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CRCJ 1000
Final Exam Review

Lombroso and the Italian School
The Italian School:
Lombroso (1835-1909)
· The Italian school.
· Shift to the NATURE of the criminal; versus rationalism of Beccaria.
· Concept of atavism.
· Atavistic individuals were the born criminals.
· Positivism as major influence; evolutionary sciences.

Lombroso, Ferri & Garofalo
· Lombroso created concept of atavism
· This was the basis of the theory that criminals are fundamentally different, criminology based on medical seizures.

1. Cesare Lombroso
· Atavism: according to the theory of “recapitulation” and individual’s ontogeny (the development of each individual belonging to a species would in fact “recapitulate” phylogeny (the development of the species).

2. Enrico Ferri
· Argued that criminal behaviour could be explained by studying the interaction of a range of factors
· Under Ferri’s influence, positivism developed into a multiple factor approach.
· Socialism and positive science was Ferri’s text.
· Positivism is rejection of all previous classical theories (denial of free will, rational choice theories)
· Ferri departs from Lombroso’s linking criminals’ body parts to crimes  and states that it’s also because of the environment, as in certain environments create certain types of criminals
· This type of causal linkage is key factor in Positivist philosophy





3. Raffaele Garofalo: The Hardliner
· Saw criminals as threat to human species
· Writes about eugenics, is evolutionary positivist
· Advocates for neutralization of criminals
· Not just focused on criminal body types, but criminal minds and genetics
· Was both an academic and a practising lawyer.
· Doctrine of natural crimes where he argued that because society is a natural body, crimes or offenses against the law of nature.
· Criminal behaviour is therefore unnatural.
· Not just focused on body types, but criminal minds.
· Criminals lack sentiments of pity and probity.
· Criminals failed to live by the basic human sentiments necessary for the survival of the species. Elimination of logical outcome to secure species survival.
**Note**
· Ferri also joined with Lombroso and his fellow positivists in challenging the free will assumption that largely underlay the work of the classical theorists.
Major contributions of the Italian school:
· Brought criminology together, brought it into social sciences
· Role of experts— highly trained individuals who can disprove unbiased opinions and perform research
· Expansion, post-Ferri, towards an appreciation of environmental factors; interaction of nature and nurture
· Streamed into the Italian fascist movement with uncomfortable ease, which in turn streamed into the German fascist movement
· Role of science for the study of crime
· Fascism
Bio criminology
· Roots in positivism and the Italian school
· Focused on the body as a site of study
· Two branches: inherited genetic and heredity theories
· Major Field of early criminology.






Figures from bio-criminologies: Henry Goddard, the Harvard School
Goddard, (1912): “The Kallikak Family”
· Shows a “normal” vs. a “degenerate” side of the same family, to show how behavioral deviance was inherited
· Modern revisiting of these statistics has shown that Goddard fudged numbers
· All of this can be seen as environmental rather than genetic, however.
· In the end, Goddard published flawed, racist, fudged data that made targets out of immigrants


Eugenics Movements and Law
· US Supreme Court Case of Buck v. Bell (1927)
· Legalizes sterilization of the “feebleminded”
· The law permitting involuntary sterilization of humans continued until 1924 in Virginia

Eugenics in Canada
Helen MacMurphy is pro-eugenics, also leading Canadian feminist
· Wrote “The Almosts: a Study of the Feebleminded”
· Last sterilizations in Alberta were in 1960’s

Constitutional Theories
These were bio-theories that weren’t eugenic.
· Charles Goring’s “The English Convict” (1913) was a huge study of 3000+ prisoners in the UK
· Stylistically positioned against Lombroso, but had similar findings of anatomy having a causal relationship with crime— his main dispute with Lombroso was on their differing methods, of which Goring advocated for gathering of statistics relating to height, age and weight and Lombroso studied facial features


The Harvard School
Hooton, Sheldon, and the Gluecks.
· Last major bio-criminal school (most fell out of common favour after WW2)

Earnest A. Hooton’s “The American Criminal: an Anthropological Study” and “Crime and the Man”
· Hooton is adamantly opposed to any environmental or social theories; fundamentally positivist
· “Race is a stronger determinant of crime than nationality”
· “Certain races engage in certain crimes”
William Sheldon and Soma-typing
· Sheldon argues that body is indicator of historical habits
· Lists three types of bodies: endomorphs, mesomorphs and ectomorphs, which were plump, athletic, and skinny people, respectively.
· Said that mesomorphs were more likely to commit crimes
· Sheldon moved towards studying youth

The Gluecks
· Supported Sheldon, disagreed with Hooton
· Started introducing a psychological typing of criminals, so they could identify criminals not just physically but also mentally
· Gluecks take a highly medicalize approach to genetics

Two major contributions of Harvard School:
· Genetics
· Trait-based typologies of offenders

Rebirth of the Positivist School
· Between 1920s and 1970s, biological explanations fell into disfavor and were largely supplanted by sociological approaches
· Biological / Psychological explanations enjoyed revival during 70s and 80s, as society viewed social solutions to crime as ineffective
· Sociological approaches also attacked by Marxist side for failing to recognize macro-economic components of rise in crime

Bio-Criminology
Roots of positivism and the Italian school. The major site of study is the body.
PHYSIOGNOMY: means characterology- major influence on phrenology 19th century
Phrenology- study of brain/head
Studied heredity and genetics. e.g. Dugdale(1877) and Goddard (1912)
Somatotypes: Endomorphs: fat, Mesomorphs: muscular and athletic build, Ectomorphs: skinny.
Harvard School: The Gluecks: Stated that bodily constitution is probably determined genetically.



Altered state theories
Movement away from causal theories to correlational
· Movement away from “inherited” (born that way) to a “something has changed this person to become a criminal” approach

Head injuries:
· Relatively new field of science
· Front lobe injuries. Impacts personality, social interactions
· Belcher case: post-mortem for CTE
· This is an example of a degenerative state

Neurotransmitters
· Changes to our transmitters affect us negatively
· Testosterone, PMS are examples

Food / Diet produced disorders
· effect on serotonin levels
· poor diet can lead to impulsiveness, violence
· (Harvey Milk murder is an example— “Twinkiegate”)

Neurotransmitters: MAOA and MAOB
· the “warrior gene” research
· warrior gene monoamine oxidase A (MAOA)
· A gene that can show how violent a person is, possibly?

Alcoholism and Genetics
· Studies have found that relation between alcoholism, mental illness, criminality

Environmental Neurotoxins
Do higher levels of pollution contribute to habitual criminality?
· Cincinnati lead study shows that increase in lead content in prenatal blood leads to increase in arrest rate



Re-Emergence of Positivist School
2 branches: one focused on natural characteristics; another on altered characteristics
· This complicates Classical notion of free will
Noted for its more dubious results in crime prevention.

Criticisms of Bio-Criminology
· “genes create basic blueprint, environment shapes final outcome”— the two branches of biocrim often have to compromise and do not always agree
· current bio-criminology tries to refrain from causal arguments that were widespread in the past
· Shift from causation to risk
Ethics debates:
· Re-emergence of eugenics?
· Widespread misinterpretations and stigma.


Psychological theories (Freud, trait-based)
Individual Focused Crime Theories
Psychological Theories and Crime Choice Theories
· Crime choice theories are more nurture rather than nature (i.e. they are not innate but rather created/given)

There are three major types of crime theory:
1. Psychoanalytic theory
2. Trait-based theories
3. Psychological learning
a) classical conditioning 
b) operant conditioning
c) Frustration-Aggression theory
d) Social learning theory

Psychoanalytic Theory
· Strongly founded in the teachings of Sigmund Freud
· Freud’s perspective is based on the assumption that humans’ actions are driven by subconscious, regulated by the conscious
· Many of these subconscious actions are supposedly sexual
· Freud states that much of our behavior is based off of sexuality
· Repression / “Governance of” sexuality makes a society where sex is always being thought of.
Three parts to look at: Id, ego, superego
Id
· The instinctual, impulsive part of our mind
· Contains hidden urges, desires, wishes
· Acts in accordance to “pleasure principle”, which demands instant gratification
Superego
· Develops as we mature
· Moral compass
· Conscience
Ego
· The negotiator between id and superego
· Compromises to govern how we got 

Freudian Criminology
Attributes crime to:
1. Lack of Superego
· Child-rearing, early childhood development problems can lead to a ‘lack of moral compass’
2. Overactive Superego
· Individuals who commit crimes in order to be punished (to lessen feelings of guilt). Also known as “stupid crimes”.
· Usually commit crimes because of economic circumstance
· This unconscious guilty feeling can be exploited by police in interrogations
3. Weak Ego
· Impulsive offenders have an ego that’s unable to govern Id and superego
· Usually linked to sex crime

Psychoanalytics and “sexual deviance”
Russel Williams case is example
· Began escalating crime spree, with beginning stealing underwear and eventually murdering
· The psychoanalytic approach states that he had a sexual disorder, and therefore should be treated

Sexual disorders are result of suppressed, latent, and unconscious desires; inability of person to effectively deal with their desires
· Preoccupation with sexual crimes
· Escalation shows desire to be caught
· Deviant desire can be managed to conform to social norms
· Very descriptive, not prescriptive, as its’ solutions mostly deal with post-incarceration treatment
Trait-based personality theories
· Criminological theory has focused on traits like impulsiveness, aggression, extroversion, neuroticism, psychoticism, thrill seeking, hostility, emotional volatility.

States that criminality stems from abnormal personality traits as opposed to unconscious desires
· Creates typologies, then tries to find people who fit typology

Harvey Cleckly (1941): “Mask of Sanity”
· Psychopathy isn’t a crazy, deranged, visibly different antisocial killer but instead is a cunning, seemingly normal person (on the outside)

Psychopaths versus Psychotics
· Psychotics are unfit to accept burden of criminal responsibility, whereas psychopaths are cunning, and cognoscente and conscious of their actions.

Psychometrics
· Deals with identifying psychopaths
· 20 point psychopathy checklist is example
· Late 18th century: Pinel’s insanity without delirium
· 1940’s: Cleckly’s The mask of Sanity
· Since 1980’s: Robert hare’s Psychopathy checklist
· Trait-based theories are generated by actuarian lists
· Psychopathy checklist is example

Numerous other trait based tools for:
· Custody rating scales (Canadian Prisons, if you have over 85 you get sent to maximum security)

Looks for:
· Antisocial behaviors
· ADHD
· Susceptibility to drugs and gang crime
· Juvenile delinquency

· Hare’s argument is that psychopathy isn’t always criminal, people who are psychopaths may not always engage in criminal behavior, but they will engage in antisocial behavior

Biggest challenge to trait-based theory research is correlation/causation of traits to crime
· Often research will show patterns, but it’s important to temper reactions with ethical considerations
· Lists have agreements of core features but often have contradictory lesser traits

Some checklists comprise many activities that are common and normal, particularly among young people:
· Such as drinking and breaking rules



Very descriptive, a little weaker prescriptively
· Trait-based theories are very big in popular culture, as they are black and white.
· As per trait-based theories, the earlier mentioned Russell Williams would be a guilty, cunning offender who is cognoscente of his actions and consequences.
· (i.e. not viewing him as having a sexual disorder but rather  particular form of behavioural personality)
· Outcome: rarely treatable, high likelihood of reoffending

Philosophy of trait-based: 
· Can’t treat offenders, offenders will always pose significant risk.

Behavioural and learning theories (Pavlov, Skinner, Bandura)

Psychological Theories
1. Classical conditioning theory
· Pavlov’s dog example
· Paired feelings and activities
· Possibility for increase of criminal behavior: escalation theories
· Arousal theories: crime makes you feel good
· (which leads to) Escalation theory: have to do more and more to get that initial rush






Skinner thought that pairing direct feelings to crime limited the field vastly
· Therefore argued that we need to look at systems of risk, reward, punishment in environment as the factors that contributed to why people acted in certain ways.

2. Operant Conditioning theory
Behaviorism: 
· Organism “operates” on its environment, learning what works and what doesn’t work through reward and punishment
· C. Ray Jeffrey (1965) argues that if reward for crime is high and risk of punishment is low, chances of criminal behavior increase drastically
· Jeffries states that non-social reinforcers are more rewarding than social reinforcers (i.e money is more rewarding than respect)

3. Frustration-Aggression theories
· “aggression as normal response to frustration” is seen as problematic
· theory states that rewards are hard to definitively measure, instead says we should look at frustrations of people



Social learning theory


4. Social Learning theory
· (big guy to associate with this one is Albert Bandura)
· Bandura calls his theory “social cognitive theory” or “social cognitivism”
· Not on reward and punishment debate but on idea that individuals are complex beings who do not simply respond mechanically, but observe and analyze situations before they decide to act, this is social learning.
· Ex.: Bobo doll experiment
· Also known as observational or vicarious learning, where you don’t have to engage in the behavior to learn it







“Killology”
· David Grossman creates moral panic about video games and gun violence based on Bandura’s social learning
· This is applying Bandura as a social cultural critique

· Social learning; heavy emphasis on personal agencies in adopting/modeling behaviors based on “role models”
· Focus on “imitation crimes”, “copycat crimes”
· Heavy emphasis on criminality being attached to media exposure, i.e. “becoming famous”
· Heavy emphasis on personal/criminal objectives of making social norms; being manlier, tough.
· Bandura: crime prevention best sieved by positive modeling strategies
· Psych theories are highly specialized. Driven by experts and high levels of education/expertise
· Not very prescriptive. Good at description and understanding, evaluating individuals, not as good at preventions, with the exception of people already in the criminal justice system (by treating them before they reoffend)
· Great for policy, bad for politics (people don’t really care about in-and-out serial offenders)

Crime Choice Theories
Strong prescriptive element as opposed to descriptive element
· Individual crime theory, primarily inspired by classical theories of crime
· Boyd uses term “crime choice theory” instead of “rational choice theory”
· Some dispute over terms such as “rational”
· “crime choice” theories assume that most, if not all, people indulge in crime

· The main difference between offenders and non-offenders is merely how often and how severely the crimes are committed.

According to the theory, an individual commits crime when perceived benefits outweigh perceived costs.
· Perceived benefits can include both material and non-material.

“Utilitarian calculus”
· Refers to the idea that if there were no negative consequences for committing crime, everyone would be criminals
· The theory states that almost all criminality is taking advantage of opportunity.
· Neo-classical theory



Popularity of the crime choice theories driven by political currents of the 70s and 80s.
· With heightened focus on urban and youth crime

Rational choice theory as culmination of popular movements calling for more crime control.
· Roots of “tough on crime” movements.
· “re-visitation” of classical theory
· blurring of retribuitive and consequentialist theories

**Emphasis on deterrence, as this creates more risk and reduces likelihood of choosing crime**
Crime Choice Theories: 2. Deterrence Theory

Deterrence theories
· Increase cost of crime, making negative consequences greater than rewards
· Pioneered by utilitarian thinkers (mostly Bentham) and developed by the neo-classical theories of 70s and 80s

Deterrence Thoery:
· Element of sentencing 
· Utilitarian thinkers 
· Appropriateness level
Consequentialist Theory
· FORWARD LOOKING
· Political Prescription
· Transparent 
· Humane Treatment 
· Rehabilitation
· Functional 

Utilitarianism/consequentialism/instrumental
· Jeremy Bentham and John Stuart Mill.
· Forward-looking
· Goal is to maximize pleasure/happiness for the largest number of people.
· Consequentialist-goodness of an act is based solely on its consequences.
· The end justifies the means.


Utilitarian approaches
Deterrence:
General:
· Punishment will discourage other would-be lawbreakers.
Specific: 
· Punishment will discourage the offender from reoffending.
Incapacitation:
· Punishment will remove the offender from society, thus eliminating any threat.
Rehabilitation:
· Punishment will show the offender the error of his/her ways.
· Teach new skills, values, lifestyles to promote re-entry into society as law-abiding citizens.
Denunciation:
· public humiliation, shaming
· Punishment as an expression of society’s disapproval.
· Promote satisfaction for members of society.

Retributive 
· Backwards looking
· retaliation punishment should pay the offender back in kind for his or her wrongdoing.
· Lex Talionis
· An eye for an eye
· to restore the balance between offenders and victim

Retributivism covers all theories that justify punishment because the offender deserves it. This is interpreted in two ways, either:
· a person must be punished because they deserve it (deserving is a sufficient reason for punishment), or
· a person must not be punished unless they deserve it (deserving is a necessary but not sufficient condition for punishment).
Retributive theories usually put forward that deserving is a ≤sufficient≥ reason for punishment.
The main strands of retributivism are:
· Intrinsic Retribution: Offender deserves punishment because there is intrinsic good in the guilty suffering.
· Lex Talionis: To restore the balance between offender and victim.
· Unfair Advantage Principle: To restore the balance by the imposition of extra burdens on those who have usurped more than their fair share of benefits. (Note the focus of Lex Talionis is on what others have lost, the focus of the unfair advantage principle is on what the offender gained.)
· Hegelian Retribution: Punishment annuls the wrong done.
· Liability: The offender had knowledge that he would be punished if he committed the acts, and he therefore deserves punishment if he does it.
· Social Contract Theory: We make a contract to give up certain rights in order for other rights to be protected, when we break that contract we deserve to have our rights taken away.
· Grievance Theory: The offender has caused a grievance for the victim, and the punishment of the offender will satisfy the victim, and make up for that grievance (although proposed as a form of retribution, it is questionable as to whether it really is retributivist in principle)
The nature of desert means that the offender must be blameworthy and that an offender deserves punishment simply because he has offended, and so his punishment must relate to his wrongdoing. It can therefore be said to be backward-looking.
The theory of retributivism does propose a number of purposes of punishment: to restore the balance (whether according to Lex Talionis or the Unfair Advantage Principle), to openly and emphatically denounce crime, or to provide satisfaction. The principles of distribution can be derived from these purposes.
There are 3 main methods for deciding on punishment.
· The first is in accordance with Lex Talionis; that punishment should be equal or equivalent to the crime.
· The second is the culpability principle; that punishment should be in proportion to the harmfulness and blameworthiness of an offender’s actions.
· The third is in accordance with the grievance principle; that punishment should give satisfaction equal to the grievances caused.




Critique of Retributivism
The above expalanations for deciding on punishment raise a few issues:
· The idea of equal or equivalent punishment, however, proves to be impractical. How can the equivalent of sexual assault be found in any current punishment?
· To decide on punishment in terms of satisfaction in accordance with grievances caused is also questionable. Honderich [1989:34] says that punishment is not wholly justified and liberilized in terms of the offence, but provides “the contention that a man’s punishment must provide satisfactions”. However if punishment is not wholly dependent on the offence, but is in part to do with satisfaction, then it is in part, consequentialist (and therefore not retributive).
· The culpability principle is often used in deciding the punishment of offenders. However there are large numbers of punishments handed down which do not obey this principle. Particularly, this is the case where the harmfulness and blameworthiness of offender’s actions are not proportionate to the punishment. For example, in Australia the punishment for speeding up to 30 km over the legal speed limit is 3 demerit points. The punishment for a passenger of your vehicle not wearing their seatbelt is 3 demerit points. According to the retributivist explanation of punishment, two offences that have the same punishment should be fairly similar in terms of the harmfulness and blameworthiness. However in this example it can be seen that this is not the case.
Therefore it can be seen that retributivist theories are not adequate to explain why and how we punish.
Retributivism as a justification for punishment can be seen to fall under the category of a Theory of the Right rather than a Theory of the Good.

Three Levels:
1. Moral
2. Social Disapproval; fear of social reprisals 
3. Punishment 

There are two types of deterrence:
· General deterrence and specific deterrence




General deterrence is:
· When the general population is deterred from committing crime due to the awareness of both the threat of punishment and the knowledge of what that consists of
Critiques:
· Evidence on general deterrence is inconclusive
· How do you decide what proper/proportionate level of punishment to deter crime?
· Is the level of severity applicable to all future offenders?
· And what about non-rational actors; emotions crime?
· Will potential offenders know the actual severity of punishment?
· Most offenders do not expect to be caught
· Limits of communications: Bandura critical of deterrence, b/c so little deterrence is socially communicated.

Bandura prefers positive modeling theory, 

Specific deterrence is:
· Emphasis on offender. More controls, more powers of community supervision, tougher sentences, restrictions on parole.
· Individual based.
Critiques:
· (more critiqued than general deterrence)
· research evidence is not supportive that it works
· little impact of severe punishment on recidivism
· mostly it just swells the prison population
· prisons in this case become “crime universities”, where individuals come out worse than they went in
· Doesn’t account for mitigating factors.
· Beccaria says that you need types of deterrence that emphasize legitimacy,

1. Crime choice theories
1. Rational actor theory

2. Deterrence Theory








Crime Choice Theory: 3. Crime Prevention Theory
Crime Prevention theory:
· Pre-emptive, prescriptive, policy based
· Follows rational choice theory

Crime Pattern Theory
· Paul and Patricia Brantingham, explains how crime patterns arise.
· Crime is not random, follows patterns
· Nodes, edges, paths shape manner in which crime is patterned:
1. Nodes are crime attractors and generators where people congregate (for example bus stations)
2. Paths are routes that parties follow to move from social domains (like sidewalks)
3. Edges are naturally perceived barriers, such as highways or riverbanks
4. Ridges are where criminals can gather

· Much of Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design (CPTED) is based around designing these spaces to be of high cost for crime— crime attractors and crime generators. This is known as “situational crime prevention”.
Designing Out Crime
Examples include:
· C.P.T.E.D: Designing formal layout to control access and increase surveillance
· Crime prevention through Housing Design: trying to create less sketchier neighbourhoods
· Crime Prevention through Product Design

Crime Theories: 1. Rational actor theory
There is an assumption that criminals are rational actors, efforts to increase cost for choosing crime.
· Movement from psychology to design.
· Highly effective at generating policies and proposals. Makes for easy political message.
· Rational choice most useful with petty or common crimes, doesn’t offer a more complex understanding of criminal behaviours (such as violent crime)
· Most violent crime happens for particular, context-sensitive reasons: neither deterrence nor situational design can address directed violence. Potentially limit, but rarely stop.
· Crime choice doesn’t deal with individual choices, deals with more macro factors.





Sociologies of crime
Sociologies of crime:
· Sociological approaches have been/continue to be the most prevalent and widely accepted of all criminal and criminological theories.
· Between 60% and 75% of theorizing about crime and delinquency can be attributed to the field of sociology alone.
· Sociology of crime as the body of knowledge regarding crimes as a social phenomenon.
· It includes within its scope the processes of making laws, of breaking laws, and of reacting towards the breaking of laws.
· Sociology interested in actors, institutions, meanings, symbols, myths, cultures, and norms.
· Sociological explanations view crime and deviance as normal or semi-normal-as socially/culturally of learned responses to social circumstances.
Structural theories of crime
· Individual theories focus on behaviours, while sociological theories might ask:
· What does crime and criminality tell us about society?
· Why do some societies deem marijuana use, prostitution, or polygamy to be abnormal or criminal what other societies do not?
· Why are members of certain social groups or classes more likely to be criminalized and members of other social groups or classes?
Sociological theories of crime
· How individuals interact with society
1. Strain theory and its four elements
2. Differential Association Theory
3. Control Theory
4. Labelling Theory
· Sociology of crime as ‘the body of knowledge regarding crime as a social phenomenon. It includes within its scope the processes of making laws, of breaking laws, and of reacting towards the breaking of laws' (Sutherland and Cressey 1955: 3).

· Sociology interested in actors, institutions, meanings, symbols, myths, cultures, and norms. 

Sociological explanations view crime and deviance as “normal,” or “semi-normal” — as socially/culturally learned responses to social circumstances.




Structural Theories of crime
· Individual theories focus on behaviours, while sociological theories might ask:
· What does crime and criminality tell us about society? 
· Why do some societies deem marijuana use, prostitution, or polygamy to be abnormal or criminal while other societies do not?

Why are members of certain social groups or classes more likely to be criminalized than members of other social groups or classes?
Suicide (1897)
• Altruistic—suicide precipitated by an over-commitment to
group values and norms;
• Fatalistic—suicide derived from excessive regulation (e.g.,
slavery or imprisonment); and
• Egoistic—suicide resulting from a weakening of commitment to group values and goals, especially when the individual has come to rely primarily upon his or her own resources;
• Anomic—suicide that occurs when rapid or extreme social
change or crisis threaten group norms.
· Foundation for anomie or strain theory: Rapid social change or crisis threatens group norms and social solidarity. People become uncertain of the appropriateness of their behavior; unsure about their place in society; and unsure about the 'norms' of society itself. 
· Durkheim’s functionalism 
· Crime and the collective consciousness
· Normality of crime
· Functionality of crime
· Mechanical and organic solidarity
· Sociology of crime as the body of knowledge regarding crime as a social phenomenon it includes within its scope the processes of:
1) Making Laws
2) Breaking Laws
3) Reacting towards the breaking of Laws
Sociologies of crime
vs Lombroso
· Durkheim saw behavior as socially rather than individually determined.
· strong social structures define reasonable limits for desires; but disruptions to social structures allow for unleashed desires
· Unlimited aspirations create pressure for deviant solutions because of a gap between aspirations and opportunities
·  Anomie refers to a state or a condition in society in which the norms are no longer effective in regulating behavior.
· Durkheim believed that the French Revolution had created an egalitarian society in which all members had a similar opportunity to succeed or fail. 
· Durkheim conclusions on aspirations were mostly focused on upper classes, whose expectations and aspirations expand to an insatiable level
· Aspirations, Durkheim felt, are class related, with the upper classes having higher goals than those below them. 
· Poverty insulated the poor from anomie, argued Durkheim. 
Anomie and Strain Theories

· Durkheim lays framework for understanding how 
opportunity structures
create social disorganization, particularly from the failure of meeting 
aspirations
Strain theories
· Most frequently reflect the notion that crime is an outgrowth of weaknesses in the social structure. 
· key argument: stresses, frustrations, or strains (hence the name), are generally a product of 
blocked aspirations
, and thereby increases the prospects for norm violation.
· These theories maintain that norms are violated to alleviate the strain that accompanies failure. Blockage of legitimate goal attainment is said to encourage deviant solutions.

Vs. Durkheim:
1. social conditions / social pressures are different based on class position;
2. desires (i.e. 'opportunity structures') are socially generated; they are not unlimited.

Sutherland and Differential Association


Two perspectives on crime: Differential association vs. "Killology"

· Social norms are layered; always a competition of norms
· Influence comes from a deep-seeded normative outlook
· People don’t just vicariously observe violence then imitate, but develop a normative outlook that places values on crime, laws, and violence. 
· Underlying norms rationalize criminal activities; those norms are learned from experience.
· Intimacy: Learning is done through processes of intimate communication.


Sociology of deviance
· Deviance is “in the eye of the beholder,” and therefore is socially constructed 
TWO MAJOR STRANDS of LABELING THEORY applied to crime:

1. Production of stigma
2. Deviant cliques

· What are differences between sociological and psychological approaches to criminology?
· What is Durkhiem's legacy; how does strain theory differ from anomie? How has strain theory evolved post-Merton?
· How does the ecological approach of the Chicago School theorize crime and criminality? 
· Define the theory of differential association? How does it treat the process of learning crime? 
What is the sociology of deviance? 

1. Attachment 
(to parents, school teachers, and significant others)
2. Commitment
(to doing well at school, keeping a good reputation)
3. Involvement 
(in organized sports, doing homework)
4. Belief 
(in the law, and in conventional norms and values) (Hirschi, 1969)



Chicago School
· Made up of Park, Burgess, and Worth, together with their colleagues in the sociology department at the University of Chicago in the early 20th century.
· Pioneered research on social ecology of the city concluded that social forces operating in urban centres foster criminal interactions. 
· The higher the level of social disorganization and a neighbourhood, the higher the crime rate is likely to be.

Labeling theory
· Society’s reaction to deviance has consequences for future behaviour. Distinguish between primary and secondary deviance:
· Primary: the initial act
· Secondary: society’s reaction
· how do some behaviours come to be defined as normative and others deviant?
· What are the individual/psychological and social consequences of being called a criminal, delinquent or being apprehended and/or convicted?
· Labelling theory is concerned with those questions and adopts the interactionist perspective by integrating social processes and structural explanations and shift towards the micro level of analysis.
Origins of the labelling theory:
· the labelling three belongs to the conflict-based theoretical tradition and is rooted in the symbolic interaction theory (of Charles Horton Cooley and George Herman Mead).
· 1960s the labelling theory became more popular became popular due to the work of Howard S Becker.
· Labelling theory does not view criminals as inherently evil but as individuals who have a criminal label conferred upon them because of some legal and/or social processes.
· Theory focuses not on the offender but society’s reaction to the offender.
· Once an individual is labelled it is often difficult for him or her to live down or live up to that label.
· The degree in which a person can shed his stigmatize Asians dependent on the sanction that is slowly levied against that person.
· The negative impact of being labelled recommends that youth offenders have an alternative sanction when in conflict with the law.
· It also suggests that penalties very from the offender not the severity of the crime.
· Example: over representation of aboriginals.
· Support the notion that the law is selectively enforced since different groups are labelled as being more crime prone than others.








Critical Criminologies

Critical Criminology

Introduction to Critical Criminology
Context : the radical 60’s and the ‘now’ criminology
· “Contemporary Criminology”
· root of labelling and subcultural studies

Democratization of the university (as in anyone could attend university post-war)
· Dominance of Marxism, transformation of criminology departments in UK and USA
· collapse of “orthodox Marxism”
· Marxists suddenly became very engaged in criminology
· As Marxism collapses, micro theories become far more prevalent than micro theories
There develops a huge diversity of ‘now’ criminologies
· the largest domain out of this mix is feminism


Feminist criminology
Feminist Criminology
Kramer’s central argument is that feminism is not only beneficial to the criminology academy but also to the justice system
· The history of criminology is rife with sexist influences
· two key concepts developed by  feminist analysts:
	1. Feminists claim that woman offenders are often regarded as  ‘doubly deviant’— 		transgressing against law but also female roles. (They’re seen as breaking rules and 		norms breakers)
	2. Feminists draw attention to the “medicalization of women’s deviance”
· the application of psychological and medical theories long after such methods have been discounted

‘Women in Crime’
· Confusing and contradictory
· Either seen as weak, submissive or running, manipulative
· lots of theorizing was based off of popular culture (i.e literature and stories that had women as vicious criminals)
· First analyst of women empirically was Lombroso
· once again sets up atavistic methods to test woman
· Lombroso, however, cannot find and ugly traits and therefore categorizes all women as evolutionary throwbacks
· For Lombroso, the criminal woman combines the worst components of both genders


1960’s “emancipation hypothesis”
· Perception of rise of female crime
· (media reported but untrue)
· perception that most women commit crime privately as opposed to in the public sphere
· Otto Pollack: “The Criminality of Women” (1961)
· “masked crime”, “chivalry hypothesis”
· Pollack had obsession with female orgasm
· the ingrained nature of hiding females’ orgasms made women naturally deceitful
· Pollack’s other obsession was the menstrual cycle
· States that the menstrual cycle, “feelings of guilt” regarding sex apparently lend to women  being “naturally aggressive”

Medicalization

Medicalization of Women
· Kramer: “Medicalization (and Syndromization) refers to a process in which women’s social conduct is explained (or excused) in medical or psychological terms.”
· This takes prevalence in mainstream psychiatry
· Kramer traces early history of the medicalization of women’s deviance re: nymphomania, kleptomania and infanticide
· Psychopathological diagnoses all begin to emerge just when the women’s rights movement takes off
· Medicalization shows how people tried to frame the feminist movement on a pathological, deviant thing

Feminist Criminology
· Challenging criminal structures
	1. Reforming Rape Laws
·  the “twin myths of rape.” These twin myths are 1) that women and girls lie about sexual violence out of malice towards men and 2) that women and girls will say “no when they really want to have sex with them, and therefore mean “yes” when they say “no”
	2. Spousal Assaults
· 70s, 80s are the beginning of the rise of the battered women’s movements	
	3. Self-Defence and battered women syndrome 
· 	a good example case is R. v. Lavalee SCC 1990, which was the first example of a successful Candian battered woman dense
· battery used to be seen as a relatively normal marital occurrence, police did not interfere with private affairs
· Feminists sought to end persecution of women for attacking abusive husbands/boyfriends
· so opposed to regular self-defence laws, where response is proportional, and in response to an immediate threat
· critiqued as way for women to get away with murder
· Also critiqued as it  still relies on pathologization
· Coercive control:
· This is when the abuse is not physical but is composed of emotional, social, and financial control
· For the most part, police departments and courts still do very little to end much of domestic abuse 
· An example case is R. v. Getkate
· argument that even though coercive control is not battered woman syndrome, there was no avenue of assistance to help those in a coercive control situation

Opposing the Regulation of Women’s Sexuality
1. Laws on Contraception and Abortion
· 	R. v. Morgentaler [SCC 1988]
· Tremblay v. Daigle [1989]
2. Prostitution
Challenging Punishment  Practices
· Kramer: Because women are small minority of the prison population, their rehab needs tend to be ignored
· Likewise, the CJ system isn’t adaptable at all to the needs of women

History if Federal Women’s Prison
· Arbour was key writer on subject
· women-based prisons were only established in 1934
· up until 1990 all women went through a single prison in Canada (T4W in Kingston)
· Main problems identified with this system:
	1. Location (was super far away from both West and East Coasts)
	2. Security disproportionate (T4W was maximum security even if  crime only deserved 		minimum security)
	3. inmates allowed no possibility to transfer
	4. Prisoners offered little in terms of programming
	5. The facility itself was in disrepair
· T4W had terrible reputation, environment
· radical deviation from policy. T4W guards take revenge on prisoners, huge prison riots in 1994
· led to public outcry
Arbour commission:
	1. to make independent findings of facts
	2. to recommend improvements to the policies and practices  of Correctional Services of 		Canada
· Made 87 recommendations, 8 of which are super important
· Since Arbour, woman  are fastest growing penal population

Post-Arbour Commission
· Late 90’s were seen as moment where feminists theories could take hold
· There is a mixed legacy of the Arbour Commission
· There has been very little implementation of solutions derived from its findings
· continuation of major points of grievance

Critical Criminology
· this is mostly empirically driven micro theories 
· emergence in turbulent times
· widespread social unrest
· Marxism gains new focus
· George Rosche and Otto Kirchener “Punishment and Social Structure”
· Relation between punishment with political economy
· such as prisoners as forced labour, punishments as spectacle, capital reallocation of convicted individuals
· major contribution to “conflict theory”
· whichever social group is in power promotes their ideology through control system
· structural analysis of punishment

“New Criminology”
· Taylor, Walton, Young: “The New Criminology” (1924)
· movement versus “old criminology”
· New Crim would be critical of standing order, be supportive of conflict theory
· Marxist hegemony over criminology collapses around 1974
· Key arguments of New Criminology:
· goal was to develop fully social theory of deviance (as in they want to talk about deviance and not just crime)
· very much concerned with the exploitative nature of capitalist society
· Describes how control of the political/economic system affects the administration of criminal justice
· showing how definitions of crime favour those in power
· this is the fracturing of the “consolidated criminology” community image, where the first major rift in criminology occurs for the first time in many years

· Important traits of critical criminology
· post-marxist
· legacy of labelling theory
· examines role of powerful  in society as role models
· tendency to shy away from functional positions around crime control
· less willingness to report on ‘deviance’ as political resistance
· hostile to sciences
· research steers away from grand theory. Movement of macro to micro.

	Exploring Critical Criminologies:

Green Criminology
· Focused on crimes against the environment
· not the focus of correlations between environment and crime, such as the Cincinatti lead study, climate change, etc.
· about 20 years old, took off 10 years ago
· tries to deal with crimes against common spaces, such as waterways and parks
· Rachel Carson, “Silent Spring”— this is an example of a DDT crimes
· Three strands of theoretical engagement can already be discerned
	1. Environmental incidents are viewed through traditional criminological  perspectives
	2. Social process approach: “green crime we social constructions influenced by social 		locations and power structures in society
	3. critical/skeptical: criminology is “ill equipped” to address environmental crime.
· Focused on critique of the powerful, defence of environment (ex: Sea Sheperd movement)
· Criticism: Green criminologists as possible moral entrepreneurs

White Collar Crime
· corporate crime; the corporations. White collar; the individual
· coined by Chicago School (Sutherland) to describe crime committed by person of respectability and high social status in course of his profession
· It is culture that “teaches” us how to violate the law
· learning process within groups. Broader society has norm conflicts
· Example: CRA crackdown on tax havens
· argument is that white collar crime damages the collective good much more than petty crime does
· amnesty program is instituted for people willing to move assets out of tax havens








State Crime
· Refers to offences by state/agents of the state
· origins in League of Naitons, solidified in UN
· State crime is critical of viewing the state as the primary order in fight against crime rather than potential perpetrator
· William Chambliss defined state crime (1989 : 184)
· 1. Agents as criminal
· 2. The state as Criminal
· ICC, (international criminal court) aka “The Hague”, Netherlands
· 122 countries are signatories to the ICC statute
· All ICC prosecutions so far have been African men
· One of the critiques is that the ICC is still used very much as a tool of Western imperialism
· The problem it sought to resolve was creating a neutral environment for dealing with highly politicized crimes
· Canada was one of the first countries to allow for civil litigation against the state

Penal Abolition
· Claims that the system of prisons is counterproductive
· Prison satisfies demand for retribution, but increases rate of reoffense and criminality
· recognizes that society has to change first before the prisons are removed
· built around belief in rehabilitation
· “No matter what they went in for, when they come out, they should be better” is the held belief”
· Prisons increase anger, resentment, humiliation
· Penal abolition has prescriptive discourse
· looks for rehabilitation methods outside of the prison itself
· this is known as “replacement discourse”
· wish to reclassify criminology as “peacemaking”

Double deviancy
Feminist Criminology
Kramer’s central argument is that feminism is not only beneficial to the criminology academy but also to the justice system
· The history of criminology is rife with sexist influences
· two key concepts developed by  feminist analysts:
	1. Feminists claim that woman offenders are often regarded as  ‘doubly deviant’— 		transgressing against law but also female roles. (They’re seen as breaking rules and 		norms breakers)
	2. Feminists draw attention to the “medicalization of women’s deviance”
· the application of psychological and medical theories long after such methods have been discounted.
1. What is penology? 

2. Theories of Punishment: 
a. Retributivism vs consequentialism
b. Deterrence 
c. Rehabilitation
d. Incapacitation

Theories of Punishment
1. Retributivism
2. Deterrence
3. Rehabilitation
4. Incapacitation


1. Retributivism
· Seen as “backwards by practitioners of other theories
· Holds that punishment should not be a means to an end, but rather the end itself
· Newburn’s three critiques:
· Refers in no way with how to deal with non-physical complicated crime like income tax evasion and insurance fraud
· Punishes someone whether their act was deliberate or accidental
· Has a very limited concept of the “greater good”

· The other three theories of punishment are all consequentialist theories of punishment
· Consequentialism is about justifying punishment for what it will accomplish in the further

2. Deterrence
· has arguably been the predominant justification for punishment
· 3 major critiques:
· difficult to fix specificity for every single crime (i.e matching punishments to crimes)
· Most research has shown that criminals don’t expect to get caught  and thus account for deterrence
· Many crimes of passion or culture are not affected by deterrence

3. Rehabilitation
· gradually by end of the 19th century rehabilitation was looked to as the most civilized method of punishment
· Punishment gradually recast as a means of restoring the offender to good citizenship
· 2 major influences:
· Focused on reforming atavistic individuals (positivist influence)
· Industrialist thinking did not want individuals who weren’t producing (i.e better for people to be entered back into the workforce than to sit around not working in prison)
· Critiques of rehabilitation’s traits
· Assumes that criminal traits are always treatable 
· Assumes these causes are open to treatment, and if not treated, will get worse
· overlooks opportunistic offending
· Assumes these causes are open to treatment, and if not treated, will get worse
· Assumes these causes of delinquency are discoverable
· “paradox of good intentions”— even though meant to help in some cases “treatments” might cause harm to delinquents

4. Incapacitation
· Removing individuals from environment
· exile, prison, death, chemical castration all fit this definition
· operates on basis that small amount of offenders cause largest amount of crime
· What is problematic about this assumption is identifying the “habitual” offender.
· In Canada, the Dangerous Offender status is the closest thing available to effectively realizing incapacity goals

“penitentiary invention”
· Modern prison is mix of all of these theories of punishment, including retributivism
· “modern” prison took off in the post-war era
· “golden age” of rehabilitation
· Majority of people who enter prison will come out alive
· principle is that you want people to come out better or at least not worse than they came in
· mid-1970s, support for penal-welfarism began to collapse
· this is visible in “tough on crime” stances, “just desserts” theory

3. Contemporary theories of penology
A. penal welfare
B. Penal Populism
C. Panopticism

Penal Populism
· today’s culture has less emphasis on penal welfarism
· theory in the 70s was that crime is on rise
· based on perception that system doesn’t work
· feeds on division and dissent rather than consensus
· composed of a prescriptive political agenda

Penal Populism in Canada
· late 80s/early 90s crime is placed upon political map
· legislative agenda:
· mandatory minimum sentences
· Removal of Judicial Discretion
· Truth in sentencing 
· eliminated the credit system in prisons (policies like the three-strike system introduced)
· The prescriptive agenda is at odds with recidivism research
· U.S prison population has risen dramatically since War on Drugs

Factors that make the U.S different from Canada:
	1. Growing politicization of crime
	2. “Democracy-at-work” thesis— people want prisons for the feeling of safety they grant
	3. Privatization; prison industrial complex

Michael Foucault
· “Discipline and Punishment” published in 1975
· Crtique of Marxism and Liberalism
· re-explores Bentham’s Panopticon
· Panopticism
· 	Circular prison with 1 central guard tower
· max people watched with minimum cost
· Foucault argued that the panopticon would induce a state in people in which they always assume the yard being watched, even if they are not. 
· Thus it is not only a theory of punishment but also a theory of behaviour
· “governance of self”
· Always being watched is a social deterrent
· Theory of reward rather than theory of punishment

The Prison
· major site for criminology and penology

Stanford Prison Experiment

 Stanford Prison Experiment
· 1971 in Stanford University
· Study of prison simulation, psychological effects of prison life
· by Zimbardo, same guy who designed broken windows theory
· Challenge for Zimbardo was to shake the reality/normality of the subjects, make them really believe they were in a prison— had real police raid their homes and take them to facility
· guards develop physical and then psychological control methods
· Zimbardo casts 3 typologies of guard
· “good” guard— has elements of empathy to the prisoners
· “Going-with-the-flow” guard— just following the rules, orders
· “Evil” guard— innovative, creative, cruel, driven by boredom, power gone to their heads
· Incredible amount of complacency of observers
· human behaviour is much more under control of situational forces than we recognize or acknowledge
· Not about “bad apples”, but rather “bad barrels”— the environment in which both the prisoners and the guards were placed in was shown to have a negative effect on their behaviour
· Poor institutions create troublemakers
· Prison mentality is more powerful than morality

The state of Canadian prisons and Auditor General's report
· Auditor General's Report (2014) Expanding prison capacity


Auditor General’s State of Canadian Prisons
(see Prezi slideshow to view the tables and charts)

CSC legislation and policy
· Harper government is very shy when releasing cost forecasters
· CSC mandate is forward-looking in nature
· Canadian Capacity Crisis
· double bunking is illegal as a permanent fix
· Auditor general critical of double-bunking
· “tough on crime” has not led to drastic increase in sentencing rates
· Makes several recommendations 
· Rise in incarceration rates is due to informal processes



Introduction to Crime Theories and Biological Theories of Crime

Introduction to crime theories
· Most theories are sociology, psychology and biology informed.
· Others do not fit squarely in these three major streams
· Boyd:" theories are not opinions, but testable repeatable, academically informed hypothesis"
The argument on Nature vs Nurture: 
· Some people believe that criminals have it in them biologically to commit crime while others believe that crime is as a result of the upbringing of the individual.


THE TASK OF CRIMINOLOGY: 
· Tim Tierney states that a task of criminology is to unravel and deconstruct the concept of crime and challenge the common sense understandings that are taken for granted. Criminology is an empirically based social science.
· Challenging common-sense presumptions
· Sandra Walklate (2003) “What criminologists do sometimes resonates with common sense thinking about crime and often challenges that thinking.”
· Boyd: the importance of thinking critically
· “Without a theoretical foundation, we have ungrounded, fragmented options rather than a disciplined, scientific approach to exploring and explaining crime and deviance.”
· Criminology is an empirically based social science. 
MAJOR THOERIES OF CRIME:
1. Classical – Beccaria
2. Functionalism- Durkheim 
3. Marxism - 
4. Positivism – Lombroso 
**Conflict vs. Consensus theories: structural theories of crime often disagree with individual theories**

· Lombroso (1835-1909)
· The Italian school.
· Shift to the NATURE of the criminal; versus rationalism of Beccaria.
· Concept of atavism.
· Atavistic individuals were the born criminals.
· Positivism as major influence; evolutionary sciences.

· Classical school (Cesare Beccaria 1738-1794): 
· Challenged the way criminals were dealt with because they believed that individuals have free will and make the rational decision to commit crime. They believed that the state should deal with crime and that the only way crime can be controlled was to enforce punishment and sanctions.
· classical school
· Cesare Beccaria; Bentham were major players
· Not a school in the sense that we may think of schools today; lived at different times and in different countries.
· Classical School challenge the way criminals were dealt with criticized absence of due process and argued against death penalty and use of torture to extract confessions.
· Prior to the emergence of the classical school it was generally believed that criminals were possessed by evil spirits or demons.
· On crimes and punishments (1764)
· Classical School: crime is defined by rational choice, criminals are rational actors who may cost/benefit decisions.
· Beccaria and Bentham: use concepts such as hedonism, utilitarianism, free will, human beings as rational logical actors.
· Security = happiness

BENTHAM also used Beccaria's research to make up hypothesis including:
Utilitarianism:  
· The view that people's behavior is motivated by a pursuit of pleasure and avoidance of pain. 

Hedonism: 
· The view that pleasure is the primary good. Human beings as rational actors, Free will.
Examples of Classical school thinking in our modern Criminal Justice System:
1. Codification of criminal offences
a. Codification of criminal offenses codification of criminal offenses (well-articulated list of possible penalties/sentences for violating the law).
2. Presumption of innocence, right to a fair trial
a. Presumption of innocence, right to a fair trial, write to know the case against you.
3. Legal concept of mens rea.
a. Legal concept of mens rea (criminal intent) linked to notions of free will, rational choice, and individual culpability.
4. Contemporary prisons
a. Contemporary prisons based on the notion of imprisonment has form of punishments with prescribed limitations on duration and severity of punishment.








Durkheim; four functions of crime

Functionalism 
· Functionalist (Durkheim): 
· Believe that law is an indicator of type of society. Durkheim believed that crime is not only normal for a society, but necessary. 
· Emile Durkheim’s “The Division of Labour in Society” (1893) is important text
· Also Heigl: state should eliminate “master-slave” dialectic, i.e. trying to tell people what is best for them
· Durkheim’s work led to his “strain theory”, or anomie, which states that either too much or too little crime can lead to mass disillusionment and sporadic violence
Functions of crime
1. Deeming of acceptable and unacceptable moral values.
2. It provides social solidarity for the law abiding public:  When a crime is committed by a person, it brings the other members of society together to agree that the behavior is unacceptable in their society.
3. Innovation
4. Indicator of social health.
Durkheim offers four central points on the functions of crime in society:
1. Deeming of acceptable and unacceptable
2. Social solidarity for law abiding public
· Crime brought us together.
3. Innovation
· Keep up with changing norms.
4. Serves as an indicator of social health
· Too much or too little crime as a sign of social unhealthiness.

Durkheim and anomie

Anomie
· Foundation for anomie or strain theory: rapid social change or crisis threatens group norms and social solidarity. People become uncertain of the appropriateness of their behaviour; unsure about their place in society; and unsure about the norms of society itself.

Structural theories of crime
Durkheim looked at suicides to understand the (gap) between social change and moral (norm) change.

Suicide (1897); empirical research to demonstrate gaps; high active deviants; typology of suicide
· Altruistic
· suicide precipitated by an over commitment to group values and norms;
· Fatalistic
· suicide derived from excessive regulation (that is slavery or imprisonment); and
· Egoistic
· suicide resulting from a weakening of commitment to group values and goals, especially when the individual has come to rely primarily upon his or her own resources;
· Anomic
· Suicide that occurs when rapid or extreme social change or crisis threatens group norms.
__________________________________________________________________________

Crime is an outcome of social inequality
· Positivism versus Marxism; Durkheim challenged at these.
· Capitalism; equality; to end capitalism; individual rights.
· Anomie-Theory of social strain solidarity
· Strong social structures define reasonable limits for desire; but disruptions of social structures allow for unleashed desires
· Unlimited aspirations create pressure for deviant solutions because of the gap between aspirations and opportunities new line anomie refers to a state or condition in society in which the norms are no longer effective in regulating behaviour.
· Durkheim believed that the French Revolution had created an egalitarian society in which all members had a similar opportunity to succeed or fail.
· Durkheim’s conclusions on aspirations were mostly focused on upper classes, whose expectations and aspirations expand to the insatiable level.
· Aspirations, Durkheim felt, our class related, with the upper classes having higher goals than those below them.
· Poverty insulated the poor from anomie, argued Durkheim.





Strain Theory

Anomie and Strain Theories
· Durkheim lies framework for understanding how opportunity structures create social disorganization, particularly from the failure of meeting aspirations.
· Strain theories most frequently reflect the notion that crime is an outgrowth of weaknesses in the social structure.
· A key argument: stresses, frustrations, or strains hence the name, are generally a product of blocked aspirations, and thereby increases the prospects of norm violation.
· These theories maintain that norms are violated to alleviate the strain that accompanies failure. Blockage of legitimate goal attainment is said to encourage deviant solutions.
· System of ambition is no longer anchored. It’s about getting rich; accumulation of money; no contribution; self-interested and high-class upper class.
· Changing social norms changed towards race
· Failed aspirations within race
· Focused on upper class (unlimited potential)
· Poor were isolated; did not have those aspirations
· Based on cultural goals
· When aspirations are blocked; produces deviant solutions
· Aspirations are cultural; when individuals cannot meet them; deviance.
Post Durkheim
· Robert Merton 1938
· Depression era
· Affinity with middle-class
· Success paradigm-institutionally keep up
· Pro capitalists
Mechanical society
· Underdeveloped/primitive society
· Cultural norms
· With division of labour = organic society
· Organic society; specialized separate communities. Not same degree of social solidarity; people don’t know everyone in the same way.
Functions
1. Bring us together-acceptable verse is unacceptable
2. Law-abiding public
3. Innovation (social)
4. Berometer

· Normative community (shared)

II. Merton and other strain theories
· social structure and anomie 1938
· critique of American culture
· success paradigm

Versus Durkheim:
1. Social conditions/social pressures are different based on class position;
2. Desires (that is the opportunity structures) are socially generated; they are not unlimited.
3. Some people are blocked from opportunities through social structures
Merton
· it is only when a system of cultural values extols, virtually above all else, certain common symbols of success for the population at large bullet social structure rigorously restricts or completely eliminate access to approved modes of acquiring the symbols for considerable part of the same population, that antisocial behaviour and sues on a considerable scale.
· Strain is socially produced new line Structural limitations
· The social goals and values creates strain on individuals
Five typologies
	
	Cultural Goals
	Institutionalized Means (Rules)

	i. Conformity
	+
	+

	ii. Innovation
	+
	-

	iii. Ritualism
	-
	+

	iv. Retreatism
	-
	-

	v. Rebellion
	+/-
	+/-



i. Conformity
a. Accepts cultural goals and follows the rules
ii. Innovation
a. excess cultural goals but does not follow the rules
iii. Ritualism
a. Does not except cultural goals and does follow the rules but is also Ambivalent to institutionalized means.
iv. Retreatism
a. lives outside cultural goals and institutionalized means
v. Rebellion
a. May or may not except cultural goals and institutionalized means (follow rules); may want to replace with their own rules.
Merton and the American dream (1968)
· Robert Merton indicated that the American dream is a double edged sword-the very elements that contribute to America’s success at the same time foster that card no American vice, deviant behaviour.
Merton took Durkheim strain theory; society-obsessed with students success and wealth-does not allow the people to obtain these goals.

Cloward & Ohlin’s: Delinquency and Opportunity (1960)
· Develop strain theory with an emphasis on opportunity structures
· Believed Merton had failed to acknowledge the role of illegitimate opportunity structures and the development of deviant adaptations to Anomic conditions.
· Capital just as the un-integrated slum cannot mobilize legitimate resources for the young, neither can provide them with access to stable criminal careers, for illegitimate learning and opportunity structures do not develop.
· They identified three types of illegitimate opportunity structures through which lower-class youths could cope with their sense of strain or status frustration:
a) Criminal subcultures were found in organized slums where networks of professional criminals could take up Pro perspective gang members under their wing and teach them the tricks of the trade.
b) Conflicts subcultures-based on toughness and a willingness to engage in physical violence-were found in this organized slums, where there was little organized criminal activity.
c) Retreat is to subcultures were found in both organized and socially disorganized slums-the subcultures focus primarily on the buying and selling of illegal drugs, which individuals used to escape/retreat from a sense of status frustration and Anomie strain.
· Focus on environment and community: convergence of blocked opportunities structural with illicit local opportunities and norms.
· Concerned with explaining gang in youth delinquency from a sociological perspective.
· Context of Johnson’s War on poverty; US 1960s
· Strain theory with an emphasis on opportunity structures
· Illicit opportunity structures.
· Organic opportunities
· Organized crime; street level
· Studied use; poor black urban populations and white too.
· People are voluntarily outside the system
· an example is local lotteries or gambling
· Young gangs equal status frustration
· War on poverty.
· Building up ghetto societies causes more strain.

------Strain theory dropped out in the 1970s----

General Strain theory 1980s – Agnew’s
· a revised strain theory of delinquency
· why do criminals offend
· Individualizing: psychosocial and biosocial temperament, intelligence, heritable traits, etc.
Strain
Incapacity to achieve internalized cultural goals
+
Losing something valued
+
Negative treatment by others

· According to Agnew (1992), the decline in the popularity of social strain theory can be attributed to four major criticisms:

• the focus on lower-class delinquency;
• the neglect of goals other than middle-class status and financial gain;
• the failure to consider barriers to achievement other than social class; and
• the inability to account for why only some people who experience strain turn to criminal activity.
· 'Institutional anomie': an outcome of a society dominated by the economy and economic pressures at the expense of other values and behaviour (Messner and Rosenfeld 2009).

· “Tasks that are primarily non-economic in nature tend to receive meager cultural support, and the skillful performance of these tasks elicit little public recognition” (Messner & Rosenfeld, 1994:8).

· “Our basic thesis is that the American Dream itself exerts pressures toward crime by encouraging an anomic cultural environment, an environment in which people are encouraged to adopt an “anything goes” mentality in the pursuit of personal goals” (2001:61).

· They pointed to an institutional imbalance (institutional-anomie), in which the economy dominates the political system, the educational system, and the family, leading to an amoral “ends justifies the means” attitude in society.


Conflict vs. Consensus theories: structural theories of crime often disagree with individual theories

Conflict theory versus consensus theory
	Conflict theory
	Consensus Theory

	· Society, in its laws and legal system are rooted in social, political, and economic conflict.
· Those who have wealth and power gets to decide what will be against the law and who will be targeted by legal authorities.
· Examples include labelling theory, critical constructionism, critical criminology, and many branches of feminist criminology.
	· Society and its laws are rooted in shared values and beliefs.
· Society is viewed as a natural, organic entity that works to benefit all of its constituents.
· Those who behave in a socially unacceptable manner are regarded as deviant or criminal abnormal and therefore legitimately subject to punishment, incapacitation, or treatment.




· Marxism:  sees crime as a function of social inequality. Talks about crime from a macro perspective and leaves out individual issues.
· Sees crime as a symptom of social inequality; social conditions and not people produce criminality.
· Laws a mechanism to protect those with wealth, protect the status quo.
· Talks about crime from a macro perspective; less interested in addressing emotional crime or individual behaviour.

Atavism
· Positivism(Cesare Lombroso) : 
· The Italian school. Cesare Lombroso: 
· Atavism: the belief that criminals are less evolved than normal people. 
Enrico Ferri: Positivism developed into a "multiple factor" approach. Ferri's published text was called "Socialism and Positive science". 
Raffaele Garofalo: Criminal behavior is unnatural, focused on criminal minds not physical features, and concluded that criminals lack sentiments of pity and probity.
1. Crime choice theories
1. Rational actor theory

2. Deterrence Theory

3. Crime Prevention Theory

2. Psychoanalytic theory

1. Trait-based theories

2. Psychological Learning theories

.> be familiar w/ the Italian school and the legacy of the Italian school. 

.> biocriminologies; criminologies of the body. 

.> progression from Lombroso, to heredity theories, to eugenics, to constitutional theories, to altered state theories, now back to genetics


Differential association
· Interplay between society and the individual.
· The social situations people encounter and play a role in determining their behaviour.
Sutherland’s theory of differential Association:

· Edwin H Sutherland 1883 to 1950 outlined his theory in 1939, one year after Merton.
· He expresses that people commit crimes primarily through social interactions (the more intimate, the more likely the behaviours will be imitated).
· Through interactions people also learn the technique to commit the crime and also the attitudes, motives and rationalizations that support the crime.
· Learning criminal behaviour is a social not a political or legal process.
Nine fundamental principles of differential Association by Sutherland:
1. Criminal behaviour is learned
a. Cultural transmission not in inherited characteristic.
2. Criminal behaviour is learned in interaction with other people by communication 
a. (Criminality cannot occur without direct interactions with others).
3. Principal part of learning criminal behaviour is within intimate personal groups vicarious may help but it is the intimate’s relationship to provide the motivation.
4. Learning criminal behaviour includes:
a. Learning the techniques of committing the crime which can be complicated.
b. Learning the specific directions of motives, drives, rationalization and attitudes (strength of association with other criminal types that you learn).
5. The specific direction of motives and drives is learned from definitions of legal codes as favourable or unfavourable.
6. A person becomes delinquent of in excess of definitions favourable to violations of the law over the favourable law.
7. Differential association may vary in frequency, duration, priority and intensity 
a. (The extent in which it is learned is dependent on the frequency which the message is reinforced and the length of time they are exposed).
8. The process of learning criminal behaviour by association with criminal and anti-criminal patterns involves all of the mechanism that are involved in any other learning.
a. (No different than learning noncriminal behaviours).
9. While criminal behaviour is an expression of general needs and values, it is not explained by those general needs and values since noncriminal behaviour is an expression of the same needs and values.
· Differential association theory is a positivist, macro-level theory that focuses on the criminal and their behaviours and attempts to connect psychological and sociological principles.

Control Theory

Control theories: 
· “Almost all people-seek to commit crime because it is profitable, useful, or enjoyable for them to do so, and that they will almost certainly break the law if they can.”
· As Travis Hirschi put the issue: 'The question "Why do they do it?" is simply not the question the theory is designed to answer. The question is, "Why don't we do it?"' (1969: 34). 
· People do not break laws to the extent that they have internalized law-abiding norms or developed social bonds. 
· "Stakes in conformity"
Four interrelated elements of the social bond:

1. Attachment
2. Commitment
3. Involvement
4. Belief
· “The more closely a person is tied to conventional society in any of these ways, the more closely he is likely to be tied in other ways.”
· strong notion of free will 
· strong parallels w/ classical criminology; parallels w/ Durkheim and opportunities being invariable/constant
· Shift in focus from criminogenic forces to social controls. 
· Because Control Theory assigns choice and responsibility to the offender, often considered a conservative account of crime and deviance.
· Not an 'individual' theory, although many overlaps, because it remains focussed on social theories of control. 



Sociology of deviance and labelling theory
Sociologist Kai Erickson: 
· “Deviance is not a property inherent in certain forms of behavior, it is a property conferred upon those forms by the audience which directly or indirectly witnesses them.”
· Crime and deviance are defined by the social audience’s reaction to people and their behavior and the subsequent effects of that reaction; they are not defined by the moral content of the illegal act itself.
· criminalization as a social process
Becker sums up the importance of the audience’s reaction:
· "Social groups create deviance by making rules whose infractions constitute deviance, and by applying those rules to particular people and labeling them as outsiders. From this point of view, deviance is not a quality of the act a person commits, but rather a consequence of the application by others of rules and sanctions to an “offender.” The deviant is one to whom the label has successfully been applied; deviant behavior is behavior that people so label."
Labeling

· Dynamic interplay between the individual and others leads to the development of a self-concept that affects subsequent behavior.
· Individual is a constantly changing being who responds to others’ reactions.
Rock: “Elaborating action through 'significant gestures', the symbolic projection of
acts and identities, they can anticipate the likely responses of others, and tailor their
own prospective acts to accommodate them (Mead 1934). In all this, social worlds are
compacted symbolically into the phrasing of action, and the medium that makes that
possible is language.”


· Language is held to objectify, stabilize, and extend meaning. 

Howard S. Becker (1963) Outsiders: Studies in the Sociology of Deviance
· Howard Becker's 'Becoming a Marihuana User' and 'Marihuana Use and
Social Control', both reprinted in Outsiders (1963), 
Becker: Becoming a marihuana user was a tentative process, developing stage by stage, which required the user satisfactorily to learn, master, and interpret techniques, neutralize forbidding moral images of use and users, and succeed in disguising signs of use in the presence of those who might disapprove. 
· Becker's concept of labelling has become paradigmatic. 
· Becker and ‘moral entrepreneurs’
·  Individuals who either serve as rule creators or rule enforcers. 
Becker identified the prototype of these rule creators as a moral crusader, a person who “feels that nothing can be right in the world until rules are made to correct it” (Becker, 1963:148).

Becker described how certain groups or behaviours come to be viewed as “social problems,” not because they were necessarily deviant or criminal, but because of the social reaction to their behaviour (Becker, 1963)
· The subculture of violence “is only partly different from the parent culture. . . . It cannot be totally different from the culture of which it is a part” (Wolfgang & Ferracuti, 1967:100).
Elijah Anderson (1999). The code of the street
..> Rock: “Subcultural theory and research were to dominate explanations of delinquency until they exhausted themselves for a while in the 1960s, only to be revived in a new guise a decade later. Subcultural theory lent itself to amalgamation with radical criminology, and particularly that criminology which was preoccupied with the reproduction of class inequalities through the workings of ideology.”

Social disorganization theory
“The socially disorganized Zone in Transition was populated primarily by recently arrived immigrants, transient workers, and others who could not afford to live in one of the more affluent zones of the city” (p. 276)
· Shaw and McKay's research argues that social disorganizations led to a breakdown in informal social controls.
· major emphasis informal social control 
·  environment structures values and norms. 
· We are influenced by 
SITUATIONAL forces
· major influence on sociology; particularly urban studies
· design of environment can control AND shape behaviour.
· similar to CPTED, but focused on informal controls

CASE STUDY of the legacy of the Chicago School:

Broken windows theory








Depictions of female offenders
.> Battered women's syndrome
· A syndrome is a group of characteristics that make a disease. BWS is a collection of symptoms and reactions by a woman to a pattern of continued physical/psychological abuse from her partner. Example: financial dependents, and guilt/shame equals low self-concept; contributing factors for staying with abusive spouse.
· Prevalence rates: 59% of women have experienced about domestic violence.
· Myths and exaggerated beliefs; misconceptions about victims, the ability to leave, prevalence rate, and in which types of couples battering occurs.

Battered woman syndrome in court: battered women who kill their abusers 
· Domestic violence law in Canada
1. R.V. Lavallee (1990)
a) legislative reforms:
b) Lavallee was in an abusive common-law relationship with Kevin Rust. During a particularly serious fight Rust threatened to harm her, saying either you kill me or I’ll get you. During the altercation Rust slapped her, pushed her and hit her twice on the head. At some point during the altercation he handed Lavallee a gun, when rust turned around to leave the room she shot him in the back of the head. At trial, Lavallee argued self-defence, and had a psychiatrist testified her support. He explain the effects of her circumstances on her mental state and then in in the state she was in she felt she was going to be killed and had no alternative but to shoot him. Lavalley did not testify. The jury acquitted Lavallee, but the verdict was overturned on appeal.
Criticisms of battered woman syndrome and its use in court:
· Perpetuates the stereotype that battered women are helpless and passive.
· Problems re-: syndrome.
· Pathologizing battered women.
· Scientific validity concerns



Penal Abolition
· Newburn, Tim (2007). Chapter 22. “Penology and Punishment” in Criminology. Cullompton: Willan Publishing. Pp. 516-538.

Moral entrepreneur

Indigenous peoples and the CJS

Mr Big
· 
Transformation of criminology 

Marxism and post-marxism
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