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Restorative and peacemaking perspectives differ from traditional perspectives centrally on justice and crime. Restorative and peacemaking perspectives focus on alternative methods to reduce crime rates using other means than the criminal justice system (Wright, 1991). These other means include meditation, victim to offender meetings and using love and compassion to create stronger human bonds, thus reducing crime rates. Restorative and peacemaking is built on the foundation of compassion and building a stronger relationship with society, instead of focusing on self-interest (Tabibi, lecture 5) Peacemaking and restorative justice are paired with the ideology of the offender being in debt to the victim of his or her crimes, rather than to the state (Wright, 1991). On the opposite end of the spectrum, there is the traditional perspective. The traditional perspective focuses heavily on the offender and not on the victim of the crimes. Crimes committed under traditional perspective are to be considered crimes against the state, and not the actual victim who was affected by the criminal activity. The criminal then has an abstract debt to society in which they will pay with complex punishment, for example labour and time spent in the penitentiary. Traditional perspectives use the complex punishment and threat of incarceration and punishment as its main deterrent to crime. It is believed within Traditional perspective of crime that justice is only achieved when blame is put on an individual, who in turn will receive punishment guided by the law makers (Wright, 1991)

Like many traditional theories such as rational choice theory and strain theory, peacemaking criminology also agrees that violence, suffering and strain are the cause of crime (Quinney, 1991) Peacemaking criminology is aware that the criminal justice system can not solve the main source of violence alone. The criminal justice system uses violence as a response to violence, which then creates a ouroboros effect, where it is a never ending and vicious cycle of violence and suffering (Quinney, 1991). Peacemaking perspectives do no accept the promotion of violence and the subordination of society as a form of human relations, where are the traditional perspective promotes violence and the subordination of individuals. Therefore peacemaking perspectives does not view the criminal justice system as an effective approach to reducing crime (Tabibi, lecture 5) Quinney states that crime is viewed as suffering and that ending crime is only possible with the ending of suffering through compassion (Quinney, 1991) Peacemaking perspective also believes that the focus of the criminal justice system is to cleanse of all violence and suffering instead of using punishment and focusing only on the offenders actions and behavior (Tabibi, lecture 5)

As stated above, the traditional approach to crime is not strongly concerned with the relationship of the victim and the offender, but rather is focused on the offender and the state. Traditional approach views crime committed as not directed to one person, or a group of people but a crime against the state as one. This approach differs from restorative justice which views crime as an issue between individuals and completely separate from the state. Restorative justice views crime as a damage done to society and people and something which needs to be restored with peace, harmony and good along with strong human relationships and the use of meditation (Wright, 1991) Meditation is able to help both the offender and the victim. The offenders who participated in this mediation received a lower or reduced sentence where as the victims were able to find peace within and helped with forgiveness of the offender (Wright, 1991).

It is said that the traditional perspectives of criminology enforce the social structures that prevent or limit individuals, such as selfishness and greed. Peacemaking criminology primarily wants to strengthen the relationship between community and the criminal system (Tabibi, lecture 5) It is viewed that selfishness promotes suffering, which in turn leads to crime. By building stronger relationships within the society, it will be a good response to crime and reducing suffering and the mentality that self-interest is the number one priority. By promoting these values, it is in return removing the emphasis on greed and selfishness and instead promoting unity, which will inevitably reduce crime.

New Right Criminological Theories
Neo-conservatism gave rise to theories that provided an explanation as to how to correct behavioral issues in individuals, these theories were considered to be the New Right Criminology, which explains delinquency and deviance better than most other theories. New Right Criminology focused on how individuals are each shaped by their surrounding environment and individual interactions with people within the society (Williams & Mcshane, 2010).  The rise of neo-conservatism greatly influenced criminological theory during the 1970’s and 1980’s. Many questions were addressed about the inhuman punishment of mental health patients lead by the Civil rights campaign, which ultimately changed the way in which many viewed untreatable and problematic behaviors such as mental health along with criminality (Williams &McShane, 2010). In the 1970’s the most accepted theories were social learning theory, which was a product of evolution from behavioral psychology. During the 1970’s behavior psychologies were viewed as the most effective and accurate response to behavior issues. (Williams & Mcshane, 2010). This quickly evolved to New Right Criminology theories such as Aker’s social learning theory.

According to Williams and McShane, an individual has been reinforced after performing a particular behavior they have learned to perform it (Williams & Mcshane, 2010). Therefore, when a punishment is issued for a particular crime, he or she will learn to avoid this type of behavior or action. This explains why operant learning theory was eagerly accepted, since it explains criminal behavior and actions as a result of interacting with others within the society, as stated before, this theory explains that behavior is molded by consequence (Williams & Mcshane, 2010). Therefore, we can draw the conclusion based on this theory that criminal actives occur when criminal behavior is encouraged and pro-social or positive behavior. Operant learning theory provides a better understanding of how criminal behavior may be learned, but Aker’s theory explains the process of learning in a more detailed manner.
 

	The differential association-reinforcement theory by Aker’s combines many theories as its foundation, such as Sutherland’s differential association theory along with the operant conditioning theory. The differential association-reinforcement theory explains that the learning of deviant behavior was through social interaction. It was widely accepted since it places the individuals environment as the main force of reinforcement of delinquent behavior and for its mix of cultural and reinforcement elements (Williams & McShane, 2010). Behavior is also known to be learned through conditioning and reinforcement, therefore delinquent behavior is made constant when there is a regular reinforcement, which also means that with the absence of reinforcement occurs the action and behavior will decrease. This theory also states that removing an individual from other offenders, or other people in society who perform deviant activities and encouraging pro-social activities, actions and ideologies would rehabilitate offenders or deter criminal behavior. These ideas are why this theory was so widely accepted and why it had such a great influence of policy implications. New implementations such as behavioral modification projects were placed into correctional facilities in the hopes of reforming the criminals, this approach allowed there to be rewards and positive reinforcement for pro-social behavior and more punishment for behaviors that were deemed as negative.  (Williams & Mcshane, 2010). These programs have yielded fruitful results and similar programs continue to be used to this day.
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