INTRODUCTION TO CRIMINOLOGY
Week 6: The Positive School

Overview
· Understand the differences between classical and positive schools of criminology
· Track the origins of the positive approach to understanding crime
· Be able to explain the ideas of Darwinism, eugenics, falsification and concordance
· Elaborate on the basis of deterrence and the strengths and weaknesses of the practice

A. Context of the Positive School
	Point
	Classical School
	Positive School

	View of human nature
	Hedonistic; free-willed rationally, morally responsible for their own behaviour
	Malleable; determined by biological, psychological, and social environments; no moral responsibility

	View of the justice system
	Social contact; exists to protect society; due process and concern for civil rights; restrictions on system
	Scientific treatment system to cure pathologies and rehabilitate offenders; no concern with civil rights

	Form of law
	Statutory law; exact specification of illegal 
	Social law; illegal acts defined by analogy

	Purpose of sentencing
	Punishment for deterrence, fixed sentences
	Treatment and reform; indeterminate sentences

	Criminological experts
	Philosophers; social reformers 
	Scientists; treatment experts



The Italian positivists
Lombroso – atavistic man |born criminal”
Ferri – the born criminal, expanded to look at social conditions as well, “criminal sociology”
Garofalo – expanded to include environmental circumstantial and organic causation

· Many of these works got a bad name during the mid 1900s when focus shifted back to more predominantly social causes.
· That, and the methodology of early positivist work sucked.
All roads lead to Darwin…..
	-Criminology has far too many theories however this is not the case for rock-pokers
· Positivism is often considered a form of scientific method based on Darwinian principles.
· Evolution, progression, survival of the fittest, selection
· Darwin has a lesser known cousin called Galton
· an English Victorian polymath: anthropologist, tropical explorer, geographer, inventor, meteorologist, proto-geneticist, psychometrician, and statistician. 
· Over 340 papers and books & created the statistical concept of correlation and widely promoted regression toward the mean.
· Also invented something called eugenics 

Galton and Eugenics

· Positive eugenics – encouraging the best and brightest to reproduce
· Negative eugenics – discouraging the worst and dumbest from reproduction



Lombroso as the father of criminology

· Atavistic
· Not evolved
· Not ‘positive’ in the sense that everybody else is moving forward but he stays the same
· Problems with Lombroso’s methodology though.


XYY – Super males!
	-1960s chromosome research
	-1961 1st individual with an XYY chromosome found
	-1965 Jacobs et sl. Published that XYY males were violent and intellectually deficient

· Estimated that 1:1000 males have the XYY chromosome
· More recent research suggests:
· XYY correlates with lower than average intelligence, acne, but only very weakly with criminality.
· XYY males need more stimulation for cortical arousal

· No proven causal link (between the defendant’s mental capacity and the genetic syndrome)
· Jacobs original study was called into question
· Sampled at MRC Human Genetics Unit at Western General Hospital in Edinburgh of a chromosome survey of 315 male patients.
· Found that the XYY patients at a hospital for violent patients were violent.


Sheldon’s Somatotyping
· Sheldon’s Somatotyping (1940s)
· Balanced, Endomorph, Ectomorph, Mesomorph
· Body shape indicated criminogenic activity

Hail Eugenics!
-Determinism
-Positive eugenics vs. negative eugenics
-totally not cool in a post-WWII world hence bio theories became a really, really bad thing


Note: as was the case f0r XYY, is there a link between body type and crime? Is the link actually environmental?

B. More Recent Biopsychological Theories

“Genetics may play a role in criminality, but it is only an insignificant one.  There is little doubt that environment is the principal determinant and cause of criminal behaviour”  (Bartol & Bartol, 2002,m p. 81).

Accept heredity as a factor implies criminal acts are unavoidable
Heredity is not destiny, only a precursor
behavioural traits result  from an interaction of biology and environmental factors
It is nature and nurture, and we got to this point with better methods



Twin Studies

· Dizygotic twin
· Fraternal (two different eggs)
· Genetically as different as non-twin siblings
· Monozygotic twins
· Identical (same egg)
· Share same genes
· Shared environments
· Prenatal, family, home
· Influences often decrease as child grows
· Non-shared environments
· Interests, activities, friendships
· Influences often increase with age, especially when child leaves home and family unit


Concordance rate
· Degree to which related pairs of subjects both show a particular behaviour or condition 
· Expressed in percentages
· Studies suggest higher CR for adult identical twins and nonviolent crime
· Eg. Concordance Rate – the presence of a given trait in both members of a set of twins (70%)
· Means if one twin has a trait, other twin has 70% chance of also having the trait



Strengths / weaknesses
· Repeated so replicable
· Many researchers
· Different countries
· All show a heritable component
· Common Methodological Problems:
· Studies don’t adequately separate environmental and genetic effects
· An ideal study would involve identical twins separated at birth
· Identical twins may be treated more alike than fraternal twins

Adoption Studies
· Genetic components may contribute to tendency to become criminal
· Genes may not directly influence behaviour but influence one’s susceptibility or resistance to environmental risk factors

· Investigate the relationship between the criminal history of the:
· Biological parents, Adoptive parents, Combination of both
· …with the criminality of the adoptedee

Findings:
	1. Almost all studies agree that there is some genetic predisposition to crime

	2. Evidence for this is robust

	3. Heritability for crime has been found over several cultures and countries

	4. Studies have large sample sizes and found that there is much less heritability for property crime



Key Points
· Both the individual and the environment play a role.
· Nature & nurture – not one or the other
· However ironically, biology has done more for sociology than soci ever did for itself.
· Even the more recent theories include an element of environmental factors
· Psychology, cognitive theories, personality, learning
· Current emphasis on the effect that the environment has on genetics
· Epigenetic studies
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