Crim 2301 First Week Criminological Theories

· Got the written Syllabus
· Historical criminology theories
· Demonic
· Structure- the Church (God and Divine law)
· Deviance- Sin (temptation or possession)
· Cause- supernatural powers on individuals 
· Response- trials, tortures, (lex talionis)
· Critique- reliance on belief (not fact)
· Critique- untestable 
· Critique- torturous mutilation
· Critique- assumption of consensus
· Classical criminology
· Structure- state and legislative power
· Social contract-consensus meaning a social responsibility
· More power to the state than to the church 
· Deviance- utilitarian calculus, individual act meaning the act that was carried out and the punishment of it by trying to calculate the harm done
· Cause- hedonism (is there gain or is there more pain)
· Response- punishment (swift and certain, it must be proportional, rational and it must deter the act from happening)
· Critique- focus on the individual 
· Critique- focus on the individual level, the individual is the target
· Effectiveness of deterrence 
· Assumptions of consensus, equality 
· Neo-classicial Criminology 
· Structure- state (consensus)
· Response must consider
· People like Beccaria and Bentham 
· Must have mitigating circumstances meaning what are the circumstances that made them do this and circumstances in the case
· Record the offender
· Pathology (social inequalities and physical defects) 
· Why did people do what they did
· Positivism (bio/ pathological)
· Structure- state and science
· Deviance- determinism (pathology) something about the individual that is influencing them to act as they do
· Cause- differentiation- Individual Behaviour (actors) 
· Response- treatment over punishment 
· Critique- criminal’s vs non-criminals? Hard to distinguish
· People like Lombroso looked for physical features that were seen as characteristics of a criminal- this was a very biased way to determine criminals
· Critique- intrusive treatments, sometimes a lot of cruel methods
· Critique- too much focus on the individual; ignores different situations
· Critique- individual is allegedly too passive, if they follow all different defects there would be a lot more people in jail, this means that many people who are mentally challenged can still control their decisions and not commit any crime whatsoever 
· Modern theorizing in criminology 
· The readings for this class will breakdown modern theorising into a four quadrant model and canvases
· Types of questions is it micro or macro level search questions, each can bring in many new factors
· Methodologies employed there are different paradigms, such as the positivist paradigm which uses systematic measurement. There are others also that will be looked at
· Level of analysis
· Treatment of temporarily
· Voice it can influence all that is explored
· The four quadrant model is based on 2 axes
· Level of analysis
· Scope or scale of analysis
· Unit of analysis
· Macro or micro
· Temporality-
· Synchronic- slice of time
· Diachronic- throughout time, changes that have occurred over time such as peoples behaviours and what influences them
· THERE IS A COPY OF A CHART IN THE SYLABUS AND IS IN THE NOTE ONLINE
· Micro-Synchronic
· Acts- why do some people commit a crime? Metaphor-Resemblance Social Learning Theory. So basically this is asking why people commit crime, different eras of criminology will offer different explanations. There are actors and individuals, often attributed to classical criminology.
· This idea can be important to positivism- it looks to how criminals look and what makes them act as criminals. This is a comparison and metaphors and the idea of resemblance.
· Social learning theory is newer idea, it offers more of a recent question on what makes a criminal. Looks more at what the person has done and why they have done it, what has made them do what they do?
· Micro Diachronic
· Interaction- what is the process by which individuals come to be defined as criminal? Metonymy-Essence and Labelling Theory.
· This is almost a critique on positivism because for far too long we have been labeling people in a very racist and sexist way, our reaction to others can influence their behaviour
· This is a very different approach than Synchronic
· It’s a micro category because it is still focusing on the individual
· This kind of questioning to bring it to the next level which is macro
· The voice or essence is all the assumptions and physical labels people give to criminals, sort of how many people will say one culture or race is more likely to commit crime 
· Macro-Synchronic 
· Social Organization- why does criminal activity persist? Synecdoche: part/whole Strain Theory 
· Why is criminal activity persisting
· What causes crime rates to be higher in some areas, what is happening at the neighbourhood level that is impacting people, what are the broader social and economic aspects that are causing people to ask the way they do
· This causes people to strain to keep inside the law
· This is again another social factor that is effecting people
· The voice for this is somewhat confusing, there are some similarities with the labelling process, there are terms used that represent as a whole such as the word “Soldier” or “Politician” it is a representation to an entire division or even using the word “Police” can represent the whole criminal justice system.
· It is macro because there is an interest on different aspects. Less interest on the factors over time and more interest in the factors happening in the here and now
· Macro-Diachronic
· Social change- what are the dynamics by which crime and criminal justice change? Irony, Critical Criminology 
· It gives us a different critical to look through
· You can focus your attention on a different level of deviance such as the effects of corporate crimes and state crime. There are deeper criminal questions to be asked. How are the effecting society as a whole
· It’s a different question entirely
· [bookmark: _GoBack]Very different set of ideas and focus
