No statement made about how learning occurs

	Akers
	Focuses on classical, operant, and vicarious conditioning (parents, peers, media), but the major focus is on learning in group interactions
	Criminal involvement depends on past and present rewards and punishment attached to anti-social behaviour and alternate forms of pro-social behaviour

Crime occurs when there are greater (past and present) reinforcing rather than punishing contingencies associated with anti-social behaviour
	Empirical Support 
	· Causal ordering, especially in relation to delinquent peers
· Too much weight put on peer associations rather than other group interactions



Risk Assessment and Treatment
PIC-R (Personal, Interpersonal, and Community Reinforcement Theory of Crime) 
· Criminal behaviour is under the control of:
· Antecedent events (precede the behaviour)
· Consequent events (follow the behaviour)
· These events signal the rewards & costs
· Rewards and costs come from 4 sources:
· Personal (the individual)
· Interpersonal (other people)
· Situational (the act itself & contextual aspects)
· Community
· Impact of rewards and costs depends on personal and bio-social factors as well as background density of rewards and costs
· Thus, to predict and influence behaviour we need information on personal characteristics (personality and attitudes) and social situation (associates and density)
· Aims of the PIC-R theory:
· Attend to those variables that we know are criminogenic (cause criminal behaviour)
· Must be empirically defensible
· Must be clinically relevant and practically useful
· Aim to be as theoretical as empirical, but no theory without evidence (neither “dustbowl empiricism” or pure theoreticism)
· The foundation of the theory is principles of personality, cognition, social learning
· Influences correctional practice
· Attending to risk factors that reinforce criminal behaviour via personal, interpersonal, community routes
· Focus of rehabilitation involves changing the nature of the costs & benefits associated with crime
Risk Factors:
· Individual or environmental variables associated with greater likelihood of involvement in criminality 
· Cumulative and interactive, not simply additive


Protective factors:
· Variables that enhance the resilience of those exposed to high levels of risk and protect them from undesirable outcomes
Static factors
· fixed or determined beforehand by prior events
Dynamic factors:
· reflect internal states or temporary circumstances that fluctuate over time (relatively stable or acute)
Criminogenic needs
· dynamic factors that will reduce chances of crime if reduced
Non-criminogenic needs
· changeable, but not related to criminal behavior
Specific deterrence focuses on the individual in question. The aim of these punishments is to discourage the criminal from future criminal acts by instilling an understanding of the consequences.
General or indirect deterrence focuses on general prevention of crime by making examples of specific deviants. The individual actor is not the focus of the attempt at behavioral change, but rather receives punishment in public view in order to deter other individuals from deviance in the future. 
The Central Eight
· History Of Antisocial Behaviour
· Early involvement in a number and variety of anti-social activities 
· Increases self-efficacy about crime
· Self-management strategies that are favourable to crime may become automatic/habitual
· Offence severity/victim injury not important 
· Anti-social Personality Patterns
· Begins with childhood temperament 
· Impacts how individuals react to their environment 
·  Everyday language: Impulsive, weak self-control, adventurous, pleasure seeking, aggressive, callous disregard for others 
· 5 Factor Model: Low agreeableness, hostile, jealous, self-centred, low conscientiousness, weak planning 
· Hare: Interpersonal glibness, shallow affect, lack of guilt
· Unable to plan far in advance, live in the moment 
· Anti-social Attitudes and Cognitions
· “Much easier to engage in crime that is not” 
· Attitudes, beliefs, values, rationales and a personal identity supportive of crime such as:
· Moral Justification
· Advantageous comparison
· Displacement of responsibility/attribution of blame
· Diffusion of responsibility
· Distorting consequences
· Dehumanization
· Antisocial Associates 
· Association with procriminal others AND isolation from anticriminal others
· Represent models for the behaviour, social support for the behaviour (explicit or perceived)
· Directly influence internalized support for crime (procriminal beliefs)
· influence is reciprocal
· Family/Marital Problems
· Family of origin a major source of
· self-control skills
· attitudes, values & beliefs
· approved associates
· early behavioural history
· Marriage
· greatly impact patterns of behaviour & available associates
· reinforcement & punishment of behavior
· Quality of interpersonal relationships & behavioural expectations and rules regarding antisocial behaviour
· Family of oirigin: 2 key parenting variables (nurturance/ caring & monitoring supervision)
· Does youth care about their parents/caregiver? Do they care about their opinions?
· Marriage: high-quality relationships; mutual respect/ understanding
· School/Work Problems
· Important sources of rewards & costs
· Emphasis on the quality of interpersonal relationships within both settings
· Risk factor: low level of performance and low levels of rewards or satisfaction
· Leisure/Recreation
· Low levels of involvement and satisfactions in anticriminal leisure pursuits
· Substance Abuse 
· Current or past problems with alcohol and/or drug abuse (current problem more of a risk factor than past problems)
· Why is there a relationship between substance abuse and offending?
· Some drug abuse is itself criminal.
· People who use substances turn to crime to pay for more alcohol/drugs.
· People who characteristically get involved in crime also experiment with substances. 
· People who do criminal things with friends also use substances as part of their social group.
· People who are high or drunk are less inhibited and more likely to do something criminal.
[image: ]Mean Predictive Validity
· “Big Four”
-r = .26 (95%CI = .22-.30, k=24)
· “Moderate Four”
-r = .17 (95%CI = .13-.20, k=23)
· “Central Eight”
-r = .41 (95%CI = .32-.50, k=23)

Measuring Accuracy 
· Errors have different consequences 
· High false positive = individual rights are taken away, such as denying parole, given higher security when it is not necessary because they will likely not reoffend
· High false positive = Society and Victim Safety is jeopardized, go on to violently reoffend when they were deemed to not be as high of a risk as they actually are
· Selection ratio: The cut off or cut-point for determining high and low risk cases. The choice of the selection ratio influences the type of decision error that is likely committed 
· Lower cut-off yields higher false positive rate
· Higher cut-off yeidles higher false negative rate 
· Receiver Operating Characteristics curve (ROC)
· Allows us to calculate the area under the curve (AUC)
· Measures accurate (hit rates)  vs not accurate decision (false alarms) , p(hit) on the y-axis and p(false alarm) on the x-axis 
· Strength: The only procedure that will allow users to establish accuracy scores that are not being biased by decision thresholds (assessment tool scores) or impacted by base rate (ex correlation)
· Scores range from:
· .50-.60 = FAIL
· .60 -.70 = POOR
· .70-.80 = FAIR
· .80-.90 = GOOD
· .90-1.0 = EXCELLENT
· Note: Needs to be above .70 to be more than chance 
Assessing Predictive Accuracy 
Risk Assessment 
	Tool
	Definition
	Tests Used
	Strengths
	Weaknesses 

	Unstructured Clinical Judgement (1st generation) 
	[bookmark: _GoBack]Based on practitioners clinical experience
Mental health professionals predict chance of reoffended from interview and clinical impressions 
	Professional Judgement 
	Flexible and specific 
	Inconsistent and accurate, mostly up to chance 

	Actuarial Tools (2nd generation) 
	Systematic measurement of set factors derived from a research database 
Statistically analyse relationships between factors and outcome (weight accordingly) 
· Derive formulas that provide factors empirical relationships between static risk variables and the criterion variable (ie violence)
· Provides risk estimates  (absolute recidivism rates) 
	VRAG (Predicts violent recidivism) 
· Consists of 12 weighted static risk factors (Criminal History Items, Historical items, psychological assessment items) 
· Sum scores and place offender within 1 or 9 risk bins 
	· Consistent
· High Accuracy
· Easy to use (recidivism estimates)

	· No theoretical base (neglect variables that have a theoretical basis- peer and attitudes) 
· Items are static and unchangable (ex doesnt take into account if someone is now in a wheelchair) 
· Nomothetic
· Cross validation 

	Risk/Need Scales (3rd generation)
	· Focuses on offender needs
· May include static risk factors (although focusing solely on them limits the utility of risk assessment) 
· As the factor changes, we should expect changes in recidivism 
	LSI-R 
· Designed to assess components in PIC-R theory 
· Combines static and dynamic risk factors 
· General recidivism among adult offenders (provides relative risk estimate and absolute recidivism rates) 
· Reflects central 8 
· 54 items with 10 subcomponents (criminal needs, education/employment, financial, family/marital, accommodation, leisure/recreation, companions, alcohol/drug problems, emotional/personal, attitudes/orientation) 
	· Shares all the same advantages of the 2nd generation scales 
· Theoretically relevant and practically useful
	· No focus on protective factors 

	4th generation 
	· Emphasis on the link between case management and assessment 
· Role of personal strengths in building prosocial orientation and focusing more on responsivity to maximize treatment
	· LS:CMI
· Closely reflect central 8 
· Identifies personal variables like psychopathy, sex offender
· Special responsivity considered- motivation for change
· Tracks offender progress through case management 
	
	

	Structured Professional Judgement (revised 1st generation) 
	· Examines pre-specified risk factors while adding case specific needs
· Final judgement is made from clinical judgement 
· No rules how scores should be
	· HCR-20
· Developed to assess risk for violence in civil, psychiatric, forensic and criminal justice populations
· 3 risk levels 
	· Gain flexibility

	· Lose accuracy
· Less consistent than actuarial 
· Unable to establish recidivism estimate 



Levels of Predictive Accuracy 
	Clinical Judgements
	AUC = 0.55

	Acturial Tools 
	AUC = 0.68-0.80

	Structured Professional Judgement 
	AUC = 0.62 -0.75



What is an ideal risk assessment? (Mills, Kroner, Morgan (2010))
· Predictive accuracy most important – does it predict recidivism? 
· Estimation of level of risk
· Identification of risk factors
· Identification of risk management strategies
· Appropriate communication of this information to decision makers 
· Clinicians prefer non-numerical terminology – ex, low, medium, high
Absolute Recidivism Rates:  Uses frequency, percentages over a time period. Larger denominations are considered to be high risk (limitation) 
General & violent offending						
	- LSI-R
	- HCR-20
	- PCL-R & PCL:SV
	- SIR-R1
	- VRAG
	- MacArthur Classification Tree
Youth offending
	- PCL:YV 
	- SAVRY
	- YLSI
	- EARL-20B & EARL 21G
	- ERASOR

Sexual offending
	- SORAG
	- Static-99/Static-2002
	- Stable-2007
	- SONAR
	- SVR-20
	- RRASOR
	- MnSORT-R
	- VRS:SO
Domestic violence 
	- ODARA
	- SARA
What does an effective Program Look Like?
Risk, Need, Responsivity Principle 
· Risk Principle
· Two components
· Risk of re-offending can be predicted
· Higher Risk offenders should be provided with more intense(and extensive) interventions such as more frequent sessions with longer durations
· There is a minimum amount of hours for change to occur. For example, the CSC usually has 250 hours
· Some evidence has shown that certain groups will not benefit fully from programming – ex: serial sex offenders 
· Recidivism actually increases if we target low risk offenders 
· Low risk offenders with “less” anti-social attitudes may adopt more anti-social attitudes after intervention, and cause higher recidivism rates 

· Need Principle 
· Criminogenic needs need to be targeted in order to reduce recidivism 
· These needs represent dynamic risk factors that when change, will affect the likelihood of reoffending
· Non-crimnogenic needs are also dynamic and changeable but are weakly associated with recidivism 
	Crimniogenic Needs
	Non- Crimniogenic Needs

	1) Changing antisocial attitudes
2) Changing antisocial feelings
3) Reducing antisocial peer associations
4) Promoting identification with prosocial role models
5) Promoting familial affection/communication
6) Promoting familial monitoring and supervision
7) Increasing self-control, self-management, and problem- solving
8) Substance abuse
9) Academic and vocational deficits
10) Recognition of risky situations 

	1) Increasing self-esteem (without reductions in antisocial thinking, feeling, and peers)
2) Focusing on vague emotional/personal problems
3) Increasing cohesiveness of antisocial peer groups
4) Neighborhood-wide improvements without touching the needs of higher risk individuals
5) Increasing conventional ambition (work/school) without concrete assistance to achieve them 
6) Fear of official punishment (i.e. “Scared Straight”)
7) Physical training programs




· Responsivity Principle
· General Responsivity: For correctional interventions to be effective they must be delivered in a style and mode that is consistent with the ability and learning style of the offender 
· Specific Responsivity: The intervention should be tailored to be consistent with the specific characteristics of the offender in terms of their motivation to change, personality and demographic characteristics.
· Generally it is assumed that a cognitive-behavioural approach to treatment will be the most effective 
· When these principles are applied consistently, researchers demonstrate the greatest reduction in recidivism 
Describing a Correctional Program
· Structured intervention that addresses the factors directly linked to offenders criminal behaviour 
· Correctional programs must include:
· A theoretical basis and supporting research that targets criminogenic factors
· Address the diverse needs of women, aboriginals and other groups of offenders with special requirements
· Be skills oriented
· Take into the account the particular characteristics of offenders to help ensure that they derive maximum benefit (responsivity)
· Address the particular risk and need profiles of offenders through the scope, intensity, duration and type of group setting (program intensity) 
· Ensure a continuum of care between institutions and the community (continuity of care) 
· Include a detailed program description
· Include a plan for monitoring, evaluation and delivery must be via proven treatment methods
· Must be in the least restrictive environment possible consistent with staff, offender, and public safety according to approved standards 
· Counter-Point (Yessine and Kroner (2004) )
· Based on social learning perspective and applies cognitive behavioural methods and principles 
· Reduce reoffending by providing participants with the skills necessary to identify, challenge, and enhance their willingness to alter antisocial attitudes and develop more activities, identifying high risk situations and developing the necessary resources to prevent future criminal activity
· Teaches self-monitoring, self-management, perspective taking, and generic problem solving skills, prosocial modelling, role play, rehearsal and effective reinforcement and disapproval 
· Offenders participate in 25 sessions and uses motivational interviewing techniques with modules including 
· Setting context for change (2 sessions)
· Identifying support for change (2 sessions)
· Identifying procriminal attitudes, values and beliefs (seven sessions)
· Altering pro-criminal sentiments (3 sessions)
· Prosocial problem solving (2 sessions)
· Maintaining change (4 sessions) 
· Ends with 2 individual session with a parole officer 

Why punishment doesn’t work in the CJS
	Intensity
	Low levels of punishment only has an effect temporarily, we can’t increase punishment without due cause because it is unethical

	Immediacy
	Has to be immediately enforced to have an effect 

	Consistency
	Has to be delivered every time it happens, and not all crime is reported

	No escape
	All escape routes have to be blocked 

	Person variables
	Some people will be more receptive to punishment than others; usually people in CJS are not receptive to punishment 

	Density
	The density of the punishment must be greater than the reward 



Reasons for Aboriginal over-representation in the CJS 
1. Higher Aboriginal Offending Rates 
a. Higher offending rates overall occur in the aboriginal population, especially in the prairie provinces 
b. 64% of incarcerated Aboriginal offenders have youth court history compared 45% of non-aboriginal offenders
c. Aboriginals engage in criminal behaviour  earlier, commit more criminals acts, and engage in criminal behaviour longer than non-aboriginal offenders
2. Commission by Aboriginal People of the type of Offences that are more likely to result in prison sentences 
a. Aboriginal offenders are more likely to commit sexual and violent offences (Schedule 1 offences) vs. Schedule II offences (drugs)  
3. Criminal justice policies that have a differential impact on aboriginal offenders due to their socio-economic conditions 
a. Defaulting on a fine is more likely in aboriginal population because of low SES, end up serving jail time as a result and serve longer time in custody because they can’t post bail 
b. More economically marginalized as a result 
4. Differential CJS processing as a result of racial discrimination 
a. Sentences are consistently shorter for aboriginal offenders than non-aboriginals 
b. Non-overt ways of discrimination such as over-policing, access to lawyers, length of time in pre-trial holding
i. Lower SES, can’t afford own attorney, not getting same quality of lawyers from legal aid
ii. Can’t afford to post bail, spend longer time in prison
iii. Less likely to be granted parole than non-aboriginal offenders
Overrepresentation of Aboriginal Offenders has caused a decision to open an aboriginal specific court from the R. v. Gladue (1999) case. The offender history that an aboriginal has should let them have shorter sentences because of their childhood background that causes them to be a high risk group of offenders/reoffenders. 
Root Causes of Overrepresentation 
· Culture Clash – Western and aboriginal views of justice are different 
· Colonialism – Uprooted from homes, placed into foster care, attended residential schools – trying to assimilate them 
Recidivism in aboriginal offenders is higher than in the non-aboriginal population (at least at the federal level, provincial is a hard to get at study group). The causes of this are because of their family, childhood and adult backgrounds
· Have higher rates of foster/group home care
· Have higher rates of neglect
· Have higher rates of alcohol/substance abuse in  family, seen in childhood
· Experience more family violence in childhood
· Experienced poorer economic conditions 
· Have more family members involved in criminal activity
Central Eight Factors Implicated in Aboriginal Population 
· History of antisocial behaviour
· Anti-social peers, associates
· Family/Martial
· Substance Abuse 
Treatment
· Section 81 allows the transfer of aboriginal offenders out of the CJS and into the community, as treatment has been shown to be more effective in the community 
· Enables the aboriginal community to provide correctional services to aboriginal offenders in a manner that respects the culture of the aboriginal people. Ex: Shame is shown to be more effective, they believe in a more restorative justice approach 
· Aboriginal Healing Lodges are in place to have culturally sensitive practices in place – 10 in Canada, 1 is for aboriginal female offenders 
· Existing research on the use of healing lodges are mixed
· No standard across facilities, offenders tend to be a higher risk group overall so a comparable comparison group is a problem 
· Recidivism is high 
Is an end to Aboriginal Over-Representation in Sight? (No) 
1. Aboriginal Youth Population 
a. The aboriginal population is much younger than non-aboriginals due to high birth rate and teen pregancies, an increase in youth population will result in higher crime rate at a younger age 
b. More people in high-risk age groups 
2. Movement into urban areas 
a. Many aboriginals do not have the education required to work outside the reserve, as many do not finish high school, and some don’t complete elementary or high school 
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