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Risk society
· society is organized around risk
· society is NOT becoming increasingly risk – it is organized in order to mitigate risk
· preoccupation with future
· moving awa from acquiring ‘goods’ to avoiding ‘bads’ – language of politics changed
· increasing risk is not being spread around
Crime in a risk society
· knowable
· actionable 
· potentially controllable
· * identifiable victims/blamable villains
· in our quest for order, fear of crime  becomes increasingly impt and diff from our modernization risk we face
· modernization risk – technological and scientifically advancements, we as humans have set into motion
· the diff b/w these risk and risks from the past are – in the past you could have done some things to make it seem like your preventing certain problems
· crime is something comprehensible 
· we feel like we understand why certain behaviors are deemed criminal – seems obvious
· crime is something that is able to be acted upon in a way that modernization risk are not 
· crime represents something we can control, dominate, on some level 
· fear of crime might be a reassuring site(location) for displacing your generalized uncontrollable anxiety 
culture of control
· criminologies of the self – characterizes perpetuators as rational consumers just like US,  people who are going to engage in crime because opportunity presents itself, engage in cost beneficial analysis and decide that engaging in crime is something that will maximize pleasure. Rational Beings. – Hedonistic e.g. tagging bikes, gated communities, preventing crime 
· criminologies of the other – criminals casted as others who are DIFFERENT than the rest of us, and the way to deal with these people is strong state interventions. Cast perpetrator as demonic. Repressive strong state intervention e.g. Ontario safe streets act , prevent them from victimizing us
· Garland is saying in a culture of control, so  in a culture where crime is a site for displacing anxiety, you begin to see two seemingly contrasting polarized ways of thinking about crime and acting about crime operation concurrently


‘Responsibilization’ harnessing a culture of fear
-victimization avoidance  personal safety through partnership with state
-encouraged through publicity campaigns
-minimally associated with criminal others
-ackonlwed that C.O exist but we tell people u really need to work hard to prevent these people from victimizing u e.g. campaigns targeting how not to be victimized, 
-these polices {made by gov’t) lead to victimization avoidance

criminologies of the other
-danger from outside – stranger danger – stigmatized others, and exceptional others
- in order to deal with dangerous ppl we need the state to respond swiftly
-these interventions are less about prevention and more about reaction 
-e.g. Ontario safe streets act – deal with stigmatized others – deal with dangerous ppl because they are different, parasitic to social fabric to society
-take more than they give back
-in an individualized community these people are not taking any responsibility for themselves 
EXCEPTIONAL OTHERS
-characterized as absolutely and totally different than the rest of us
-need punitive policies to deal with them
- operating along side us but not with us – don’t come from the same place we do 
-moral panic is organized around
-responsibilizing people to protect themselves/their kids from these people
STIGMATIZED
-these people are parasitic,
-these people could be redeemed e.g. robbers
-- NOT totally different like exceptional others such as sex offenders, serial murders, 

sex offenders as exceptional others
-target most ‘ vulnerable’ in society  women and children
-represented as monstrous monster status (what we identify people by – overriding identity – e.g. Stephan harper is viewed as a PM not father)

sex offenders as moral panic?
-public panic/ anxiety  out of proportion to threat
-short live but recurring
-highlight moral boundaries
-emotive language and imagery
-demonization
-media involvement
- moral panic is something that has an engineered panic to it and has moral boundaries (what we are willing to tolerate and not – language and imagery associated with M.B that is highly emotional/evocative)

sex offenders in Canada
-sexual assault (sec 271 -273CCC)
- -Sexual act includes grabbing u, grabbing genially regions/breasts/forcibly kissing u LEVEL 1
-sexually assaulted and perpetuator uses weapon level 2
-aggravated sexual assault- differs because of harm done to victim LEVEL 3
sexual interference(sec 151-153 CCC)
-S.H on children
-24% of federally incarcerated individuals
-12% of individuals on conditional release

Christopher’s law
-Ontario sex offender registry (2000)
-killed in 1988 by the hands of joseph Fredrick convicted sex offender
-government claims compliance rate is 95%
-purpose  tracking sexual predators and assists police in these investigations 
-sex offenders need to register with local police – keep track of them

[bookmark: _GoBack]national sex offender registry
-sex offender info registration act (soira, 2004)
-registration is court ordered (re register annually)
-registered for 10 years, 20 years, or life
-penalties for failing to  comply
-not available to public 
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