Cesare Lombroso: The Birth of Criminological Sciences
Positive criminology comes out of the mid-1800s to 1940. It was, at that time, the way to respond to crime, but was then put away for 40 years. For the next 20 years, it made a comeback. It stated that behaviour is determined and is not a product of free-choice. Individuals are not products of the individual so neither is crime. People are born with something innate that will push them to commit a crime. Because of this, punishment does not get to the root of the problem.

Hobbes wanted to combine religion, philosophy, and science. During the time of positive criminology, science could provide facts and could teach people about crime. 

Biological way to look at crime:

Physiognomy – Johan Casper Lavater (1741-1801) Physiognomical Fragments, 1775

He had one simple point: people can accurately gauge the actions or the characteristics of someone by simply looking at someone’s face. Men who couldn’t grow facial hair and women who grew facial hair should be watched according to Lavater.
In the times today, people do this as well by gauging attractiveness of other people. This is not the same though. Before, it was a big leap because someone would be calling another a criminal solely because of how they looked. These are a few of the characteristics that people may possess that would deem them suspicious:
· Shifty eyes

· Weak chin

· Arrogant nose

Phrenology – Franz Joseph Gull (1758-1828)

This expands on physiognomy, but focuses on the skull because it encases the brain and the mind. The shape and texture of an individual’s skull will reveal their characterisation. He divides the brain into three components:
· Lower/active propensities

· Moral sentiments

· Intellectual faculties

Crime involves the lower/active propensities. When someone commits a crime or even if they don’t, it is determined by this section of the brain. Where this is larger, the potential for crime is greater.

In classical criminology the focus is on action, but the body is the canvas for punishment and pain. The reason to inflict pain was to deter crime. The mind can be accessed by using the body. In positive criminology the body isn’t just a canvas anymore, it is the sign or signal that shows something; it is an end.
Social-biological way to look at crime:
Andre-Michel Guerry (1802-1866)

He provided the first piece of scientific criminology and took statistics and attempted to map it out geographically. Numbers are what create the statistics which can make sense of crime and criminality.

Wealthy people engage in less violent crimes than poor people, but wealthy people still commit crime; the crimes that they commit are vastly different. They perform mostly property crimes. This cannot be explained by money. Instead, it is explained by opportunity.
Guerry explained the link between education and crime. The areas where people are literate are where violent crimes are most prevalent. Like mentioned previously, it’s not the wealthy who are engaged in crime. The illiterate and the poorer people move to different areas and that’s what creates the statistics. 

Aldoph Quetelet (1796-1874)

He says there are celestial mechanisms to create social mechanics, which is how society studies people. Emile Durkheim stated that social facts can actually be physical things.

There is a particular part of the population who are more likely to engage in crime like the poor, young, and unemployed. 
The ability to diagnose in this manner comes out of numbers and accurate record keeping. This is relatively new (around 200 years old) and it is how science emerged.
-

Lombroso published The Criminal Man (1876) in Italian. It contained 100 pages, but 20 years later he brought forth an expansion. It transformed into 5 volumes (2000+ pages). These volumes were translated into English, but that version was only 300+ pages. This means that some people are only able to read a small portion of the story Lombroso wished to tell. In 1879 he published Crime: It’s Causes and Remedies.
He expands on the two ideas of physiognomy and phrenology into the whole human body. Around this time, there was the idea that Northern Italians were civil and progressive, but Southern Italians were criminals. When Southern Italians went to the North, they brought their bad influences along with them. The people wanted to figure out why there was such a difference between the North and the South and how to reduce this difference.

Lombroso studied the living and the dead in order to examine people. In particular, he focused on criminals that were put into jail. He noticed that there were distinct depressions in the middle of the skull which are usually only seen in animals such as rodents. The humans that had these depressions were not even human. They were inferior and not fully developed, according to Lombroso. In total, he studied:
· 66 dead, male (autopsies)

· 832 living males and females

· 390 non-criminal Italian soldiers

· 90 lunatics

He concluded that:

· Criminality is tied to biology and evolution.

· Crime is caused by anthropological characteristics of the criminals.

· Criminals are atavistic and are an extraordinary throwback to the past. They are less developed and tend to reproduce this primitive. Basically, he is saying that criminals are like animals – both in body and in mind.  
Some of the traits based off of science that Lombroso found in criminals are:

· Large/small ears

· Abnormal teeth

· Fleshy lips

· Excessive wrinkles

He also said that there are three types of criminals:

· Born criminals: They make up 1/3 of all crimes.

· Insane criminals: Idiots, imbeciles, alcoholics, epileptics, the demented, the hysterical, etc.

· Occasional criminals (criminaloids): They make up ½ of all criminals. Their emotional and mental makeup force them to commit crime occasionally (more than once), but at other times, they can refrain from it. 

For Lombroso, criminality was based off a norm. Anything that didn’t look like the normal body was seen as abnormal. However, if 1/3 of criminals are born criminals, then there are still 2/3 of criminals that are not born that way. Something more is being said by Lombroso. Even if the insane criminals are also born criminal, more than 50% of criminals are still not born with the “criminal gene.”
It is not possible to talk about crime as a whole. One can only speak about specific crimes. If this is true, then one cannot have a theory about crime in general – it must account for the multiplicity.
Lombroso brings us back to crime and states that it is possible to identify causality. Each crime is caused by many things which are all intertwined. It is difficult to figure out which one is the main cause. All different factors are studied. It is the significance of the way we come to know something that is important, as well. Here are some of the factors that Lombroso studied:
· Weather/climate: This is all about nature and has nothing to do with biology. The influence of the weather/climate is evident in crime. Humans are affected by the heat and the cold, which can make them less irritable. Different seasons heighten particular crimes. Rape and homicide are prevalent in summer, while a property crime is most popular during the winter time.
· Race: Lombroso says that crime and the body (race) go together. Particular people are prone to crime – specifically violence crimes.

· Civilianism and barbarity: Barbarity deadens the moral senses and contributes to crime and civilizations that have progressive culture and educated have an influence on particular types of crime. Before Sutherland began speaking about white-collared crime, Lombroso had mentioned it.
· Alcohol: This creates dependency (“addiction”) and creates pauperism – their poverty was brought upon themselves. Money would be spent in a pub rather on a man’s wife and children. The children of alcoholics are often blind. The dependency on alcohol will lead to crime because people feel braver when they are intoxicated. The pub becomes a meeting place where people socialize. This provides greater opportunity for crime. 
· Education: Crime is higher for people who are educated, but it has an effect on crime in a particular way. With moderate education, crime tends to increase. With higher education, there is a decrease in crime. Educated people commit milder crimes, but non-educated people commit a different sort of crime than uneducated people. If education can increase something, but at the same time reduce the same thing, then there is a problem because there is still an unknown.
· Wealth: The statement of: “crime and poverty go together” is agreed upon by Lombroso, but he believes that it is only to a limited number of crimes. The crime that people commit tends to be violent. The rich are the ones committing the most crimes, though they might not be violent ones. Unemployment is not the cause of violent crimes.
· Religion: Religion has moral precepts that guide people. If people are following these rules, then the effect that religion has on crime is strong, but if people stray from the rules, the effect is weak.
· Heredity/genes: Anything living is subject to the general laws of heredity. Up until the birth of numbers, life was doomed. Before Lombroso, people would think they could not change the future. Francis Galton said that since it is possible to take the natural condition of a dog and alter it, humans can be selectively bred as well. There are two types of eugenics: negative, which is like Hitler’s belief and want to wipe out a particular race completely, and positive, where harm on mankind is not a goal, but the improvement of it is. The doom vanishes because there is a hope for change (numbers and eugenics). Some of the things that can be passed down and have an effect on crime, but may not necessarily conclude that these is a crime gene, are: 

· Alcoholism which passed down due to the parent’s dependency on alcohol.

· Insanity or mental illness.
If crime is product of fate, then it seems like nothing can be changed. Crime is tied to biology. However, it is tied to more things as well which makes it messy. Therefore, the science that is present is unclear too.

It is important to prevent crime, but it’s a matter of chance. This means that people want to increase that chance. Lombroso states that preventing is not possible, which is why he wants people to attend it – much like Beccaria and Bentham. Classical and positive criminology end with the same conclusion, that crime cannot be completely prevented, even though the way they got there was different. 
In today’s society, prison is just a warehouse to store people who have committed crime. In the time of Bentham, the prison was more inhumane and tried to “fix” people. It was a band aid solution. Lombroso attempted to find a solution for some of the factors that contributed to crime:
· For people who lived in extreme weather the best way to reduce crime is to have a lot of pools or salt baths.

· Crimes of the sexual nature can be reduced if men are allowed to easily divorce.

· For alcohol dependent people, in order to reduce crime, you should:

· Increase the price.
· Limit the supply.
· Provide people with alternatives such as tea rooms and coffee houses.
· Poverty can be reduced by ensuring that everyone has a job and making the rich share with the poor.

Prisons don’t work because they are inhumane and almost always useless. It’s creating people who are going to be worse off when they leave. In classical criminology, people were believed to be rational; therefore they will use the rational calculus (cost vs. benefits) in order to determine whether or not they will commit a crime. In positive criminology, Lombroso believed that everything that comes out of classical criminology doesn’t work.

The fundamental preposition undoubtedly is what ought to be studied, not so much the abstract crime as the criminal. The focus shouldn’t be on the action, but on the actor. This will give the best insight as to why the person committed the crime. In classical criminology, the actor is still present, but it’s just abstracted out. For example, Beccaria takes the actor out and focuses on action, while Bentham looks at the action along with the actor. As shown, classical criminology already has a slight departure. 
The body was a way to access the mind, but everyone isn’t rational in the same way. The body is something that reveals and isn’t just a canvas. Lombroso believes that fines forced labour without imprisonment.

William Sheldon came up with three body types. For each of those, he matches three temperaments (being and thinking).

· Ectomorphs: long and lean, little body fat

· Endomorphs: heavier and rounder, lots of body fat

· Mesomorphs: athletic, solid, strong

The Bell Curve by Richard Herrnstein and Charles Murray states that intelligence is something that people are born with. All the money that is put into education isn’t working because the IQ tests haven’t been showing better results. This concludes that smarter people are getting married earlier and having fewer kids. The dumber people are having more kids and they are dumbing down society. Actual statistics show that:
· Average IQ scores are rising (1930s/1940s and marginal).
· The gap between intelligent people and non-intelligent people are narrowing.
· IQ scores between black and whites are also narrowing. 
