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Corporate harm; why does it matter? How ha it changed?

-Video: Goal to understand what corporation is.
· What is corporation? Corporate form? Legal social structure that makes the corporation possible.  Not just one way to make corporations but must follow certain rules and criteria’s.  Those elements create corporation and corporate forms.   People have different opinions on corporations depending on where you are… Some people for example ignore the word corporation because they believe it’s a negative term.  

White collar= crimes by individuals
	Corporate= actions of individuals inside a corporate group.

-Criminal of the week;
	- Metron Construction Company;
	- Christmas eve 2009: Five workers were going down the building while doing construction.   Four died and one survived.  
	- Investigation = foreign workers.  Didn’t speak English and were not properly trained.  A lot of problems such as load limit, only two lifelines at the top of the building.   
	- The corporation was found guilty of criminal negligence causing death.   Big fine.  The owner of the company knew all of the problems.  And since it was a small company, questioning this wasn’t as difficult.  If it were a big company like Nike, it would have been much harder to find who is guilty and responsible.  The company was guilty for neglecting any kind of training etc.  
	- Owner = was also fined.  Not criminal offense.  NO one was criminally responsible.  Fined for Administration law. 

- Discussion questions: Why has the study of corporate crime been marginalized within the discipline of criminology: 
	- Vieux criminologistes comme Lombroso, Beccaria, Bentham… 
	- Concentré sur l’individualisation et les crimes individuels.  
	- Rule of law : Base.  Tout le monde est égaux et son traité de façon juste.  Tout le monde doit être traiter de la même façon de manière sociale. 
-What can criminologist and criminology students learn from studying corporate crime:
	- Enterprises and private enterprises.   

- Situating corporate crime within the study of crime and criminology
	- As criminologists, we do collective ignorance: The way we think of these things makes us focus on smaller problems.  And those who cause bigger ones are rarely focused.
	- Historical focus on individual transgressions and street crimes = historical dominance of positivism (Mythological individualism: we study crime based on positivism.).  Sociology of ‘nuts, sluts and perverts’ 
	- Influence of early criminology perspectives: crime is a sin.  History of criminological study.
	- Sociology of deviance; Impact of social on the individual.  Like Bentham; its not the individual but the context causes the problem.
	-Critical perspectives of crime: 
	-Corporate crime remains a significant blind spot.
	-How we study corporate crime matters. 

· Criminologists= question it.  What do now a day is taking for granted definitions of what a crime is?  If we don’t question what crime is, and reproducing dominant definitions of crime and what leaves to be untouched is corporate crimes since its more modern and no definition has really been established.  
· Michalowski’s criminology of empire: Concentrates on criminology of the other and he suggests that we live in society of savage capitalism: profit making on the global scale.  Even what states do in modern society is to advance capitalistic tendencies on a global scale.  5 tendencies: 1) individualism, 2) legal formalism (Taking for granted definitions of crime), 3) emphasis on ameliorating private crimes (crimes that affect one individual), 4) corporation in economics, 5) as criminologist, many barriers to continue to only study main problems and crimes. 
·   Political rhetoric: fear of violent street crime and the reality corporate crimes.  Only really accustomed to concentrate and fear of regular and traditional crimes. Most of us are victims of corporate crimes and no one really realizes it. 
· Disappearance of corporate crime; usual suspects, punishments for street crimes became more punitive while corporate crimes enjoy this and are under the radar.  There are rules and laws to obey, however, these rules allow corporations to be more independent and responsible for themselves, corporations as economic lifeblood of economy.  
  

Definitions; Describe crimes by corporations
· Two categories: Financial corporate crime (range of activities seen in the media since the 80’s such as insider trading that put people in corporate world an advantage in the market) and social corporate crime (such as crimes against the environment or safety and health/safety crimes).
· Sutherland’s White Collar crime.  He’s not the first.  He really focused on the upper world and their crimes. (Individualism)  
· Sutherland: different treatments of businessmen of law.  Why we treat white collar crimes differently;
· CJS officials afraid to antagonize 
· Trend at time away from penal methods (not really using punishment strategies)(it made it hard as a society to call these situations crimes)
· No organized dislike for corporate crime and criminals
· Sutherland’s main contributions
· Challenged dominant notion of crime
· Businessmen and professionals commit serious crime
· Offences could be treated as crimes 

· Tappan’s (1947) Critique;
· Wrong to speak of crime without legal finding of guilt
· Differences between business crimes and criminal offenses
· Mostly normal business practices
· Tappan ignores ideologically based distinctions in criminal, civil and administrative (regularity) law.  
· Need to question the ‘dark figure’ of corporate crimes.
-Sutherland anthropomorphizes corporations (criticism he is = interested in one individual in an organization with power and authority) 
- Corporate crime as a structural problematic (individuals still matter)
- Corporate vs. white-collar crime 
	-WC occupational crime = individually rich and powerful 
	-Corp or organizational illegality about goals or organizations.
	-Corp and WC crime overlap

· Pearce and Tombs = definition = illegal acts or omissions (crimes are primarily known as acts.  Stuff that people knew was possibly illegal and did it anyways.  Turn a blind eye) punishable by the state under administrative, civil or criminal law which are a result of deliberate decision making or culpable negligence (knew it was illegal or didn’t know) within a legitimate formal organization.  These acts or omissions are based in legitimate, formal or business organizations, made in accordance with the normative goals, standard operations procedures, and or cultural norms of the organization and are intended to benefit the corporation itself.   
· All this to describe…  corporations.  **** so they may know what they are doing but are looking for shortcuts or trying to benefit their company OR themselves in an individual matter.  
· Respect Sutherland on legal distinctions as social constructions 
· Focuses on acts prescribe by law to avoid endless debate about moral blameworthiness.
· Includes omission and commission… Failure to do something or doing something that creates devastation.
· Organizational production of corporate crimes.  (From humanism to structuralism) 


Summary 
	-Does corporate crime matter?
	-What corporate crimes are most serious, in your opinion?
	-How are corporate crimes different, similar to street crimes?  Why do we as a society, respond to street crimes differently in comparison to corporate crimes?

**** Yes, untraditional crimes and should be dealt with.  Corporations cause a lot of damage and society doesn’t seem to care or get involved.  People can be victimized in many different ways.
No easy fix, you can’t give any finds or arrest people.  It’s very complicated and complex.
24 September 2015  - Look online at KPMG… could be good example.

Crime or the week:
 -2005 British Petroleum committed 8 billion dollars to explore alternative energy products, such as solar, wind and hydrogen power.
- BP campaign…
- US news and world report name BP one of Americas best leaders in 2005
-Event paid for by BP to promote them. (even positive commercials) Diversity and they have an image that their gas is better then others for environment… 
-Troubling signs behind BP’s ‘Beyond Petroleum campaign’
	- Problem= Attempted to drill for oil in wildfire reserve in Alaska, 15 workers killed, 170 injured, 2 workers burned before in Texas refinery, between 1990 to 2004= 3,565 accidents…. KEEP in mind= these companies cut corners to make a maximum amount of profit as possible.
They were fined 32 million dollars… Not criminal but corporate guilty in none criminal laws. 
EX: July 2010 explosion of drilling rig in golf of Mexico.  11 workers killed, largest oil disaster, thousands of km polluted, government reports blames BP and contractor (Halliburton), BP cost and time saving decisions contributed to the disaster as well as poor management and faulty design of well.
We don’t see corporations in these terms but more in their commercials and ads.
NO proper risk plan in place in case of a big problem that could have occurred…  BP used millions of dollars to deal with oil spills (separate oil from water) and no scientific proof that it would work.  So many others ideas were given and they didn’t use them… So no proper STRATEGIE in place and a lot of blame being thrown between the company and contractor.  



Explaining differential treatment:
	-What is ideology? Way of thinking… The way you view certain issues. Common sense.  How we think.
	-Tombs and Whyte: synoptic or viewer society
	-Control and regulation of corporate crime: civil, criminal and administrative (regulatory) law
	- History of corporate crime regulations;
		- Bifurcated model of criminal processes
		-Assimilate vs. differentiate.
	-Administrative law dominates;
		- State imposed limitation, backed up by treat of sanction
		- Persuasion and education; punishment as last resort 
		- Corporations ‘reasonable and will heed advice’ 
	-Different forms of regulation (ex: state centered, cooperative & self-regulation)

-How do we explain the historical pattern of treating corporate crimes differently than street crimes?
-Society espouses liberal democratic rule of (bourgeois) law that corporations cannot follow.  (We are all equal of law, but it is also ideologically based.  And corporations espouse liberal rule of law and equality until it comes time that they are held accountable of something.)
-  Traditional notions of mens rea (difficult to prove intent)
	-Absence of direct harm and difficulty identifying the cause of harm (If we cant find anyone who is clearly responsible, we have a difficult time putting someone criminally responsible…) Different context in corporate crime and this is not used or taken in consideration. 
-Corporations are seen as making positive contributions to society
	-Tombs and Whyte: imaginary vs. real social order. (We live in ideological social order that were all equal and all have capacity to participate in market society and find jobs and start jobs and that the best succeed: BUT this is mythical and not how organizations corporate and that these companies will do anything for profit and to win… Ruthless.)
-Ability of corporate actors to resist the law. (Carson reading documents how laws are introduced, corporations have ability to resist the laws aimed at them!  When laws are involved with corporate harms, the government will address companies and consult them… That’s not what government does when it’s with criminals… but corporations have a take it for granted ideas and always walk the line…  They have a privilege to shake the law. (Power))  Carson says once laws are passed, corporations can still shake and resist laws when authorities try to enforce it!!!!! 
-Carson’s conventional crimes (They are normalized: they occur regularly without notice… They are so normal and fundamental of what corporations do that its not really discussed or brought up.   It’s very easy to slip in the mindset of whatever they are a corporation they do what they do.  Carson says that it’s not that simple.  To hard for enforcement units to enforce laws everywhere.   If they did enforce the laws, every corporation would be guilty of some sort of act.  Corporations would informally resist because they knew down the road some other company would be doing something illegally too!  A lot of corporations would accept to pay fines as well because they knew it was cheaper to pay the fine then changing certain processes and ways of work! (Ex: Calypso)  **** Judges started to say that these are not real crimes and differentiate these offenses vs. normal and real crime.   

-The limited liability corporation
-Corporate crime= structural problematic
	-Modern corporations criminogenic (amoral calculator)
	-Illegal and legal structure: maximize profits and limited liability
-Mid 19th century corporations became dominant means for entrepreneurial ventures (corporations chapter 2)
-Modern corporation is a ‘creature of stature’
	-Limited liability (risk=money)
-Corporations can own property, enter contracts, sue and be sued.
-Limited liability originally a privilege. 
-Rapid expansion of corporation in late 19th century
	-Working conditions threatened capitalist system.
	-Governments forced to implement new rules and regulations.
-Corporations resisted new laws (corporations as private property; workers thought to be ‘free’)

Criminal liability and the corporate form
-Corporation from market capitalist perspective
-Early concern with the limited liability; divide between owners and managers (Adam Smith)
-Problems assigning criminal responsibility
-Identification doctrine (UK 1944)
	-MensRea of employees= criminal responsibility of corporation (UK identification principle and controlling officer) You can’t hold individuals to account but you can hold the corporation to account (not really a person)
-Canadian courts identification doctrine and directing mind test
-Problems with the identification doctrine:
	-Difficulties determining directing mind
	-Responsibility in complex cases
	-Increasingly complex corporations
-Introduction of the Westray bill.  


October 1 2015

Criminal of the week: Monsanto (Leading product in Round-up)
Big producer of chemicals for agriculture.  Guilty of false advertising in France.  Dumping of toxic PCB’s.  Alleged bribery of government of officials in Indonesia.  Questions about genetically engineered bovine hormone.  

QUESTIONS: 
Examples of corporate crime in video!?
	In link with Tapans point, they knew that they could have caused harm or death.  Therefore could be criminal offense (700$ in hospital civil charges for PCB’s in water) (negligence?) 
	False advertising for saying their product is biodegradable. (Law used for this claim=regulatory or even civil)(Not crime just action)  
	Monsanto went to state and asked to burry PCB’s.  Obviously this is harmful and Monsanto said it wouldn’t affect anyone.  (Purposely buried it a small city and not big so that it doesn’t affect as many people.) Marginalization is smaller for harm since they went away from highly populated areas. 
	Cheating the system… Their false advertisement could potentially take away other companies business who’s actually got biodegradable items.  (not criminal however could still be breaking rules and laws in terms of administrative regulatory law.)  (Benefiting the corporation by cheating the system= an offense but not criminally!) These distinctions are ideologically based: Sutherland.  


What other corporate crime-related issues can you identify from the video?

What does the video tell us about the nature and scope of corporate harm and wrongdoing?


Limited liability corporations: 
-Corporate crime = structural problematic.  Modern corporation, criminogenic, and limited liability.  Mid 19th century, corporations became dominant means for entrepreneurial ventures.  
-Limited liability (risk=money)
	Corporations can own property, enter contracts, sue or be sued
	Limited liability or originally a privilege
	Rapid expansion of corporations in late 19th century
-Working conditions threatened capitalist system
-Governments forced to implement new rules and regulations
	Corporations resisted new laws (Corporations resisted new laws. (Operations as private property; workers thought to be free.
-Corporation from market capitalist perspective
-Early concern with the limited liability; divide between owners and managers (Smith)
-Problems assigning criminal responsibility
-Identification doctrine (UK 1944)
	Mens Rea of employees = criminal responsibility of corporation   (UK identification principle and controlling officer)
	Canadian courts identification doctrine and directing mind test
-Problems with the identification doctrine 
	Difficulties determining directing mind.
	Responsibility in complex cases
	Increasingly complex corporations
-Introduction of Westray bill.  

Neo-Liberalism and rise in corporate power and influence 
-What is the goal of the modern corporation?
-Keynesian economies and welfare principles.
-Since 1970’s, rise of neoliberal economic and political reasoning.
	-Stagflation (+inflation and – production); global competition and end of worker shortage; technological advancements.
	-Increaser of power of corporations (Tombs and Whyte on concentration of corporate power) 
-Corporations argued for greater freedom
-Governments abandoned Keynes for business friendly regulations.

Neo-liberalism: What happened Next?
-Only the privileged few benefited from the ‘freedoms’
	-Free market system ‘superior’ to state owned enterprises
	-Corporate profits in everyone’s best interests
	-Individual wealth= success
	-Wages stagnated and production rose
	-Economy in hands of the minority

-Workers forced to work more and shake on debt
-Corporations argued laws were unnecessary
	-Corporate crime disappeared as a concept in law
	-Street crimes punished more harshly

-Capitalism goes global.
	-Some of largest economies now belong to MNC’s and TNC’s
-Harms in under regulations and deregulations capitalism.  

Glasbeek’s criminogenic corporations:
-He says that corporation is legally created site of irresponsibility adding that corporate greed and Canadian and international law are major facilitators of corporate crime.
	-Criminogenic Corporation
-Prominence o neo-liberalism (and limited liability corporations) 
-The market justifies greed (Smith) GOOD because makes world go round and round.
-Corporate profit-making as criminogenic
	-Tensions between efficiency and responsibility
	-Paper entrepreneurs
	-Corporate performance and stick prices.
	-Corporate culture (culture of recidivism) 

Globalization and corporate crime 
	-Globalization as hegemony (neo-lib goes global)
	-Regime shopping
	-Dominance of self-regulation
	-Corporations beyond the law? (TNC’S created to avoid law)
	-Globalization and the degradation of politics  (largely a myth)
		-States have re-regulated
		-States will protect economy 
		-Strong states and economies
		-States creates the conditions for the economy
		-States chooses how to regulate the corporation






October 8 2015

Resume from last class: What does neoliberalism have to do with this class?
	Political economical context makes us think what corporate crime is.
****Synoptic view: follows neoliberal ideas.  Find new ways to make profit (ex: Facebook) you are a consumer and they look at your interests.  
Self-regulation: Theoretically, we all have equal opportunity to enter in market.  The principle of it is, if corporation doesn’t practice safe practices, you won’t want to work or buy from them.  However, corporations can make you think differently and have the power to not give you the real information or facts.  Also the role of the individual and how corporate crime should be seen.  


Crime of the week: 

Enron case: December 2001, Enron declared bankruptcy (60 billion dollars in assets).  Employees lost jobs and 1.3 billion in retirement savings.  Classic pump and dumb scheme.(major shareholders still made it seem like the company was doing well by creating shell companies associated with Enron and hid Enron’s losses in those smaller companies.  All the other companies took there $ out before their shares lost all their value.)  Height of Us de-regulation. (Their CEO had direct contact with government.) Market to market accounting. (They were able to book profits based on what the company would do in the future years.)  Enron not alone (Enronitis of early 200’s.)



Glasbeek Criminogenic Corporation: 
· It’s a legally created site of irresponsibility adding that corporate greed and Canadian and international law are major facilitators of corporate crime.  
· The criminogenic corporation
· Prominence of neo-liberalism (and limited liability corp.) 
· The market justifies greed (Adam Smith)
· Corporate profit-making as criminogenic
· Tensions between efficiency and responsibility
· Paper entrepreneurs
· Corporate performance and stock prices
· Corporate culture (culture of recidivism) 

Regulation and the regulatory agency:
· Government agencies ensure compliance.
· Introduced to fill void of traditional policing
· Formal and informal regulation
· Specialized regulatory agencies (securities, environment and OHS)
· Main characteristics of regulatory agencies:
· Links between regulatory and business (revolving door)
· Lack of resources
· Non-enforcement (cooperation dominates; goal is not to punish but secure compliance and educate)
· Target smallest and weakest 
· Light sanctions 
· Regulatory capture (cultural permission to punish short-lived)
· Common ideological commitment to corporate capitalism.  

Dominance of self-regulation
· Neoliberal belief in the free market system
· Regulatory cutbacks in 1980’s and 90’s (re-regulation)
· Regulatory backlash – Canada open for business.
· Ex: Dr. Pierre Blais and Meme breast implant
· Emphasizes persuasion and bargaining (trusts corporations to self-monitor and control; goal to build consensus)
· Supported by academic research criticizing punishment strategies 
· Proponents argue:
· Workers can freely negotiate (re-defined own notions of risk)
· Insider knowledge best
· Cheaper and more effective than government control
· Cooperative strategies better and easier for regulators
· Braithwaite’s pyramidal approach and hierarchy of penalties
· Advocated economic rationality model
· Self-regulation and compliance models ignore corporate power.
· Assumes regulation a technical question.


Pyramid of regulation: ****

Regulatory struggle: 

· Regulation not always one sided, favoring corporations 
· Regulation is the product of struggles which are always ongoing, never complete
· Micro-level (everyday) struggles
· Companies vs. regulators
· Sharped by laws enacted: power of industry; relationship between regulators and regulates.
· Macro-level struggles 
· Level of consent between state and capital: relationship between state and citizen (role of pressure groups) 
· Struggle over ideas (Snider’s struggle for hegemony)
· State significantly shapes regulatory context (contra claims of degradation of politics) 




· Compliance: 
· Against strict enforcement (legalism)
· Punishment = resistance
· Criminal law causes more harm then good
· Cost of full enforcement prohibitive 
· Corporations will corporate 

· Vs. punishment 
· External pressures (need strict enforcement and innovative regulation)
· No evidence that strict enforcement is not equal to compliance.  
· Confound way things are with way they must be
· Desire to regulate drops during recessions (cultural permission to regulate)
· Importance of deterrence strategies  
· Mutually exclusive?
· Punishment is not dismissal of compliance strategies (and vise versa)
· Getting to the top of the pyramid sooner
· Wells on Belfour Beatty in UK as indication that pyramid faulty
· Ideological differences between punishment and compliance schools
· Corporate crime of corporate wrongdoing (for very different reasons)
· Amoral calculator vs. rational actor
· Both about control of corporate wrongdoing (for very different reasons)
· Compliance still about deterrence in the end (Tombs and Whyte)
· Would deterrence strategies work?
· Corporate offenses not ‘one-offs’
· Detection not a problem (more enforcement would work)
· Symbolic message of punishment
· Punishing corporation’s not greater social inequality.  

Understanding regulatory ineffectiveness theoretical perspectives:
· How we think about research and corporate crime matters
· Law and economy and compliance scholars
· Academic arguments in favor of free market 
· Market mentality entrenched in political decisions
· Knowledge matters: struggle over ideas vital to regulatory environment.  











5 November 2015

Criminal of the week: Nortel:

Telecommunications manufacturer
Filed bankruptcy in 2009
Bursting of the technology stock market bubble in early 2000’s 
Massive loss in investments and jobs (60,000 world wide)
Forces to restate the company’s earnings 
Three executives fired and charged for accounting fraud (bill c-13) 
Found not guilty (accounting mistakes, but not fraud!)
Critics: indicates that Canada soft of corporate crime:  Because were not an economic global super power.  We want to attract things to Canada, not scare people off since were not the strongest in this department.  Federal Canada introduced (part of the RCMP) investigating charges like these offenses and is very unsuccessful.  (This case was a test case for the integrate enforcement teams)  Why is it so difficult for police units to do investigations in these types of cases?


Safety Cries as violence: 
· What is violence
· Workplace injury and death rarely treated as violence
· Criminology exclusion of safety crimes as violence (focus on intentions and individuals, not collectives) 
· Can we define workplace injury and death as violence?
· Direct violence
· Indirect violence
· Repressive violence
· Alienating violence
· Absentee killers (Reimen)
· Abandoning out commitment to individualism 
· Conditions that are created that result in injury or death **** That is what corporation violence is.  
(Everyone on board such as boss and workers for salary, conditions of work etc.…  Safety issues however cost a lot of money for companies resist all this and the state will push.  Company’s mad because makes them loose profit.    

Family members have their say: 
· No voice as victims
· Companies offer little support
· We thought the law applied to everyone equally
· Police don’t investigate – No explanation why
· Crown prosecutors don’t process with charges
· Long term impacts for families = I don’t see life in color anymore, I sometimes wish my other son had dies too.
Why corporate crimes are treated differently then street crimes: 
· Corporations are not considered criminal
· Free marker mentality dominates
· Corporations can resist laws
· The power of media and advertising 
· Regulators see corporations as ‘clients’ 
· Poorly worded and ineffective corporate crime laws.  
-Mens Rea = problem? 
- Problem was that maybe charges aren’t high enough on companies… Hence, they are willing to pay the minimal fine rather then pay for security and wellness for workers.  Should they have more expensive charges then????
-Blue-collar workers usually the victims… Maybe not a lot of education= not very good negotiation power… (Power) 
-Not the immediate incident, but a lot of different elements that contribute in the problems.  (According to tombs?) 
- Always make us think that these are accidents and not crimes… Our system makes us believe that it’s often the workers fault of not paying attention or laziness. 
-NO crime = no victim.  No victim= no voice.  
- Corporations = nation builder not criminal ever.  We may all get benefits from corporations but not evenly distributed.  Always blue-collar people who are experiencing the worst because they are taking the risks for big companies to make profit.  

Invisibility of safety crimes: 
· Injury and deaths are thus accidents 
· Workers are not ideal victims
· Victim blaming = deficiencies of low-level, accident prone workers, responsibilization (obscures structural ideas) 
· Safety crimes are committed by ‘bad apples’
· Principle of ‘common interest’ (shared risk) 
· Bifurcated model of criminal processes. 
· Differentiate )strict liability) 
· Assimilate (identification doctrine to Westray bill) 
· Problems with mens rea, individual focus of criminal law
· Role of regulation in the decriminalization of safety crimes.

CHECK WESTRAY BILL









Projet: Limited liability in criminogenic.  Link with what we talked about with your analysis and the author’s book.  (Compare and contrast) (Don’t be critical) 
Rogers: ‘we can buy ourselves out of this problem’ 

12 November 2015


· Corporate fraud, false advertising, price-fixing, insider trading, security fraud
· Ponzi schemes  (Bernie Madoff, Earl Jones) 
· Pump and dump (Enron) 
· Security fraud (Nortel)
· Difficulties measuring financial corporate crime (considerable ‘dark figure’)
· Costs far outstrip those of traditional crimes (250 billion dollars a year vs billion for street crimes.
· Which example do you find most serious and troubling?  Why?
(All breaches of trust, because of all these free markets systems should have trust, and when these things happen, they loose trust in markets.)

Financial corporate crime in context:
· Stock markets originally self-regulating gentlemen’s clubs 
· Regulations only after scams and disasters
· 1930-1970 self-regulation based on Keynesian model
· 1980 era de-regulation (banks allowed to invest and stock markets demutualized)
· Increased financialization (from trading shares to trading risks)
· Applying monetary (exchange) value to everything (Schneider) 
· 3 financial debacles and disasters in 1980 (era of de-reg) 
· S and L scandal; collapse fraud a betrayal of trust?

· How does the notion of ‘corporate culture’ help to explain what happen in the global financial crisis?  


The crises continues: Things change to a certain extent but adapt and find new ways to seek investment, profit and to make money.   *** Different types of regulations… Some continue to make profit and not face punishment vs. traditional regulations that are stopped and always frowned upon. 
· Crisis, followed by regulation
· More regulations today then ever (neo-liberalism)
· Spot the difference: safety crimes regulation vs financial regulations
· How has neo-liberalism made it difficult to regulate financial corporate crime?
· Ability of corporations to resist regulations and exploit loopholes 
· Lobbying to shape new rules and regulations 
· Regulatory habitus (cultural permission to regulate)
· Mathematics goes to market (Snider’s technological arms race)
· High frequency trades and ‘Dark pools’
· What the heck is a derivative?
· Regulators can’t keep pace (Snider) 
Derivative: Secondary bet.  Gives you privilege not obligation to buy or sell? Basically complicated betting schemes.  Bonne manière pour les Grande Company to get away with shit.  (ex: murder)  New ways to make profit.  Base= profit is good for society apparently.  

Harvey’s neoliberalism as creative destructive: 
· Global capitalism’s embrace of free market fundamentalism.
· Individualized entrepreneurship and consumerism
· Opening of markets: new spaces for investments 
· Waves of success followed by creativity



What is environmental corporate crime? 
· Catastrophe vs. by-product of commercial profit.
· UN categories of environmental crime
· Harms to the environment and our daily lives 
· 800,000 deaths annually from air pollution globally (space matters)
· Growing concerns with environmental crime in context of globalization (corporate colonization of nature) 
· Environmental crime vs. eco crime (‘green’ criminology)
· Environmental crime vs. safety crimes (overlap)
Big discussion if these should be crimes…  All rules and laws keep becoming self-regulatory blah…. 
Daily impact on our lives: pollution, timber used for homes from rainforests… etc.  Materials we use everyday.  
Not just what environmental crime is, but also what kind of society do we want to live in.  


November 19th 2015

Crime of the week: 

Environmental crime researched:  Volkswagen emissions testing.  They were getting benefits from saying they found something that would make diesel a green initiative… (Didn’t they just put a cheat code in the emission test)  Meets everyone’s standards: green AND having power, speed, (which makes it not green)       

Why this example: 
What laws were broken?
Was there a conviction: What’s the appropriate punishment?



Video: What issues on the video?
· Identify corporate crime:


Regulation environmental corporate crime: 
· Environmental corporate crime as a ‘legal’ 
· Struggle over scientific knowledge claims 
· Explosion of environmental regulations (non-criminal)
· Environmental laws emerged in 1970’s
· Neoliberal dominance (once again)
· Canada’s environmental protection act
· Girard, Day and Snider (2010) found more inspections than investigations and convictions 
· Environmental crime and the cost of business
· Canadian environmental assessment act
· Mostly screenings (lowest level of assessment 
· Relies on self-assessment 
· ‘Growth-oriented ideology’ 

Preventing environmental corporate crime:
· Vagueness of international law
· Protecting the environment vs. progress and development 
· UN principles and international law
· How valid is international law if large countries do not adhere to these principles?
· What can be done to regulate eco crime?
· International courts?
· Dispute resolution or restorative justice?
· Social movements and citizen participation?
· Working with corporations?
· Importance of counter-hegemonic claims and resistance. 

Understanding state corporate crime: 
· Naming corporate crime
· Using a different lens
· State-corporate crime as an emerging concept 
· Quinine’s powerful elite
· State corporate crime defined 
· State initiated vs. State facilitated
· The corporation as both ‘inside’ and ‘outside’ of the state 
· [bookmark: _GoBack]The Corporations (chapter 19-20) 
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