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Under Canadian law you are presumed innocent until proven guilty in a court of law 
Criminal justice system 
Investigate crime 
Identify offenders 
Appropriate crime punishment 
Justice delayed is justice denied 
More likely to be charge and arrested if poor 
More likely to be charged if arrest
More likely to be convicted if arrested
More likely to be sentenced if convicted 
Wrongful convictions 
Show that the presumption of innocent if not always followed 
Is errors because it made up of humans 
Not everyone has income to afford a lawyer 
Causes of wrongful convictions 
Professional and beuricatic wrong doing 
Police relying on the characteristics of an individual instead of evidence 
Suppression of evidence 
Hidden, lost, or deliberately lost 
Coercion, intimidation
Jury contamination 
Poor legal aid 
Eyewitnesses 
Are not as accurate as we once thought 
Inequality in Canada 
Socially, economically powerless to fight back 
Consequences of wrongful convictions
Charged for a crime you didn’t commit 
Real criminal goes free 
Public’s view of the justice system is lowered 
The falsely accused’s family is victimized
Documentaries in the media have had a huge impact on educating the public on the rights of wrongful convictions 
The state and government have been forced to take legal actions against judges and lawyers 
Wrongful convictions leads to tax money being used to pay those who were wrongly convicted 
Practice of law is a business
 
struggle for justice video – Jamie nelson story 

guess speaker – Kelly 
the problem begins because the system is a human system 
police hunches 
lawyer’s and juries beliefs 
there is no accountability in the criminal justice system for judges and others who wrongfully convict 
because there is no objective outside group to investigate or ensure accountability 
10 thousand people a year in Canada 
a lot of the focus is on why it happens and not on how to stop it 
the wrongfully convicted are revictimized because they are not giving any tools to deal with the world after being releases from jail 
especially with the changes that occur in society while they are locked away 









Lecture on February 4th 2014 and schools of though throughout history textbook reading for criminology sociology 

Punishment and rehabilitation 
Early criminology is Rooted and 18h and 19th centuries 
During this time there were really severe and harsh punishments 
The enlightenment brought a revolt against the traditional strict laws and the views they are based on
Bring the issues into the open 
the onset of crime is when it starts 
is looked at through research 
low intelligence is tied to crime 
Victimization 
the definitions that exist are very broad and generally do not include the state 
victimization statements are higher than reported 
may believe police cannot do anything 
may be doing something illegal themselves 
do not want to be identified 
people fear about becoming victimized 
because of media 
life style increases or decreases the likelihood 
much more likely to be victimized by someone you know than strangers 
life style of victimization is influenced by age, gender, partying and social status, single, public activities, routines 
women in a relationships are much more likely to be victimized 

Evidence based criminal justice policy 
Many decisions being made today are being made by politicians and have nothing to do with evidence 
Has more to do with ideology 
Such as war on crime even if there is no crime 
Huge decline in crime rate despite these policies 
Is important because we spends millions of dollars of the criminal justice systems money on locking people up hoping that it will make society safer 
Get touch on crime 
Bringing in mandatory minimum sentences
Requirements for an evidence based policy 
1. Demands empirical evidence of the effectiveness of a policy 
2. Sets a very high requirement of experimental or quasi-experimental research design 
3. Replication must be done 
When we use the war metaphor against crime it gives the impression that the criminals are the enemy 
Stigmatizes these people 
These people live in your neighbourhood and in Canada society 
Gives the impression that you can win the “war” 
Can never win 
Will never have a society without crime 
Politicians use this metaphor to get reelected 
We have an ideology that people must be held accountable 
The government doesn’t care why people have mental illness 
Don’t care about the deterrence or rehabilitation 
Only care about making people may for their actions 
For a deterrence to work you have to be aware of it 
Liberals believe that if someone goes into jail they will come out as a changed person 
Crime control ideology 
Unproven assumptions by political parties 
Conservatives 
Discipline and self control will stop crime 
Will but the needs of a stable society above their own 
Personal responsibility 
Poverty is no excuse for crime 
Lack self discipline to get an education 
Mental illness is just an excuse for not succeeding 
See everyone as having free will to make choices 
Punish has a moral and practical element 
Because you choose to commit the crime 
Believes punishment shapes future behaviour (psych has disproven this) 
View their way as the right way to raise children to teach them right and wrong 
Liberal 
Emphasize the social influence of crime 
Crime is created base do social influences 
Family, peer group, neighbourhood, discrimination 
Social disorganization as the cause of crime 
Believe in transforming the social influences in our society 
Believe behaviour can be shaped and changed through programs 
Some programs have been implemented without evidence of their effectiveness 
Some programs are continued to be implemented even when they are shown to be ineffective 
Believe in solving the issue inside society instead of jail 
Have an optimistic view 
Conservative and liberal disagree over which set of rules to emphasize 
Conservatives emphasize a crime/social control 
Liberals emphasize criminal procedure (due process) 
Conservatives believe unchecked criminal behaviour leads to anarchy and the death of freedom 
Liberals do not believe this 
Herbert packer 
Crime control 
Assembly line 
In favour of the justice system over the accused and victim 
Conservative 
Due process 
Invoking your rights under the charter 
In favour of the accused and victim over the justice system 
Conservative attack on crime 
Can reduce serious crime if we just get tough with criminals 
Can reduce crime if we just unleash the cops and give them more power and resources 
Can deter crime through swifter more certain and severe punishment 
Should lock up more criminals by sending more to prison and for longer terms 
Can reduce crimes if we get rid of the multiple loop holes in sentencing that allow criminals to get away with crime 

Classical criminology
Late 18th century to mid 19th century 
Focused on the crime over the offender 
Historical context
Grew out of a reaction against the barbaric system of law, punishment and justice that existed before the French revolution 
Before that there was no real system of criminal justice in Europe 
Crimes were either against the church or against the crown and some where specified while others were not 
Judges had the power to convict people of an act not even legally defined as criminal 
Monarchs could imprison people for no reason at all if they liked 
“witches” were seen as criminals 
mainly people who refused to convert to Christianity 
the witch craze was made possible in part because of the vagueness of the criminal law 
laws were unwritten and the punishment for them were uncertain 
there was some official consensus on what constituted crime, but there was no real limit to the amount and type of legal sanction a court could command 
public punishments and torture to elicit confessions were popular events 
as crime rates rose both church and state became increasingly tyrannical, using violence to conquer violence
in later years the growing educated classes began to see the inconsistencies in violence punishment policies which were only causing more crime and violence within the society 
by mid 18th century social reformers were beginning to suggest a more rational approach to crime and punishment 
Cesare Beccaria (1738-1794)
In 1764 after seeing the prison system first hand he presented a coherent, comprehensive design for an enlightened criminal justice system that was to serve the people rather than the monarchy  
This caused him to become the father of what would be known as criminology 
Beccaria’s words provided the spark that ultimately ended medieval barbarism 
Believed that the crime problem could be traced to bad laws instead of bad people 
A modern criminal justice system should guarantee all people equal treatment before the law 
Based his opinions on the assumptions that people freely choose what they do and are responsible for the consequences of their behaviour 
Based on an underlying understanding of society’s contract between the individual and the state which was meant to prevent chaos and disorder 
Legislators should create laws and judges should impose punishment in accordance with the laws 
Laws should be limited in scope, written down, and clear so that people would be able to access and understand it when making decisions on how to behave 
Punishment should reflect the crime not the criminal and should be certain and swift 
Believed people act in ways that will maximize their pleasure and minimize their pain 
The punishment for the crime should be sever enough that it outweighs the pleasures of the action 
The guiding principle of the criminal justice process was the presumption of innocence and that all people should be treated equally regardless of social standing 
After the French revolution, Beccaria’s basic tenets served as a guide for the drafting of the French penal code which was adopted in 1791 
Others followed suit in following years 
Jeremy Bentham’s (1748-1832) Utilitarianism 
Devoted his life to developing a scientific approach to the making and breaking of laws 
His work was governed by Utilitarianism principles 
 Utilitarianism: assumes that all huma actions are calculated in accordance with their likelihood of bringing happiness (pleasure) or unhappiness (pain) 
people weigh the probabilities of present and future pleasures against those of present and future pain 
proposed a precise pseudomathematical formula for this process called “felicific calculus” 
humans are “human calculators” who put all the factors into an equation in order to decide whether or not a particular crime is worth committing 
is punishment became to costly be creating more harm than good penalties needed to be set just a bit in excess of the pleasure one might derive from committing a crime, and no higher 
the laws exist in order to create happiness for the community 
distinguished between two types of deterrence 
individual deterrence: refers to deterring a particular individual from offending again 
three stages 
1. taking away the physical power of offending 
2. taking away the desire of offending 
3. making him afraid of offending 
general deterrence: affects potential offenders from offending at all  
created one of the most famous prison designs “panopicon”
never realized fully in practice
Bentham and Cesare Beccaria (classical school 18th century)
1. The law should be as least restrictive as possible 
2. The law should grantee the rights of the accused person at all stages of the criminal justice process 
3. The law should give clear and precise description of what offences and their penalties are 
4. It should take the form of a written contract with the government 
5. Punishment was justified as long as the offender infringed on the rights of others 
6. The severity of the law should be drastically curtailed and should be no more than the crime committed, should not go beyond what is necessary to deter the criminal and others from injuring their fellow citizens 
7. The nature of the penalty should correspond with that of the crime 
8. Punishment should be inflicted with speed and certainty 
9. 
10. The person was considered to be rational and have free will 
11. The prevention of crime was to be that the rules are clearly set out and the system as no time for habitation 

the classical school: an evaluation 
had an immediate and profound impact on jurisprudence and legislation 
the rule of law spread quickly 
had a large influence on penal and correctional policy 
the classical principle that punishment must be appropriate to the crime was universally accepted during the 19th and early 20th centuries 
criticisms 
the argument was to simple 
the notion of deterrence presents some problems for the classical criminologists’ prediction that changes to the criminal justice system will result in a decrease in crime   
lack of certainty in punishment for crimes is illustrated by the large dark figure of crime 
large wait times for court dates and sentencing in modern day courts takes away from the swift principle in punishment 
punishments such as fines may not carry the same weight for different classes of people 
pain and pleasure are not the same for everyone 
the classical school: legacy 
includes restricting the power of judges 
punishments that meet the crime 
equality before the law 
due process and the accused’s rights 
the criticisms of the classical school lead to the development of the neo-classical perspective 
challenged the rigidity of the legal system 
proposed a modification to the punishment system recognizing that not all people are the same and the individual difference may need individual punishments 
argued that age and mental competence were factors 

positive criminology
early 19th century to today
positive school: posits that human behaviour is determined by forces beyond individual control and that it is possible to measure these forces 
view criminal behaviour as stemming from biological, psychological and social factors 
the introduction of use of science 
started viewing things from a statistical stand point 
differences from classical school 
1. interested in the offender over the crime
2. take in to consideration the environment in which the offender was in 
3. saw punishment as a measure for the prevention of crime 
4. insist on adaption of the penalty to the individual personality 
5. 
6. 
7. the classical school extorts men to study justice and the positive school extorts justice to study men 
restorative justice 
early positivist theories centered on biological factors
studies of those factors dominated the last half of the 19th century 
in the 20th century the biological factors were ignored 
throughout the 20th psychologists and psychiatrists played a major role in the study of crime causation 
sociological theories developed in the second half of the 19th century and advanced throughout the 20th and continues to dominate the field today 

biological determinism: the search for criminal traits 
in the earliest pursuit looked at the skull and facial features 
through the ages, disabled, hunchbacks, people with long air and multitude of others were viewed with suspicion
the belief that criminals are born not made and can be identified by various physical irregularities 
school of human physiognomy
16th century founded by Giambattista della Porta
the study of facial features and their relation to human behaviour 
a thief had large hips and sharp vision 
science of phrenology
Franz Joseph Gall and Johann Kaspar Spurzheim 
Posited that bumps on the head were indications of psychological propensities 
the Italian school 
Cesare Lombroso (1835-1909)
Used Comte’s positivism, Darwin’s evolutionism and the studies that had been done previously 
Replaced the concept of free will, with determinism 
Criminals are lower form of life, nearer to their apelike ancestors in trait and dispositions 
Distinguishable by various atavistic stigmata 
Physical features of creatures at an earlier stage of development 
Frequently have huge jaws and strong canine teeth, larger arm span
An individual with any five of the stigmata is a born criminal 
Criminal women are difference from criminal men 
Insane criminals: not criminals from birth but become criminal as a result of some change in their brains that interferes with their ability to distinguish between right and wrong 
Criminoloids: make up an ambiguous group that includes habitual criminals, criminals by passion and other diverse types 
Enrico Ferri (1856-1929)
Associate of Lombroso 
Agreed with Lombros’s biological biases 
His interest in socialism led him to recognize the importance of social, economic and political determinants 
Believed criminals could not be held morally responsible for their crimes because they did not choose to commit crimes but rather were driven to commit them by conditions in their lives 
Stressed that society needed protection against criminal acts and it was the purpose of law and penal policy to do so 
Was more interested in controlling crimes though preventive measures 
E.g. state control of manufacture of weapons, inexpensive housing, better street lighting ect 
Believed a strict adherence to preventive measures based on scientific methods would eventually reduce crime and allow people to live together in society with less dependence on the penal system 
Raffaele Garofalo (1852-1934)
Follower of Lombroso 
Rejected the idea of free will 
Traced the roots of criminal behaviour to psychological features which we called “moral anomalies” 
Natural crimes are found in all human societies, regardless of the views of lawmakers and no civilized society can afford to disregard them 
Natural crimes are those that offend the basic moral sentiments of probity (respect for the property of others) and piety (revulsion against the infliction of suffering on others)
An individual who has an organic deficiency in these moral sentiments has no moral constraints against committing such crimes and could not be help responsible for their actions 
Believed society needed protection and that penal policy should be designed to prevent criminals from inflicting harm 
Suggested that the death penalty could rid society of its maladaptive members so they cannot pass on their genes
Similar to natural selection
Much more interested in protecting society then the rights of the offenders 
Somatotype school 
Related body build to behaviour 
Popular during the first half of the 20th century 
William Sheldon (1898-1977)
Three types of somatotypes:
The endomorph, the mesomorph, and the ectomorph 
Mesomorph: physically powerful, aggressive, athletic physiques 
Tend to be involved in illegal behaviour 
Worked out a point system for judging humans 
On a scale of 1 to7 you could measure the relative dominance of each body type in any given individual 
Was later supported by others 
Criticisms: Methodological flaws 
Non-representative selection of their samples (bias) 
Failure to account or cultural stereotyping 
Poor statistical analyses 
Inherited criminality 
Criminality is inherited through genes 
Richard Dugdale (1841-1883)
Some families produce generations of criminals, they must be transmitting a degenerate trait down the line 
Henry Goddard (1866-1957)
Based on this assumption some U.S. states permitted the sterilization of habitual offenders 
Have been discredited as genetic and environmental influences cannot be separated 

Psychological determinism
Pioneers in criminal psychology 
Isaac Ray (1807-1881)
Acknowledged as the first American forensic psychiatrist
Defended the concept of moral insanity
People that were normal in all sense expect the part of the brain that regulates affective responses 
Wondered if these people should be held legally responsible  
Henry Maudsley (1835-1918)
Shared Ray’s concerns about criminal responsibility 
Some people may be considered either “insane of criminal according to the standpoint from which they are looked at”
Believed that for many people crime is an outlet in which their unsound tendencies are discharged 
They would go mad if they were not criminals 
Psychological studies of criminals 
Around the turn of the 20h century psychologists used their new measurement techniques to study offenders 
Intelligence testing of inmates was popular 
Seemed to provide an objective basis for differentiating criminals from non-criminals 
As results of studies IQ measures largely disappeared as a basis for explaining criminals behaviour 

Sociological determinism 
During the 19th and early 20th centuries 
Adolphe Quetelet (1796-1874) and Andre Michel Guerry (1802-1866)
Concluded that society not the decisions of individual offenders was responsible for criminal behaviour 
Guerry found that the main factor in poverty crime was opportunity 
There was more to steal in richer areas 
Quetelet concluded that if we look at overall patterns of behaviour of groups across a whole society, we find a startling regularity of rates of various behaviours
By focusing on groups instead of individuals he found that behaviour is indeed predictable, regular and understandable 
Believed a major goal of criminology research should be it identify factors related to crime and to assign to them their proper degree of influence  
Neither offered a theory of criminal behaviour 
Gabriel Tarde (1843-1904)
Served as a judge for 15 years
Criminals were normal people who learned crime just as other learned legitimate trades 
Formulated his theory in terms of laws of imitation 
Principles that governed the process by which people became criminals 
Individuals emulate behaviour patterns in much the same way that they copy styles of dress 
Emile Durkheim (1858-1917)
Crime is a normal part of society as birth and death 
Theoretically crime should disappear altogether only if all members of society has the same values and such standardization is neither possible or desirable 
Pointed out that all societies not only have crime but also have sanctions 
The rational for sanctions varies in accordance with the structure of society 
In a strong cohesive society, punishment of members who deviate is used to reinforce the value system thereby persevering the pool of common belief and the solidarity of society 
Punishment must be harsh to serve these ends 
In a large urbanized heterogeneous society, however punishment used not to preserve solidarity but rather to right wrongs done to victim
Punishment thus is evaluated in accordance with the harm done with the goal of restitution and reinstatement of order as quickly as possible  
In a large society the offence is not considered a threat to social cohesion, primarily because criminal acts do not catch the attention of most 
Anomie: a breakdown of social order as a result of a loss of standards and values e

Lecture on feb 11 15 
There has been an attempt to link personality with crime 
There are checklists to look at what personality traits people in jail have 
Psychopathy checklist 
Predict behaviour by indentifying factors 
Can use the factors to determine which factors will cause individuals to become criminals by the age of 8
The degree to which normal personality are linked to crime 
Introverted vs extroverted 
Socialable vs nonsocialble 
Cannot say that you can separate criminals from non criminals using personality 
Some criminals exhibit traits of being mentally ill but most are not mentally ill 
Of boys who adoptive and biological parents had no criminal records 
13.5% of boys in a Denmark study
of boys who either adoptive or biological parents had criminal records it is more likely that the child will become a criminal  
low intelligence can lead to delinquent behaviour and that is more important than educational level of parents or their social class 
intelligence is a protective factor 

theories of victimization 
age is important risk factor 
young people make up most of the victims and offenders 
there is a life style of victimization 

worries of being convicted – none have anything to do with deterrence 
getting caught
family and peers finding out 
criminal record 
fair treatment in court 
costs of lawyer
what might happen to me between being found out and appearing in court 
media might find out
publicity or shame 

sentencing of offenders 
can be referred to as a roulette wheel 
there are many options for judges when it comes to sentencing 
give judges lots of options for different avenues 
the down side is that deterrence is limited 
public protection 
render the offender at least temporary incapable of reoffending
crime continues in prisons 
deterrence 
rehabilitation
we can some how change the offender by changing or correcting the conditions that caused the person to become criminal 
retribution 
balancing the harm that has been done by the crime 
the sentence is proportionate to the crime 
denudation 
 denouncing the behaviour because it undermines the values of society and reaffirms the values of society 
restitution or reparation 
try and return the state to what it was before 

March 11th 

Social conflict theory 
Crime is the out come of the power struggle that occurs in society 
the struggle determines who has power and what becomes criminal 
operates on fundamental assumption
society is dived by conflict rather than integrated by consensus 
society is made up of groups that are based on political and economic power 
differences in social class and in particular those arrangements within society that maintain class different are the focus of criminological study 
powerful groups makes laws that reflect and protect their interests 
crime is an outcome of the conflict between those who have and those who do not 
if poor people were to vote then the politicians would take interest 

radical criminology 
Karl Marx: Capitalism is the main cause for crime because it ensure that those who have keep having and those who do not keep not having 
Critical criminology needs to be differentiated from radical 
More reactive than proactive in its approach 
Critiques what’s been rather what’s coming 
Radical criminology can be divided into two groups 
Structural Marxism 
Sees capitalism as self maintaining system in which the law and the justice system work together 
Even the rich are subject to laws which undermine the system 
Instrumental Marxism 
The justice system uses the existing the poor in check, to keep them disenfranchised and maintaining the power relationships 
Make sure the poor stay poor 
Social reality theory 
Richard Quinny 1974 
The American society is based on an advanced capitalist economy
The state is organized to serve the dominant economic class 
Criminal law is an instrument of the state and ruling class to maintain and perpetuate the existing social and economic order 
Crime control in a capitalist society is accomplished through a variety of institutions and agencies established and administered by an governmental elite representing ruling class interest for the purpose of establishing domestic order 
The contradictions of advanced capitalism, mainly the disjunction between existence and essence require that the subordinate classes remain oppressed by whatever means necessary especially through the coercion and violence of the legal system 
Only with the collapse of capitalist society and the creation of a new society based on socialistic principles by members of the lower classes will there be solution to the crime problem 

Feminist criminology 
Seen inequalities as being drawn solely along gender lines 
Five elements of feminists thoughts that distinguish women’s thought from men 
Gender is not a natural fact but complex, social, cultural, historical product, is but not simply related not to sex differences 
Gender and gender relations order social life and social institutions in fundamental ways 
Gender relations and constructs of masculinity and feminity are not symmetrical but are based on an organizing principle of mens superiority and social and political economic dominance over women  
Systems of knowledge reflect mens views of natural and social world, the production of knowledge is gendered 
Women should be at the center not the side of intellectual inquiry 
Should not be invisible or treated as appendages to men

Peace making criminology 
Trying to reconcile the victim and offender 
Crime control agencies and citizens should work together in order to maintain and obtain peace
John Brethway 
Restoring the state to the state it was before the crime 
Restorative justice model
Crime is an act against another person or the community 
Crime control lies primarily with the community 
Offender accountability is defined as assuming responsibility and taking action to repair harm 
Crime has both individual and social dimensions of responsibility 
Victims are central to the process of resolving a crime 
The offender is defined by the capacity to makes reparations or compensation 
 Restitution is a means of restoring both parties with a goal of reconciliation 
the community is the facilitator in the restorative process 
the response is focused on harmful consequences of the offenders behaviours, the emphasis is on the future and reparation
there is direct involvement by the victim and offender  
Restorative justice must be compared to retributive justice 
E.g. Circle healing circles, mediation 
Involve participation of members from the society 
Retributive justice (traditional approach): retribution is justice, holding them to account for the actions that have caused harm to others 
Crime is an act against the state, a violation of the law, an abstract idea 
Criminal justice system controls crime 
Offender accountability is defined as taking punishment 
Crime is an individual act with individual responsibility 
Victims are side line to the process of solving crime 
The offender is defined by deficits (their short comings)
The emphasis is on adversarial relationships 
Crown to represent state 
Lawyer to represent offender
Pain is imposed to punish, deter and prevent 
Community is on the sidelines and is represented abstractly by the sate 
The response is focused on the offender’s past behaviour 
There is a dependence on criminal justice professions 

Rational choice perspective 
Assumes people makes decision with specific goals in mind and weighs the pros and cons 
Most crime is either extraordinary or of an impaired mind 
Minor crimes 
People commit crimes because they believe it is a rational choice 
Can analyze crime when they occur
The number of targets and their accessibility
Familiarity with the chosen method  
How much profit you can gain from the crime 
The time required to commit the crime 
The danger 
Characteristics of the offender 
Specific needs 
Their values 
Their learning experiences 
Characteristics of the offence 
The location
target 
yield of the offence 
Involvement in crime is based on a decision made based on these characteristics 
The choices are also made by routine activity 

Routine activity approach 
A crime can only occur if someone intends to commit a crime, something or someone is to be victimized, no other person present to prevent or observe the crime, no person is present to control the actions of the likely offender 
Look at routine patterns of people to determine when the best time to strike/commit a crime 
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