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Introduction

An interesting paper written  gave us an ideology  of “Conflict as Property”. It is a famous and  influential article written by the criminologist Nils Christie in  1977. Throughout the entire article Christie argues criminology demands the need to  re structure the  process in which conflicts have been taken away from the parties directly involved by professionals in law with this being a  conflict this has resulted in peoples property either being taken away or given to another from to a higher class. Christies statement is that highly industrialized societies have  constructed a process in which conflicts have been destroyed from the individuals involved and put in palms of the law. The reason for Christies idea is to keep peace with society and allow everyone to be fair, equal at all times, and that all conflicts should be solved with the best possible solution. As Christie claimed that if anyone who wants to participate in their own conflict should be able to do so but keeping tunefulness that an agreement from the law allows. In order to understand Nils Christies idea, one must understand the message he is trying to portray.  

Throughout the article Christie purposes that conflict is a key to the growth of our society, People should own up to their own property. He expands that these conflicts are stolen by “ professional thieves” (Christie.p3) who take advantage of their power, this procedure neglects the individuals from participating in their own intentions. He then reflects on why he believes the conflict between two parties, Christie said that not only does the victim loose his or her say in the procedures but is not even considered to be apart of the case in which then just becomes an issue between one party and the state.  On page 12 Christie goes on about how there are “hundreds of blocks”  as an opposition to getting the system to operate. He focuses on the three major issues. There is a lack of neighbourhoods, There are too few victims and there are to many professionals around. Christie found this not fair and claimed it should be given back to the initial parties involved, the victim, the defendant and the neighbourhood. He says when a conflict is made it is harder in our hands  to take on the situation on our own  and this is when we are more likely to give it off to someone else such as a  professional. Who is willing to take the conflict from us. Christie explains his idea of “conflict as property” as not referring to material compensation but rather to the ownership of the conflict itself. He then recognizes the effects of victim losing the “property” initially and puts forth a method as a remedy for this process. He proposes a new court model for dealing with conflicts in which the court is victim centred and lay-oriented.

My Opinion
For most of the part I agree with what Christie has to say. I believe that in our everyday life everyone should initially take on their own conflict rather then giving it to someone else who will be gladly take on your situation . I agree with Christie that we should have to organize social systems so that conflicts are both nurtured and made visible and so that professionals don't end up monopolies the handling of them. I strongly agree that participants should have rights to their own conflicts. I think in my opinion we should take Christie's argument and use it as a tool within the legal framework. Looking at todays society it's really hard to interpret this idea, We depend to much on formal institution process. If we look at our GNP  as an indicator we can measure our countries economic performance, And an example of todays society is as citizens we have noticed that our educational systems are extremely class-biased. We know that most academic people have had profitable investments in our education, that we fight for the
Same for our children, More schools for more lawyers, social workers, sociologists, criminologists.  With this being said I believe that modern day law is highly industrialized as he mentioned and is in need of a control. While reading this It did hit me that we do distance our self from conflict society. This is a concept i did commonly overlooked and I believe that others would and that is also the result in how law looks into this. I believe that a lot may agree to this as it has been like this for a while and to me our society is functioning and its also determined by our GNP which shows what us citizens have in common. 
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