Why study Deviance?

1. Vicarious experience: gives us a way of living vicariously through those who engage in deviance, we don’t need to engage in it ourselves but experience vicariously by studying those who do
2. Reform: when people study deviance and work in the criminal justice system and bring attention to injustices 
a. John Walsh: america’s most wanted -> 1981 wife took 6 year old son to buy a lamp, kid playing videogames, security guard thought the kids were being disruptive and made them leave and go to the parking lot. Last time he was seen, his decapitated head was found 16 days later.
3. Self protection and sophistication: can reduce our chances of victimization, how you can change your daily activities to reduce chances of victimization, patterns not random. More often you go out at night the more likely you are to experience victimization, same for alcohol use, drug use, these activities bring you into contact with motivated offenders 
4. Understanding oneself and others: studying deviance could give you insight into your own actions and motivations e.g. recreational drug user might be interested in studying what scholars have said about drug use
5. Intellectual curiosity: interesting because we aren’t subjected to these topics every day. Seeking intellectual insight: 
a. Alfred Kinsey: Sexual behavior in the adult male: interviewed people and asked people about their sexual behavior. Contribution of book: not everyone is engaging in vanilla heterosexual sex (continuum of sexuality)

Academic views of Deviance:
· Prior to 1960: focus was on “outsiders” prostitutes, criminals. Saw deviance as real and measurable and could be studied scientifically
· In 1960 began to recognize that deviance is a socially constructed process: Social Constructionist theories, labeling theories
· Current biological explanations exist but the acknowledge the importance of social factors

Objective Definitions of Deviance
· Try to find something inherent in a person, behavior, or characteristics that is necessarily deviant. 
· Attempts to define deviance in a universal way e.g.
· Statistical Rarity: Kinsey’s study challenged this view by showing homosexual behavior was not a statistical rarity
· Harmfulness: does it disrupt the functioning of society? But this is not the case. E.g.
·  ontological harm: the earth orbits the sun the sun does not orbit the earth-> challenged perception of the world and was disruptive but looking back on it, it did not.
· Harm can be exaggerated by those who it advantages. Sometimes the cost of punishing the deviance is much higher than the deviance itself e.g. mass incarceration for nonviolent drug use in the US
· Labeling people as deviance can actually increase deviance when people internalize the labael
· Normative Violation: Defining deviance as something that violates normative expectations
· Problem: Norms vary in time and space so it would not be possible to have an objective definition. Normative expectations vary too much
· Social reaction: sometimes deviance can be defined by the social reaction it gets:
· Negative response
· Tolerant response: many times people deviate and nothing happens e.g. Justin Trudeau said he smoked weed -> was tolerated in some cases we accept certain degrees of nonconformity but it doesn’t mean we accept all drug use
· Denial: a friend who might have a drug problem: hold on to the belief that they are just a heavy pot smoker and will not let go of that belief until it becomes impossible not to because of overwhelming evidence to the contrary
· Romanticized/Demonized response: those who are the most criminal are often romanticized e.g. ted bundy, john gotti seen as a community leader even though everyone knew he was a mobster, gang leaders in inner city are often idealized
· Because of the wide array of reactions it can be difficult to use reactions to define deviance

Subjective Positions on Deviance:
· Focus: on deviance as a social construction
· Nothing inherent in a behavior or characteristic that makes it deviant
· Reality is created by human interaction
· Values are important in defining what is deviance
· Focus on stigmatization and stigmatizing labels: can have a stigmatizing effect
· Focus on the process of naming certain behaviours as deviance 

Moral Entrepreneurs:
· People who manufacture public morality
· Who are these people?
· Religious figures e.g. pro choice vs. pro life lobby to have their moral views made into legislation
· MADD: positive social entrepreneurs
· Not only people who advocate for self serving change  but can also be change for good
· Rules are invoked when someone with influence feels they are needed, not every time someone breaks them
· Not only that there is an issue that needs attention but it is seen as a Social Problem: social phenomenon is framed as a social problem that needs intervention e.g. moral entrepreneurs against marijuana but really against immigration 
· This process focuses just as much on the Definers of deviance as the deviance itself
· Impossible to value neutral when defining deviance

Universal Definition:
· Deviance designation used to describe
· Presumed behavior that
· Defies social expectations that
· Are made and enforced by people with influence (power and)
· Have been applied to particular people or groups in particular situations

Characteristics of Deviance:
· Deviance is a Universal Phenomenon (not universal definition) in every single social group there is deviance (but this deviance is not necessarily defined in a similar way e.g. even in a society of saints people will be evaluated on their saintliness) 
· Deviance is a Relative phenomenon
· Deviance is a Situational phenomenon: your own experience and the situations you have encountered influence the way that you define deviance 

Note on Gender:
· Where are the women? Very little research on women and deviance
· Prior to 1960s women either seen as not being deviant or deviant because their male partner was deviant
· Some sociologist said: Masculinity is seen as the norm in our society so women are deviant because they are female. The assumption is male so being a woman makes you deviant 

Explanations of Deviance: 
· Attempts to explain why deviance occurs in society
· This has been the focus of much theorizing in sociology
· Another way to think of deviance is to look at:
· Social Order
· Social Control
· No single overarching theory can explain all types of deviance 
· Overlap exists between theories


3 Broad categories of explanations of Deviance
1. Empathic
2. Scientific theories something
3. Ideological theories

Empathic Theories:
· Attempt to understand deviance through the eyes of those who are deviant 
· Mainly through symbolic interactionism and interactions
· Sometimes it’s hard to feel empathy for certain kinds of deviance e.g. serial killers
· Keep in mind the relativeness of deviance

Scientific theories:
· Attempt to use scientific methodology to define and explain deviance
· Rooted in positivism
· Rejects that human ideas, emotions, and values should be present when studying the social world

Ideological Theories:
· Rooted in Ideological belief
· Will not change regardless of contrary evidence 
· Not based on science or evidence
· Functionalism can be seen as an ideological explanation: belief that society as it existed at the time was “perfect” 


Measuring and Studying Deviance
· Problems measuring Deviance?
· Process: constantly changing 
· Difficult to measure without a set definition
· Problems measuring crime?
· Crime Funnel: the crime that we see is distorted
· At the top we see all crime
· Undetected 
· Detected
· Reported/unreported
· All the crime we see is only the detected crime 
· Even if it is reported the way that it’s processed in the criminal justice system can cause biases e.g. in US biased against blacks
· In the end we only see a small fraction of all the crime that’s actually committed
· Very little information on unreported crime 

Self Report Data:
· Survey to ask about what kind of crime or deviance have been engaged in
· Better than official incarceration statistics
· Not perfect because people could still be reluctant to report certain acts
· May not see their acts as problematic 
· Interviews 
· Not always representative and generalizable 
· Victimization Surveys: ask if people have been a victim of a crime
· Findings can also be distorted by poor memory and poorly worded questions
· People might not want to report certain kinds of victimization
· Different perceptions of victimization 

Field Observation:
· Participatory: engaging and taking part in the community you are studying
· Covert: has been made difficult by ethics committees in recent years 
· Overt: can have difficulty gaining access to communities, usually members of that community that study those communities 
· Non-participatory

Secondary analysis of statistical data:
· Analysis of official statistical data
· Problem: even police reporting can be highly biased

Biographical Material
· Diaries
· In depth interviews
· Using one person as an example to understanding the process (of becoming deviant, internalizing a label etc.)
· Not common in sociology because we want to make generalizations

Content analysis
· Systematic analysis of documents, films etc.
· Example: analyzing media reports to see how the media represents crime/deviance 

Convict criminology
· Someone who has gone to jail and then tried to reform the system 
· Become interested and study criminology more seriously 
· Possibly have experience in the criminal justice system in other ways e.g. social worker, prison guard etc. 
· Typically want to reform what they see as Injustice 

Simulations:
· E.g. Stanford prison experiment 
· Fewer because of research ethics approval
Journalistic accounts
· More and more common
· Don’t have to deal with a board of ethics, can go undercover
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What we would typically hear about:
Humphrey
Tearoom study
Served as the Watch Queen: Lookout: Watched to look out if there was someone coming (did not participate)
Took down info about them, took down their license plate # to find out their names and where they lived
Tracked them down and interviewed them a year later 

Criticism: 
Did not get informed consent
Took license plate information without permission
Tracked down where they lived
Huge risk to participants that they would be discredited if anyone found out

Specifics of Study:

Context:

1960s
· Same-sex sexual behavior was illegal at the time 
· Laws against sodomy
· Between 50s and 60s FBI kept lists of known homosexuals
· Post office kept lists of men who received homosexual literature
· Time of surveillance and repression
· Those who were caught/labeled/seen/charged newspapers would often publish names which could have severe consequences for life e.g. fired from job 
· Stonewall 1969
· First launch of the LGBT movement
· Bar/inn in gay village owned by Mafia
· Why would these groups come together?
· Groups whose behaviors have been “deviant” 
· Gathering of gay men, drag queens, lesbians etc. 
· Also a time of civil unrest, civil rights, anti war (against Vietnam)
· Study published right after stonewall riots
· Study highlighted the gray area of sexuality that Kinsey drew attention to
· Also pointed out that these are men who are married, who are successful, members of their church/community

Impetus:

Where were all the arrests?
· Many arrests in gay bars however there were also a lot of arrests in other areas
· Not just in gay bars, not just men who self identified as gay
· Interested in this part of the continuum
· A lot of harassment by police
· Many men being blackmailed by police
· Not a study about homosexuals
· Study about men who engage in homosexual acts
· In the biography:
· Humphrey had child
· At the university they encouraged students to get involved
· Not create theories from an armchair
· Thesis advisor encouraged him to get his hands dirty and to understand from a subjective empathetic perspective
· Challenges the idea that there is anything immoral
· Shift from the idea that social science should be neutral to the recognition that deviance is a social process and we need to recognize values in order to understand it
· Shift from the perception of those who are “deviant” as pathologically different

Tearooms

Agrot
· A type of secret language that subcultures use to prevent their deviance from being known by others
· e.g. Polari: language commonly used in Britain for gay men (in the 1960s)
· in polari tea means urine -> tea room = urine room
· Not all washrooms are tea rooms
· Certain features make a washroom more conducive to being a tearoom

Is a bathroom Public or Private setting?
· Important because in research private places are afforded more protections
· When you go into a public place you are relinquishing some of your rights
· Give up some of your privacy in public
· Example with Bathhouses: used by gay men to go have sex
· Sean not allowed to go observe in a bath house because considered private not public (you pay to get in)
· Humphrey said they were both private and public
· Post WW2 there was a huge expansion of highways
· Created a need for more public washrooms
· Huge growth of publish washrooms in 1950s
· How can you tell a bathroom that’s just a bathroom from a bathroom that’s a tearoom?
· Tearooms will always have windows to see if someone was coming
· If 2 cars not parked outside for more than 10 minutes
· Washrooms secluded (didn’t want a lot of people coming by)
· Graffiti was used as an indicator 
· Silence: guarantees anonymity 
· How did they do it then? Series of subtle gestures  
· What type of acts?
· Seldom saw anal sex, usually oral or mutual masturbation 
· Who is being harmed if no one besides those who want to be active participants is engaged?
· Democracy: what did he mean by that?
· Such an eclectic group of men
· Everybody was welcome
· Everyone was completely interchangeable: did not mater
· Whoever wanted to participate could

Example of how architecture can influence behavior
· Going to the gym
· In men’s locker rooms and showers
· Old man shower prowlers
· Old men who hang around in the gym locker rooms to try and see people showering
· People at the gym said it was a problem so they changed the locker room so that the showers would have wood doors instead of curtains
· E.g. gay gym, made the sauna glass
· These are examples of how architecture can stop or encourage deviant behavior 

Methods and Methodological Issues

Gaining access: necessary for ethnography/participant observation 
Important to be an insider in that community

Passing as Deviant: 
· Humphrey: to do his study and gain access he had to Pass as deviant
· He said it was non participatory research (said he was the watchqueen)
· Was he? Was he actually a participant
· Maybe it was in his best interests to say he was a 3rd party
· Is a voyeur a participant?
Criticism:
· Too close to participants, if participating can they give a truly objective account?
Intensive dozen
· Group that he interviewed after
· Group who were most likely self identifying as gay
· Said he befriended them and got to know them
· He said that this group was not representative because he knew that the vast majority were married heterosexual men
To get a representative sample
· Secretly took down license plate #s and tracked them down
· What about the police informant? (probably a gay man)
· Social health survey that he was part of at the university of Washington
· Added on the names of his sample

Threat to participants?
· Problematic because he disguised who he was
· He deliberately misrepresented himself to enter a private domain
Are there perhaps some areas of human behavior that are inappropriate for research?
· Are there certain things that sociology shouldn’t touch

How do we protect the stigmatized group?
· He argues that no one is getting hurt, they are all willing participants
· However this group experiences stigmatization and harassment
· Is it ethical to ignore this group? 
· One of the omissions of the study is that he couldn’t ask his participants about their motivation for this behavior 
Misinformation
· There is a lot of misinformation about this study
· Perception that he lost his PHD etc.
· However the only thing is he lost a small research grant
· Had a good career, known within academic community
· This study is used as a cautionary tale about how not to do sociological research
· We often exaggerate details of the story to emphasize how unethical it was
· However ethics still fall within a gray area
· Power is an important factor
· The individuals who are stigmatized who were in the study wouldn’t be ok and say that the ends justify the means
· Those who judge the merits of the study are those with power
· Power is important because we need to recognize the power imbalances between researchers and participants 
· E.g. many studies of low class deviance than upper class crime: easier to gain access to those with little power in society 
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Tearoom trade continued

Insights and contributions of the study:
· Socially constructed patterns of time, space, information and interpersonal contacts
· A location usually used as a bathroom but now used for a different purpose
· Heavily scripted and choreographed acts: nonverbal 
· Codes that signaled they were there for a purpose other than using the washroom
· Their activities seemed mundane to someone who didn’t know what was happening: not easily identified 
· Perhaps homosexual activity should be seen as a hobby (rainwater) can shift from being “normal” to occasionally deviant 
· Not deviant all the time
· Perhaps drug use should be looked at the same way
· Drift in and out of conformity and deviation: not a static identity/behavior 
· Challenges the assumption that it was only gay men who were engaging in this activity
· Can be normal most of your life but engage in deviance as a hobby
· Minimal subcultural support
· There was no community
· There wasn’t anyone who taught them the modes of interactions
· No one taught them how to be deviant 

Major Omission:
· Did not gain insight into why they were engaging in this activity 

Power:
· Shedding light on a group who had more power but who were also deviant
· Businessmen, white men, middle class backgrounds
· This wasn’t the typical research on marginalized individuals who have less power and are more easy to access 

Challenged the Police Moral Enterprise 
· Why were the police cracking down on what was happening?
· Illegal
· Immoral
· Fear that this activity would spread beyond those who were engaging in it
· Impression that there were victims
· The study showed that it was unlikely that anyone who didn’t want to be involved in this activity would be exposed to it accidentally 
· Danger: was not actually to society but to those engaging in the activity

Internal Review Board (ethics board)
· One of the biggest outcomes of the study
· Need for ethics approval and informed consent
· Became widespread in North America 

Response to the Study:
· Initial academic reviews were mixed but neither enthusiastic nor outrages
· Media was much more critical
· Study went on to win the C. Wright Mills award 
· Although there is controversy over the study and its ethics there were significant contributions to the study of sociology 


Through a Hole in the Lavatory Wall: Homosexual Subcultures, police surveillance, Toronto, 1890,1930, Steven Maynard 

· Content analysis
· Found 313 cases in Ontario 130 cases in Toronto
· Specifically interested in people having sex in public
· Quote from a judge who says the Police are “Stirring things up” and on a moral enterprise
· Police were going to great lengths to charge people
· Observed Diverse Background: 
· not all gay men
· men driving from one end of the city to the other
· not only lower class men
· different races
· men who drifted in and out of deviance “hobbyists” 
· At the time not all households had indoor plumbing
· City built public bathrooms
· Newspapers would publish names
· Surveillance:
· Observed through a hole in the bahroom wall
· Example of Foucalt’s Panopticism
· Foucalt’s Panoptic prison design
· Not always being watched: only one guard for many prisoners BUT Always under the fear of being watched
· Says this is what modern life is like: we are always under the threat of being watched and adjust our behavior accordingly 
· It doesn’t matter if someone is actually watching, it’s the threat of being watched that changes behavior
· The media reports in Toronto would be an example of this and the men engaging in this behavior would have a constant fear of being watched
· Awareness of the grey area of sexual orientations
· Highlighted that there is more than the dichotomy of hetero and homosexual

Why? 
Why do men engage in this activity?
Why not women? 
· They had no other outlet for their same sex attractions at the time
· Couldn’t go on dates with or form relationships with men 

Article Summaries and Academic Research

11 pt single spaced 1 page
can be point form

Find the question that the article is trying to answer: sometimes several but usually one overarching focus 
Intro
Main objectives of finding
Main question
Provides context for the question (background) context is often related to question 
**summarizing literature review not necessary BUT pull out what has and has not been done
do not provide breakdown of the studies that have been done, can summarize in 1 sentence

Methods: information you need to  provide depends e.g. not specific, but generally e.g. statistical analysis? Survey? Don’t get stuck on the details of the methods give bare bones of methods

Results:  best way to summarize is to read it, think about it and then go to the conclusion

Focus on introduction and the conclusion 

Look at relevant chapter of textbook when summarizing an article on a theory 

DUE: may 14, 21, and 28

Citation in ASA style at the top of the page bolded 

If using other citations in the summaries then make a reference page in ASA

Academic Research:
Sociological abstracts and socindex 
Main journal for deviance Deviant Behaviour 
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Mid Term Info:

Read article about marijuana Article*** not the chapter of the book with the same name 

70 Q from lectures
30 Q from readings -> things we talked about in class  (for the later material it might be from the chapters so focus on the readings for those parts) 

example of exam questions:
positivism: a
crime funnel: d (throughout the process of going through the crime funnel the pictures gets more and more distorted) we have tons of information about those who are convicted however it is a small and unrepresentative sample
Deutschmann-> one of the most effective ways of improving the validity of research is: 
b-> consulting several sources of data reporting on the same subject 

Prescientific Approaches to Deviance

The historical progression of theories of deviance 
** in readings pay attention to comparison boxes to help distil the most important info

Myths, Parables, and Stories about Deviance
In the past we learned about deviance through stories and myths (religious stories) used to teach children about deviance, to show what is right and wrong and influence behavior 

Prior to the enlightenment deviance was thought of as causal and supernatural
· Causal: supernatural forces outside the individual making them do it 
· People understood life and reality in terms of myths parables and stories which were used to teach people how to behave and the consequences of deviance
· Explained experiences and were created to help people conform
· E.g. Adam and Eve, Lot’s wife (looked back and didn’t follow the path of righteousness)  
· Secular and magical stories: used to teach us lessons
· Used to teach lessons to children
· Teach them to use manners, teaching them about the consequences of being deviant e.g. slovenly peter, unclean, becomes an outcast
· Cautionary tales
· Konrad: thumb sucking 
The trickster
· A common archetype in folklore and mythology
· Shape shifter, not treated as unconditionally bad
· Often outwits authorities, represents darker side of uncontrolled human behavior
· Sometimes we like them, sometimes we don’t 
· Make fun of the established order, challenge the common dichotomies e.g. good and bad, mad and women 
· Still very common in modern culture media and entertainment 
· Shows how deviance and response to deviance varies ** deviance can be attractive but also bad
· E.g. bugs bunny, harmless practical joker, we like him but he pushes boundaries
· E.g. robin hood: deviance in the name of good, challenged the dichotomy between good and bad
· Darth Vader: trickster can be a main character 
· In religious stories deviance is always seen as bad and punished with negative consequences BUT in secular contexts deviants can be both good and bad

Contemporary Legends:
· Claim to be based on fact rather than fiction/fantasy
· Can be urban legends 
· Often designed to express fear or desire for more social order
· Often stories geared toward women e.g. watch your drink or you could wake up in a bathtub with a missing kidney 

Demonic Perspective:
· Deviance was explained (rather than described) as being caused supernaturally 
· Instead of looking for causes in the natural environment, looked for supernatural causes 
· Did not look to physiology, medical, environmental, or natural reasons for bad things
· Did not believe in coincidences: everything happened for a reason, always a supernatural cause 

The Pagan and Deviant:
· Religions have done their best to discredit other religions
· Redefine the practices of others to redefine the practices of others and deviant and demonic 
· E.g. moral panic (the burning times) fear of demonic forces (witchcraft) 
· Witches became a scapegoat for all the ills of society at the time

Pantheistic World view:
· Many gods
· God is everything and everyone, equates god with the forces of the universe
· Deviance and all bad things are acts of god and hostile spirits
· Everything in the world is caused by gods
· Deviance is not predictable or preventable: not brought on by anything someone has done 
VS.

Monotheistic World View:
· Only one god
· Deviance of all forms had human accountability
· Moral failing is what causes deviance
· Temptation from demonic forces 
· 2 pathways to deviance
· temptation
· possession

Solutions to demonic deviance?
· Exorcism: cleansing the body of demonic influence 
· Destroy the demonic influence by purifying the individual through extreme suffering and death (e.g. witch craze)

Witch craze 1400-1700
· Prior to this, those who practiced witchcraft were viewed as harmless, they were tolerated, not feared
· Moral panic was produced and sustained by religious authorities against those who did not fit their idea of appropriate religious practices
· Witches redefined as agents of the devil and needed to be destroyed with extreme suffering or death

Who could be accused of being a witch: 
· Women (misogynistic attack on women)
· Women who did not conform, who were not docile
· Mothers of deformed babies
· People who were seen in other people’s dreams
· People claiming to have occult powers
· People believed to be involved in conspiracies
· Critics of the church
· Herbalists and healers 
· Anyone blamed for the misfortune of others
· Exceptionally gifted people
· Those named by tortured witches
· Could make torture stop by confessing and giving names of other witches
· Mentally ill
· Disabled 
· Anyone who fell outside of a vary narrow idea of what was normal and acceptable for women 
· The weak and powerless (women were weak and powerless)
· Anyone who could be used as a scapegoat

Contributing factors to moral panic/witch craze?
· Roman catholic inquisition
· Malleus maleficarum
· One of the first mass produced texts
· Provides instructions for how to identify and destroy witches
· Part 1: witches are a huge danger
· Part 2: how to identify
· Part 3: methods to prosecute, torture etc. 

Treatment of the accused: 
· Confessions became very important
· Torture was very successful at getting confessions
· E.g. ordeal of water (forcing to consume a large quantity of water)
· Ordeal of fire: hot coals on feet
· Strappado
· Wheel 
· Rack: stretched from limb to limb
· Stivaletto: shatters leg bones
· Those who confessed were either burned or hanged and their property was confiscated 

Documentary:
The Burning Times

Springs 
Romans: dedicated shrine to Minerva: goddess of wisdom and good health
Romans did not destroy religions of the people they conquered, they too believed that nature was scared 

Women continued the ancient traditions of religions, they were healers, ‘wisewomen’ 
Christian state branded them as witches and worshippers of the devil 

Witch as
· Healer
· Strong woman
· Women in nature
· Most people on our society see witches as evil they do not see these definitions
· Why?
· These ideas date back to renaissance 
· Witches branded as evil 
· Halloween once a pagan festival

Why do people fear the word witch so much?
· Brings up the idea of women’s power
· We’ve been conditioned over thousands of years to fear women’s power 

Folk leaders of peru: still called witch doctors
Many drugs we use today were first used by female healers

Courendara: Mexican healing witch
Many healers relied on Christian faith when performing their ritual:
However rooted in pagan traditions

Witch came from wick: bend or shape 
Developing altered states of self

Mathieu Fox:
Hate mail regarding having a witch on the faculty

Christianization of Europe: resulted in loss of millions of lives
Church of Rome set up the inquisition to impose it’s will
Those who opposed the views of the church were charged with heresy and executed
 
This is what resulted in the witch hunt: 85% of those killed for the crime of witchcraft were women 
The women’s holocaust: numbers? High = 9 million over 300 years 

Goddess + pagan religions
Most pagan people had goddesses and gods appropriate for them, they were important because they were a part of living, not a lot to do with belief, based on actions, experience
Christianity -> belief became important

In the middle ages Mary regarded as a goddess 
Within 100 years over 500 churches (cathedrals) constructed dedicated the mary
2 kinds of religion:
· Of the elite
· Popular religion of the majority: theirs was still full of the old religion: goddess, nature, spirits 

Joan of Arc
· “goddess like” presence
· led French to victory
· faith deeply rooted in the old religion
· considered a heretic and executed 
· by her time the church was increasingly rigid and on the defense, more threatened by changes taking place in society 

Rise of male medical profession guaranteed because women were forbidden from practicing without studying and women were barred from universities 

Witch burnings:
A way to take control over women’s powers of reproduction
Of women’s control over their bodies


Why women singled out specifically?
Misogynistic society
e.g. new testament Women who introduce sin

sexuality was root of evil
women the obstacle to man’s sanctity

Black Plague:
Priests said it was god’s punishment for sin
People turned to village wisewomen for help and confort

Female population increased more rapidly than the male population 
Women begin to outlive men, women do not marry -> they become independent 
Women’s rights to own property were eroded by 16th century 
Widows, spinsters and women who begged were the most targeted, easy scapegoats 

If those in power could convince the lower classes that their problems were caused by witches it would take the pressure off themselves 

Renaissance and reformation:
Scientific revolution
· relied on the techniques of the inquisition, francis bacon, talked about how important it was to use the techniques of the inquisition to torture the truth out of nature
· capitalism, new profit ethic: witch trials were profitable, charge for getting the witch, locking her up, keeping the books of the charges, every step generated costs and someone had to pay for them
· if she had any property it would be taken to pay for these costs
· witch hunt provided employment opportunities for judges/lawyers

3 levels of torture 
when women signed a contract with the devil would finalize it by a sexual act
why would all women respond in the same way about the act?
Because the inquisitors were all provided with handbooks
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Scapegoating

Moral panics:
Modern versions
· The holocaust: 
· anti Semitism was ramped long before Hitler, Jews were very successful, they were an easy scapegoat for the problems in Europe 
· already marginalized so they were an easy scapegoat
· Red Scare: 
· Senator J. McCarthy
· If someone claimed you were a communist or a communist sympathizer you could use your job
· In Canada we had the same thing, but it wasn’t a public panic it was a government/institutionalized panic
· The West Memphis Three:
· Group of young boys charged with murdering younger boys
· Very gruesome murders, looked like a satanic ritual
· They were involved in the Goth movement
· Became scapegoated and pointed to as different 
· Example of a modern day moral panic about satanic rituals and beliefs
· Many people testified
· They were imprisoned for 20 years
· Alford Plea (see slide)

Classical Theories:
· Emerged during the enlightenment
· Empirical view of the world as emphasized reason, analysis and individualism 
· Basis of our current criminal justice system
· Demonic perspective sees deviance as outside the individual’s control to a certain extent, classical theories says that people are rational and make rational choices and they deviate because they have incomplete information about the consequences of deviance
· Postulates that people have free will
· Must make punishments harsh enough to deter from the pleasure of crime (punishments should not be too severe)
· Judges used to be able to make laws arbitrarily on a case by case basis

Five Elements of the Classical Approach

1. People are hedonistic: will always seek to maximize pleasure and minimize pain. Crime/Deviance is pleasurable 
2. Individuals have free will: we are agentic beings that are able to make decisions for ourselves 
3. Society is based on a social contract: in agreement to obey the rules and give up a little bit of our individual rights in order to have social order, for the greater good so we can live in a civil society
4. Punishment is Justified: needed to deter us from the pleasure of crime
· Only justified when it’s enough to counterbalance the pleasures but anything beyond that is excessive 
· Important to increase the frequency and certainty of punishment 
· Harsh punishments don’t always reduce crime, if the punishment for robbing someone is the same as for murder you might as well murder them to decrease the chance you will be apprehended since the consequences are the same anyway
5. Greatest good for the greatest number of people:
· People have the right to do what they want and seek pleasure as long as it doesn’t interfere with the rights of others

Demonic vs. Classical Perspective

Demonic:  
· conception of Deivance
· evil explanation: moral weakness
· temptation remedies: exorcism, excecution
Classical: 
· Deviance is violation of the social contract
· Explanation: Free will and hedonism
· Remedies: Imprisonment 

Crimincal Justice System in the 18th century (1700s)
· Imprisonment was temporary (not a punishment in itself)
· While awaiting trail
· While awaiting punishment
· Judges had absolute authority
· Punishments unpredictable 
· Aprox. 350 where the punishment could be death, but it was completely arbitrary
· Despite the intense social control there was little social order
· Punishments harsh and unpredictable 

Punishments given out:
· Birching
· Boiling alive
· Branding: letters used to describe different crimes
· Type of punishment depended on social class
· Breaking on the wheel 
· Burning
· Drowning
· Fines
· Hanging
· Hard Labour
· Horse 
· Pilory and the stocks (head and hands or feet and hands in a wooden thing in public, have things thrown at them, common punishment for homosexuals) very public punishments

Foucault: writes about demonic to classical punishments
· Says that the period between these harsh outdoor punishments toward private indoor imprisonment  was a very short period
· However the transition from demonic perspective to the classical perspective it was much slower
· The principles were written then there was a slow progression to challenge the established order 
· Describes a harsh punishment from 1757

Hobbes (1588-1678)
· Leviathan:
· Giant sea monster representing the state and maintaining order
· Also the name of a book Hobbes wrote 
· Hobbes believed that humans in a state of nature are engaged in a war against all: we are pleasuring seeking hedonistic animals
· Need a social contract in order for society to function properly and exist without chaos 
· Humans need society to prevent them from deviating 

Beccaria (1738-1794)
· Disturned by the current state of criminal law
· Objected to the severe and barbaric punishments at the time
· Critical of how arbitrary the system was
· Proposed reforms to make criminal justice more logical and rational
· Could be seen as a moral entrepreneurs
· Did not put his name on the book he wrote: challenging the church

Beccaria’s Principals

1. the role of the legislatures is to define the crimes and define the punishments
2. judges role is to determine guilt or innocence and apply the punishment but not to use their judgment in giving out punishments. Only role is to determine guilt or innocence and the law already says what the punishment is
3. punishments should match the seriousness of an offence: the more a crime violates the rights of others the more serious it is 
4. the purpose of punishment is the deter crime, punishment should only be proportionate to the offence
5. punishments are unjust when the exceed the severity needed: not only crimes are unjust, but punishments can be unjust and crimes in themselves
6. exsessive severity fails to deter crime but actually increases it: e.g. severity of punishment for kidnapping same as for murder
7. punishments should be prompt
8. Punishments should be certain: crimes should always be punished, you should be certain that if you commit a crime you should be punished promptly

Questions and Answers about Midterm:
47 Ronin joke look into what that was

1. Specific questions from articles: 
a. Main articles assigned for class
i. Anything talked about in class is fair game 
b. Optional articles
i. Anything said in class is fair game
ii. *** read the abstracts of articles covered in class to refresh memory 
Use process of elimination e.g. Lombrozo wasn’t alive during that time piece together information and use a process of elimination 

Bentham:
· Disgusted by the state of the criminal justice system
· Wanted to see change
· Saw executions being committed for crimes against property
· The majority of crimes punishable by death were crimes against property 
· Morally outraged by thing: he was a moral entrepreneur
· Utilitarianism
· The principle that all things should be organized to ensure the maximum happiness for the greatest number of people
· i.e. everyone should be able to do what they want to be happy unless it violates anyone else’s right to do what they want and be happy 
· Humans are hedonistic so laws need to be swift, certain and slightly greater than the pleasure
· X+ 1 unit of pain where X was the pleasure derived from the crime
· He believed that any crimes that were victimless should not be punishable 
· Imprisonment could be a punishment in and of itself
· This is when he designed the Panopticon Prison 
· Purpose of this design was to show it was possible to punish a large amount of people using imprisonment
· Prisoners could be used as labour
· Argued that prisons should be close to a populated area as a reminder of the consequences of deviance
· Deterrent for crime 
· Foucault argued that Panopticon was a method of the state to create docile populations

Neoclassical:
· Recognized that the principals of the classical theory were much to rigid
· Mitigating factors
· Past Records: those who violated in the past should not be treated the same as first time offenders
· People have differences of free will
· Discrimination
· Inequality
· Forces in society (structural forces)
· E.g. if you grow up in poverty you are less agentic: if you have no employment opportunities is it a choice to sell drugs?
· No other choices

Deterrence Theory:
· Absolute Deterrence: 
· when penalties are so soon, so certain, and so severe, no one will violate them
· E.g. parking ticket: parking ticket that is $20,000 and the parking attendant is right there
· Relative Deterrence: 
· penalties are frequent enough and severe enough for us to explore other options 
· e.g. rising cost of alcohol and reduction in store hour, alcohol won’t disappear but they might explore other options 
· Relative to other forms of crime, this option becomes less attractive
· General Deterrence:
· See other people who get punished and decide not to engage in that behavior
· Specific Deterrence: 
· When a specific person experiences the punishment and decides to make a different choice in the future 
· Restrictive Deterrence:
· When you choose the type of crime you engage in based on the punishment associated with it 
· E.g. using powered cocaine over crack cocaine because the punishment is less severe 
Rational Choice Theorists:
· Focuses primarily on the way on offender makes the decision to offend 
· Social policies that are aimed at reducing poverty to reduce crime
· Eventually policy makers thought the policies weren’t working and by the 1970s many had failed
· Re emergence of the classical perspective with a focus on rational choice theory
· Focus on how people weigh the pros and cons of punishment/crime
· Differences in how people evaluate the pros and cons e.g. 
· Women: mostly engage in economic crimes: writing bad cheques, shoplifting, welfare fraud, or prostitution
· Weight the pros and cons economically + rationally 
· Vs. men who are irrational and don’t weigh the pros and cons in the same way 

Article: Do more police lead to more crime deterrence
· Look at how others have explored this issue
· In the past others have examined the relationship between increased police presence and deterrence 
· Why might this not be effective? The incapacitation effect
· If you incarcerate a large # of people there will be a lower crime rate
· Maybe more police increases the incarceration effect which would decrease crime (not deterrence)
· Look at the perception of the risk of incarceration instead of crime rates
· Examines whether county-level rates of Police per Capita effect individual perception of arrest likelihood ***
· Literature review:
· How do we deal with it in our summary? 
· Find mixed evidence
· Some studies have found it reduces crime, some find no evidence, some find specific types go down
· In summary “authors found inconsistent/mixed results and the authors tried to compensate for this by correcting for methodological differences 
· Findings:
· Police manpower had no effect on individual perceptions of the risk of arrest and thus do not influence the amount of general deterrence
· In light of these findings policymakers might want to reconsider whether increased police strength bring sufficient reduction benefits to…. Etc. 


Deviance:
Lecture 7: May 13

Midterm exam exam:
Will cover up to and including Chapter 8

Biological and Physiological Explanations of Deviance

Notes about midterm and summary assignment 
Less emphasis for midterm on later material, not required to read subcultural for midterms 

Methods: Qualitative or Quantitative, covert? Overt? # of people? Name of survey used? 
How do you decide if you should use a direct quote? **Never use direct quotes
Summary assignment: do not use a direct quotation 
Is this information that can’t be conveyed in any other way

Classical theories vs Positivist **see slides**
Positivism: based on the belief that we can apply the structural procedures of science to the study of human beings

Human behavior to positivists was NOT the product of free will
Biological positivists: did not have free will, biological predispositions to being deviant

Classical: believe no one is criminal until they choose to be criminal 

BOTH biological + positivists believe there are natural laws that can be discovered about humans and deviance
Difference: biological -> more focus on innate characteristics within the individual

Paradigm shift from classical principles to biological positivism 
Thomas Khuns paradigmatic shift

Remedies in biological positivist perspective:
· Treatment, separation, or elimination 
 
Constitutional Inferiority:
· Something about the individual, something lacking or a weakness that makes them more likely to be deviant

Determinism 
· People are born criminal and there’s little we can do about it
· It’s deterministic
· Born criminal, nothing can be done
· In sharp contrast to classical perspective 

Social Darwinism:
· Application of Darwin’s theory of survival of the fittest applied to social 
· Believe that the reason the powerful and rich were powerful and rich because they had better health, more intelligent and better moral qualities 
· Hitler was a believer in social Darwinism
· Early researchers tried to find physical characteristics that they could use to measure criminality/behavior
· Tried to find statistical connections between individual qualities (appearance) and crime
· Emergence of stats important for biological movement 
· Early vs. Current approaches
· Early approaches looked for deterministic Causes -> direct linkage
· Today research says factors Predispose -> and it depends on environment 

Physiognomy
· We can evaluate people’s personality characteristics based on facial features 
· Problem: less about crime, more about race
· The idea of the most fit was always white anglo saxon
Phrenology
· Idea that behaviours could be determined by the shape of our head
· We could determine traits from feeling someone’s head 
· Important to note this was not a small fringe group was a respected academic field 
Craniometry
· Thought traits could be determined from measurements of the head
· Often used to distinguish different races 
· Believed they could determine differences in traits and behaviours this way 


Lombroso
· Father of biological positivism/biological criminology
· Physician in italian army
· Interested in difference between soldiers that were vicious/violent and harsh, vs. those that were normal 
· Argued the difference between normal and more violent soldiers
· Violent were Atavistic throwbacks
· Atavism: they were more primitive and less evolved
· Could identify them based on physical characteristics 
· Said that those with tattoos register pain differently and this meant that they were less evolved 
· Female offenders: 
· Women less likely to commit crime: you would think that would mean they were more evolved
· BUT he argued that females were less evolved but just naturally passive and less likely to commit crime
· Females who did commit crimes were more intelligent and masculine 

Garfalo and Ferri: followers who took his theory to the next level
· Believed that those with these characteristics were born criminal and should be eliminated 
· Should be locked up before they commit an offence 

· Over time people started to vigorously attack Lombroso’s theory
· Later researchers found no association
· Pointed out methodological issues 
Significance of his work:
· Shows an attempt to find biological explanations for crime 

Eugenics 
·  Means well born/good birth
· coined by Francis Galton
· saw selective breeding as the solution to crime and overpopulation
· at the turn of the century almost every major university in the US and Canada had a eugenics department
· Positive eugenics
· belief that we can encourage those who are best suited to reproduce
· Negative Eugenics
· Not allowing people deemed inferior to reproduce 
· Birth control, forced abortion
· In Canada there was a compulsory sterilization act
· Sterilization of those who were mentally ill or deemed “unfit” 
· Robert Dugdale
· Traced the Juke family over generations
· Found a pattern of poverty and criminality
· Leads to the idea that we should control the reproduction of those with long history of crime 
· Now we recognize the importance of environment-> even if we engage in positive eugenics if the children aren’t in good environments it won’t help

William Sheldon:
· Biological determinism
· Somatotyping
· Mapped out the relationship between body type, personality, and criminality
· Endomorph: soft, round, easygoing, sociable, self indulgent
· Mesomorph: hard, rectangular, restless, energetic, insensitive 
· Ectomorph: lean, fragile, introspective, sensitive, nervous
· Believed mesomorph was more predisposed to criminal activity
· Sutherland’s critique:
· Re analyzed the data with more meaningful criteria and found no significant relationship 


Modern Biological Theories:

Twin and Adoptive Studies:
· Recognize that it’s not biological determinism, environment plays a role
· Twin Studies: 
· Comparing the traits of identical vs. fraternal twins
· If trait is more highly concordant between identical twins than fraternal twins then that trait is heritable
· Note: we never see 100% concordance 
· Adoptive Studies:
· Do adopted children share more traits with their biological or adopted parents?
· Helps untangle Nature vs. Nurture 
· Not deterministic
· Focus is on the Brain not the Body
· Inherited factors
· XYY Male:
· Super Males
· Tested chromosomes of male prison population
· 1% in general population 3.7% in prison population 
· maybe this extra Y makes them more aggressive, violent etc.
· suggested that we should test all boys at the age of 6 for this abnormality and treat them to prevent crime “therapeutic camps”
· Ended up being totally unfounded most XYY males live perfectly normal lives
· Found that they are less likely to be criminals if they grow up in a nurturing environment 
· Non-inherited factors
· Brain Damage 
· Exposure to chemicals

Ugly Criminal, Mocan and Tekin
· There is a wage premium for being attractive 
· How did they study this?
· Looked at the Mechanisms through which attractiveness could lead to deviance
· Does the penalty for being ugly in the legal employment market increase the incentive in the criminal sector?
· Being unattractive may also hinder human capital development
· Less attractive people might be treated differently in school, might have a different perception of themselves
· How people treat us can effect out sense of selves and of our ability 
· Findings:
· Labour market reward for beauty makes it more advantageous for those who are ugly to engage in crime
· Beauty in high school does effect human capital development: more so for women than for men 
· Unattractiveness increases the likelihood that people (females in particular) will engage in crime
· Mechanism is not that being ugly means they are predisposed, but being ugly causes people to react differently to them 

Social Disorganization
Chicago School
Important in the development of other theories 
· Something about the “pathology” but not of the individual but of the environment the individual is in 
· Sociological Positivism 
· Laws in the social environment that govern behavior and that we can understand through scientific and statistical techniques
· Argues there are social factors (low education, poverty) that predispose us to crime (vs. differences in the individual in biological positivism)
· Durkheim: 
· Rejected the idea that deviance could be explained by biological differences 
· Said deviance was actually natural
· Deviance serves a function by creating social solidarity and defining in groups and out groups
· Deviance is natural, and inevitable, will always exist 
· Interested in how societies evolve from simple to complex societies and what happens to people while society changes
· Rapid changes could lead to a breakdown in social structure 
· Mechanical Solidarity:
· Simple societies
· High Collective Consciousness 
· Society with little division of labor 
· People tend to do the same types of jobs 
· Few rules, rules agreed on by everyone
· Very little difference in people’s lives so they have a very homogenous view of the world, right/wrong
· When someone breaks these rules: severe and harsh punishments that are approved by everyone
· Violates everyone’s understanding of right and wrong because everyone has the same beliefs 
· Organic Solidarity
· Industrialization
· Higher division of labor
· Less Collective Consciousness
· Different ideas of what is right and wrong, morals and values become more complex
· Not everyone agrees 
· More rules + laws
· Rapid social change (from mechanical to organic)
· Led to a breakdown of the normal processes that allow for the smooth functioning of society
· Social disorganization
· Suicide 
· Durkheim argues that human desires are insatiable 
· No limit to how much we want
· If we don’t place constraints on these desires and wants we are going to be unhappy all the time (will always want more)
· Society has the function of placing constraints on what we can achieve
· Constraints: when they were broken/norms are broken, people’s desires and insatiable wants are let loose
· Anomic Suicide
· Lack of integration into the group, breakdown of collective order
· Occurred when there was a sudden breakdown in the structure of society: rapid change
· Breakdown of social order
· Engaging in deviance
· At both times of extreme prosperity and financial crisis suicides would increase
· Argues men are more inclined to self-destruction in times of social change
· NOTE: do not need to know other suicides in detail
· Egoistic Suicide
· Lack of regulation into the group: breakdown of social and familial bonds 
· Don’t feel a part of the collective
· Loner/outsider
· 
· Altruistic Suicide
· Care more about the needs of the group than their own
· Fatalistic Suicide
· Too much control and constraint on them
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Chicago School:
· Started at a time of upheaval in the US
· Huge inflow of immugrants from different social backgrounds
· Social unrest in Chicago
· High crime
University of Chicago
· Concerned with impoving the conditions of industrial America
· Their sociology department wanted to do research with real people (move away from armchair theorizing) 
· Emergence of Ethnography, participatory observation, overt and covert, content analysis
· Students engaged in Seminar opposed to lecture
· Students encouraged to participate in their learning

Social Disorganization Theory:
· Rapid social change leads to a breakdown of values and regulation allowing for deviance to emerge
· Causes of social disorganization
· Rapid urbanization
· Migration: migrants from different countries with different practices 
· Immigration
· Industrialization: transformation of employment, industrial working class, increasing class divide
· Technological change: sometimes happens more rapidly than people can keep up with it
· Breakdown in the normative order 

Ecological Mapping:
· One of the methods that emerged out of the Chicago school
· Became particularly important 
· Crime rates across Chicago were not the same: which lead to mapping of how crime varied across locations 
· Different zones with different rates of crime for reasons connected to social disorganization
· Zone 1: Central Business District: 
· Low crime
· Businesses that were closed at night, security
· Few opportunities for crime
· Zone 2: Zone in transition
· Adjacent to the business district
· Where many immigrants would move
· Low rents
· Close to city center
· Did low skill manual work in the city centre 
· Rental housings
· Often deteriorated into slums
· Tried to gain upward occupational mobility 
· Zone 3: Zone of working class homes
· Stable working class 
· Children of immigrants often here 
· Zone 4: Middle class zone
· Zone 5: Residential Zone
· Argument that there is more social disorganization and therefore more crime in Zone 2 (transition zone) because there is more heterogeneity 
· Note: problem with this theory and these methods is that they don’t consider white-collar crime or upper class crime, focus on street crime. Looked at the crime that is the most visible 
· Difficulty Gaining Access to white collar/upper class criminals 

Ethnography:
· Continual monitoring of events as they unfold in their natural settings
· Grad students encouraged to get their hands dirty
· E.g. Nels Anderson’s The Hobo
· Observed and interviewed 60 homeless men
· Famous because it pioneered the use of participant observation

Life Documents:
· Using diaries and letters to reveal how someone experiences the transition to the city 
· Thomas and Znaniecki’s The Polish Peasant in Europe and America 
· Also interested in how the children cope with the old culture competing with the new American culture
· Their old world customs were incompatible with the new world
· Children of immigrants often drifted into deviance (note: this is what was found in this study but is not a universal finding)

Early Subculture
· Deviant traditions in a community contribute to the maintenance of “delinquent areas”
· The breakdown of social order leads to ineffective social control over members of a society and can lead to deviance and gang formation 
· Gangs
· Unsupervised youth: will engage in deviant activities vs. children with productive outlets e.g. soccer practice 

Shaw and McKay, Social Disorganization
· They get all the credit for social disorganization
· Published many papers between 1929-42
· Looked at crime and delinquency statistics
· Delinquency: offenses that are criminal but only if committed by someone of a certain age, e.g. truancy, underage drinking etc. 
· Found that crime rates varied across locations 
· Looked at the statistics over a number of decades:
· Important because you would expect to see change
· Why does the same area stay deviant if the people in that area are moving in and out? 
· Something about that environment, regardless of who lives there, that is going to have high rates of crime 
· Why do these crime rates persist then?
· 3 characteristics
· Low economic status (poverty)
· High residential mobility (population turnover)
· Ethnic Heterogeneity 
· Why would these characteristics lead to higher crime?
· These factors make it more difficult for members of this community to exercise social control e.g. all adults working unable to supervise. Don’t know neighbors, less likely to tell their kids to get to school if misbehaving etc. 
· Collective Efficacy: mechanism through which there 3 factors produce crime
· Neighborhood’s ability to exercise informal social control over children
· Likelihood that community members will exercise social control
· When collective efficacy is low you are less likely to say something to parents if you see their kids misbehaving
· Less likely to focus on anyone but yourself 

Something and Strain theory (check slides)

Structural Functionalism:
· Emerged in 1950s
· Less descriptive (change in methods) and more theoretical
· Keep in mind: structural functionalism believes that deviance is needed in society. It’s a good thing. There are both latent and manifest functions. 
· How social conditions are structured to produce deviance
· **side note: Social Structure vs. Agency 
· agency is how much we choose
· social structure is the patterned arrangement of social factors that can limit our opportunities, impedes our ability to do things 
· Went beyond the Chicago school claims that rapid social change lead to a breakdown in the social structure which leads to deviance
· Functionalism: Says that social structure produces strain that results in deviance (too much social structure can lead to crime)
· Subculture is often a solution to the strain that we experience 
· Robert Merton 
· Some things in society that we all want (money, success) but because of the social structure not everyone has the same means of achieving them which produces strain and can lead to deviance 
· Everything serves a function: 
· e.g. prostitution serves a function: over stressed man can have sex with a prostitute instead of beating his wife and kids
· Manifest functions: the visible and comprehensible consequences of any social pattern
· Things that we intend 
· Latent function: the less visible often unrecognized consequence
· Dysfunctions: a social pattern’s undesirable consequence for the operation of society. When a part or process lessens the effective equilibrium of a system which leads to stress or strain and not the smooth operation of the whole 
· Often dysfunctions occur whens something changes e.g. if non violent offenses could no longer be punished with prison
· Functions of Deviance:
· Clarification of the rules
· Sometimes it’s not clear how strongly a rule will be enforced
· Testing the rules
· Alternative means of goal attainment
· A way of getting something that you can’t through legitimate means
· Safety Valve
· Time out from conformity
· Boundary Maintenance 
· See slides for the rest

Robert Merton’s Strain Theory
· Says that strain is produce by human desires (we have goals, wants) and social structure (which puts limits on our ability to attain these goals)
· Assumption: that there is a consensus on shared cultural goals 
· E.g. American dream $$
· Social structure defines and regulates acceptable means of achieving these means
· Not everyone has access to the same means
· Some people are barred from the legitimate means of attaining these goals
· Leads to strain
· Note: the way this theory is designed it almost eliminates the possibility of high class/upper class/white collar crime
· Empirical attempts to prove this theory doesn’t explain white collar/upper class crime
· Legitimate means:
· There are only certain legitimate means:
· Hard work
· Honesty
· Education
· Talent
· Illegitimate means:
· Theft
· Laziness
· Dishonesty
· Fraud
· Cheating
· Use of illegitimate means makes someone deviant
· Modes of Adaptation:
· Conformity: Accept the goals and the means
· Innovation: accepts the goals but reject/are unable to use the means
· Seek out an illegitimate means (deviant, or criminal)
· Ritualism: Reject the goals, still accept the means and play by the rules 
· Retreatism: reject the goals, reject the means (e.g. drug addict, person who gives up, escape altogether)
· Rebellion: both accepts and rejects the goals and both accepts and rejects the means
· Someone who wants to advocate for change of the system 
· Try to change the system
· Want reform
· Implications:
· Deviance is produced by social inequality
· Stratified society: class, race, gender, ability, sexual orientation
· Capitalism makes deviance inevitable 

Albert Cohen, Status Frustration
· Tries to explain why lower class working class youth form gangs
· Youth recognize their disadvantage/inequality
· See that the norms and the ways success is achieved are based on middle class standards
· The rules needed to be successful are working against them 
· Differences in education
· Differences in socialization 
· The road to vertical mobility occurs through occupational mobility, can be achieved through adherence to middle class …. 
· Working class boys face status frustration (strain) when they are unable to meet the middle class criteria
· 3 solutions
· Desert the “working class way of life” for the “middle class way of life” try to be upwardly mobile
· Stable corner boy response: accept the working class way of life and make the best of their situation
· Delinquent response: form a delinquent response, rejection of middle class culture and adopt the opposite response. 
· Women? Do they have status frustration 
· Their status isn’t based on their own ambition it’s based on their father’s and then their husbands
· Only experience status frustration when they fail to do well on the dating scene (not attractive enough) and are unable to find a man of an appropriate social status 
· Cloward and Ohlin’s Differential Opportunity Theory
· Different people have different opportunities for deviance
· Legitimate vs. illegitimate

· Agnew’s General Strain theory
· Added a wide variety of different strains
· Individuals experience strain in a different way
· Strain may also be experienced if someone takes something away from you
· Looked at individual circumstances
· Psychological component: must have a negative psychological response, must feel angry about it 
Lecture 9:

Summary:
Citations, put year in parentheses directly after the name

Qualitative vs. Quantitative: pay attention
For ugly criminals: quantitative, they only analyzed other people’s data (the interviews were done by other researchers and coded)

Article title in bold, ASA at top: 

Why are words like prove, always, and never problematic? 
Because of the nature of science: null hypothesis 

Use: ASA

Problems with Exam:

Subcultural Theories
Deviance is produced in subcultures and transmitted by learning

How are these different from the other subcultural theories we saw? 
· These acknowledge a wider variety of subcultures, not just lower class who are experiencing strains. 
· Cohen said they completely rejected middle class norms
· This is not consistent with what we see in subculutres: e.g. BDSM subculture, does not totally reject middle class cultures, many types of subcultures, police subculture, bodybuilding and fitness subculture
· Argot: subculture’s secret language
· Vocabularies of motive:
· A subculture’s justifications and excuses for behaviour
· Used to neutralize their deviant activities 
· The words they use to justify their actions e.g. “work hard, play hard” “the cost of deviating is so small, we will pay a small fine for polluting, but the gains are large and we have a responsibility to our shareholders”
· Clothing/body language
· E.g. from 1970s gay men the hanky code: using different coloured hankies to convey their sexuality (preference for men) and other sexual preferences 
· Tattoos and body modification is commonly used to signal membership to a subculture 
· Tattoo example (at the law firm) “back in MY day only a certain kind of women had a tattoo” i.e. promiscuous 

Walter Miller: 
· Believed that juvenile gang membership is the product of lower SES core culture 
· Wasn’t saying it was social structures
· It was something in the lower class culture that made them more likely to be deviant
· These cultures have core concerns that make them more likely to be criminal
· These concerns are conducive to deviance 
· Lower classes have a different value system, a different system of norms
· Now we see this opinion as condescending 
· E.g. getting into trouble was of value to lower class youth
· Core Concerns 
1. Trouble
2. Toughness (masculinity, women treated as conquests)
3. Smartness (in the middle class formal education is valued, in lower class street smarts are valued. The ability to manipulate others and find the easiest way to get what you want) 
4. Excitement (lower class engages in boring monotonous work, without much mental stimulation, excitement because a value, seek thrills and risky behavior, to compensate for their boring jobs)
5. Fate (middle class place a great emphasis on delayed gratification, recognize the long term benefits, lower class: they believe that the future is predestined: they are going to work the same shitty jobs as their parents, no matter what they do their future is predestined)  
6. Autonomy: (said lower class youth are ambivalent about autonomy, both positive and negative feelings toward it. They value it but the jobs that they have don’t give them any autonomy. In one way they challenge authority, but in another way they work in jobs with little autonomy. Miller said they like to work in these highly disciplined jobs) 

Differential Association (learning) Theory

Edwin Sutherland:
· Writing while society was rapidly urbanizing
· Lots of gang formation, problem in large urban cities
· Interested in: why some and not others?
· Wanted to answer the question of the good boy in the bad neighborhood
· What about the kid who doesn’t form gangs?
· If the environment is producing crime, why wouldn’t it be for everyone?
· Said current theories could not adequately explain this
· Developed theory of differential association to explain this question
· Deviance is learned
· Emphasized that youth learn the techniques to be involves in crime
· Learning was central to his theory
· We are shaped by the preponderance of definitions
· Definitions: normative explanations given to behavior, whether a behavior is defined as good or bad
· Kind of like a scale
· Focus is Association: associating with criminals and learning from them 
· Deviance is not caused by the social pathology but is a normal part of being a member of a subculture where there are excess definitions favorable to violation of the law 
Nine Postulates:
1. Criminal behavior is learned: in the same way we learn any other behavior 
2. …in interactions with other persons in the process of communication: we receive definitions from our friends, from the people we communicate with. Now with mass communication we learn from TV and media (note: not saying this at the time of Sutherland’s theory)
3. …within intimate personal groups: learning how to skirt the law
4. … learning includes:
a. Techniques (how)
b. Motives, drives, rationalizations, and attitudes (why)
5. … motives and drives are learned from definitions of the legal/moral codes as favorable or unfavorable. When the juvenile admires someone who holds a view of the law that is different from society, alters the perceptions of the person they admire
6. … Deviance comes from excess definitions favourable to violation of law over definitions unfavourable
7. … Differential association varies in frequency: how often the definitions are applied, the more interactions we have with deviant people, the more likely we are going to be criminal. E.g. mom doesn’t let her kid interact with delinquent kids, less likely to become criminal because a lack of frequency and duration 
a. Frequency
b. Duration
c. Priority: do you have something better to do? Are there other more productive pursuits you could be engaging in?
d. Intensity: how intense are the definitions?
e. The greater any of the above are the more likely to commit crime
8. … the process of learning criminal behavior involves all the processes involved in any other learning ** don’t understand
9. While deviance is an expression of general needs and values, it is not explained by those needs and values, since noncriminal behavior is an expression of those same needs and values
a. We all have the same needs and values, so it’s the environment and learning that determines whether or not we will be criminal. The motives behind both criminal and non criminal acts are the same 

Critiques of this theory:
· Where does the teaching originate? Someone has to start the teaching process
· Not all deviance occurs through this communication in intimate groups e.g. tearoom trade involved little/no communication 
· Why would we have a bad boy in a good neighborhood? How do we explain that with this theory 
· Doesn’t deal with how we interpret the definitions 
· How do you measure this?
· How do you measure definitions favorable to crime
· How do we collect data and measure it empirically? 
· This is the biggest critique of Sutherland’s theory

Akers: Social Structure and Social Learning (SSSL)
· Added the concept of differential reinforcement 
· Added the psychological component to Sutherland’s theory
· Believed that the process of learning deviant behavior occurs through modeling
· Rewards and Punishments: matters whether or not they are reinforced
· Both social (praise, recognition, attention)
· Nonsocial (psychological effects of drugs, alcohol, etc.)
· Not only definitions and learning but reinforcement is also important 

Techniques of Neutralization, Sykes and Matza
· Most youth delinquents aren’t deviant all the time, sometimes they are conforming 
· Often drift in and out of delinquency 
· Deviants learn techniques to neutralize their deviant behavior
· They feel bad about their deviant behavior
· Need a technique to deal with this inconsistency 
· How to feel better about being delinquent 
· Techniques of Neutralization
1. Denial of responsibility 
2. Denial of injury: no one was hurt by what you were doing
3. Denial of or Blaming the victim: someone “made you” do it, given no other options e.g. someone called you a name so you hit them
4. Condemnation of condemners: when you claim the action you did was the same as other people but it’s unfair because you got caught. E.g. everyone does it but I got caught, everybody steals so why shouldn’t I?
5. Appeal to higher loyalties: claim you engaged in deviance for a greater good, e.g. claim you had to protect someone
6. Necessity: claim you had no other choice
7. Everyone does it: e.g. rich people do it and get away with it, adults drink alcohol why can’t I? 

Becoming a marijuana user, Becker
· Process of learning to be a marijuana user
· Becker was one of the key learning theorists in sociology/criminology
· Book called Outsiders (assigned readings)
· In this text he talks about the process of learning to be a marijuana user
· Particularly interested in how one learns how to enjoy being high 
· Likely because the effects of marijuana are not immediate, need to learn how to enjoy it 
· Wrote this at a time when marijuana use was considered highly deviant
· Studied Jazz musicians and their use of pot
· Study attempted to identify the Sequence of Changes in individuals attitudes and experience that occur when the individual comes to enjoy marijuana 
· Learning the techniques
· The novice usually does not get high the first time they smoke because they don’t know the techniques and don’t know how to enjoy the effects 
· Learning to recognize the symptoms: even if the person does it properly they don’t know how to recognize the symptoms of being high, you need to recognize that the feeling you have is the symptom of marijuana 
· Need to make the connection between being high and the symptoms of marijuana smoke
· In order to do this you must learn the symptoms
· Learn to enjoy the effects
· May not be immediately pleasurable 
· If you don’t learn what to anticipate/how to enjoy it you probably won’t become a recreational user 
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Interaction and Labeling theories

Interaction Theories:
· Related to how people communicate
· More of a micro level
· Interested in the meaning we ascribe to social situations
· Giving meaning to the roles that each of us hold
· The labels we apply to different people
· Tend to focus more on the behavior of others (rather than the deviant themselves) 
· Interested in those ascribing the label deviant
· Relative (not objective) 
· Do not treat deviance as something in the person
· Deviance is socially constructed and situationally specific 
· The social control from others in society produces deviance 
· Meaning is produced
· Rooted in Symbolic Interactionism 
· The taken for granted every day interactions that are actually social constructed
· For other theories
· Deviance exists and requires control (control is the reaction to deviance) there is a social response to deviance 
· For labeling theory
· Control is what produces deviance (deviance is applied to people and produces deviance) 
· There doesn’t need to be a deviant act but only the perception of a deviant act for people to react and produce deviance 
Labeling has to do with the societal reaction to a particular behavior and the subsequent reaction of the labelee to the label 
· Deviance does not exist without a societal reaction  
· Perception is necessary 
· Labeling is a process involving
· Interpretation: must be targeted as a problem requiring a label of deviant
· Meaning: must attach meaning to this behavior (often done by moral entrepreneur)
· Attribution of Deviance: we come to see that behavior as deviant
· E.g. women’s bodies: interpretation and meaning of different shapes of women’s bodies have been given different meanings over time. What does it mean to be thin? To be fat?
History: 
· Origins in symbolic interactionism 
· People interact with others in situations according to the meaning that we ascribe to the roles that we hold
· Charles Horton Cooley: Looking-Glass Self
· We internalize and change our behavior based people’s response to you
· Other people can be a mirror of ourselves
· Related to internalizing the label
· W.I. Thomas: self-fulfilling prophecy:
· “that which is perceived to be real is real in its consequences”
· note: term coined by Robert Merton (pg. 195 in article assigned)
· Labels have Power
· Not only are we internalizing the label and seeing ourselves differently but that label can actually influence later behavior

Frank Tannenbaum:
· Why do only some people who do deviant acts go on to be criminals?
· Argues that it is those who get caught are the ones who go on to be career criminals
· It’s the deviant act but getting caught
· By catching someone who is deviant and labeling them we are creating more deviance
· Leads to an amplification of deviance (turning a knob on a stereo, turning the volume up every time we punish/label)
· This theory says that any amount of punishment will produce more crime
· Radical Nonintervention:
· Believed it was the solution for deviance 
· He thought the best thing to do was nothing
· Note: talking about youth delinquency
· Don’t let them go through the criminal justice system
· Avoid official labels/being charged 
· E.g. where this principal is used in the criminal justice system? If under a certain age when committing a crime is eventually wiped from your record and there is a publication ban on their name. 
Amplification of Deviance:
· Example: the power of the label and the effect it can have 
· Book: The new jim crowe laws? By Michelle Alexander 
· Laws in the US in the 1960s that legalized discrimination e.g. “separate but equal”
· The Mass incarceration of African Americans in the US for nonviolent drug offences 
· Poverty: affects your chances in the criminal justice system
· Over patrolling
· Racial profiling
· A lot of people take a plea to avoid going through the system (even if they are innocent), if they can’t pay bail, if they have responsibilities 
· In the US it IS legal for employers to discriminate based on criminal records
· It’s not actually the African American community committing all the crime, some studies show more whites do
Alice Goffman:
· Daughter of Goffman
· Research in Philadelphia 
· Book: on the run
· Relationship between black community and police
· Many on probation for non violent drug offences
· Probation comes with many restrictions, can’t associate with “known criminals” 
· Huge population of people whose actions are subject to arrest for breaking their probation
· So, when they see police they run
· Afraid to seek basic medical attention if they were injured while breaking parole
· There labels have power and real life consequences 

Edwin Lemert:
“Primary and Secondary Deviation”
· Primary: have been accused of the act but not developing a deviant identity (one of the initial acts of deviants, able to neutralize it) don’t come to see self as deviants. Label doesn’t stick
· Secondary: coming to think of oneself as deviant 
· How might power play into labeling primary and secondary deviance?
· Those with more power are more likely to avoid secondary deviance 
· Why might the label not stick to someone and lead to secondary deviance? Power
· Tertiary Deviance: accept being deviance but reject the negative label
· I’m deviant go fuck yourselves 

Howard Becker, Outsiders
· Social groups create deviance
· We define that which is deviance and label those who do not conform to our normative expectations as outsiders
· Us vs. them outsider perspective (you’re not one of us) 
· Deviance is NOT a quality of the act
· But a consequence of the application by others of rules and sanctions to an “offender”
· There’s nothing deviant unless someone says there is
· The degree to which an act is deviant then depends on
· Who commits the act
· Who feels they have been harmed by the act
· E.g. murdering a slave, rules tend to be applied more to some people than others 
	
Types of Deviant Behavior:

	
	Obedient behavior
	Rule breaking behavior

	Perceived as deviant
	Falsely accused
	Pure deviant

	Not perceived as deviant
	Conforming
	Secret deviant 



Becker:
Moral entrepreneurs

Agents of formal social control
Imputational Specialists:
· Those who are formally charged with imputing (labeling, diagnosing deviance) 
· E.g. judges, doctors, teachers
· Hierarchy: not all have the same power to apply labels, label by judges more powerful than police 
· E.g. Amanda Knox
· How she was seen in the media
· People referring to her as the devil
· Finally released: but she was labeled and the label stuck 
 
Kinds of people
· Labeling is valuable
· Defining people and activities is powerful and important
· We use it every day
· It has potential consequences but 
· Galvin De Becker: The Gift of Fear
· Dreams are used to notify us of something that we might not be consciously aware of
· Labels and categories are important for our survival, they protect us
· The meaning that you ascribe to a situation, a time, etc. when there are inconsistencies we can feel fear 
· E.g. Women use ‘kinds of people’ or inconsistencies to determine types of people 

Primary vs. Subordinate statuses
· Primary status: an attribute either real or imagined that becomes the principle defining status of an individual
· Subordinate status: other traits that become eclipsed by the primary status
· E.g. hyphenation phenomenon 
· Doctor vs. Female Doctor 
· Being female eclipses being a doctor 
· Being a doctor become subordinate to the primary status of being a doctor
· Vs. a man whose primary status will be being a doctor 
· Often primary statuses are ascribed statuses, they are a label that has more power
· But when you’re a man who is already in the dominant group the status of doctor isn’t overshadowed by something else 

The Stigma of Excellence by Judith Posner
· The “just right” principle
· Can’t be too bad OR too good
· Being exceptional is a “mixed blessing”
· Being too good can lead to marginalization
· Tend to be held to a high status for what’s acceptable. Become more concerned with performance
· May apologize for their difference from others
· Feel bad for being better

Chambliss, William
· Saints and the Roughnecks
· 3 factors affected how they were perceived (and labeled) by others 
· Visibility: saints were able to take their deviance outside the community so it was less visible (class was a factor because they had cars)
· Demeanor: how you carry yourself, how do you show respect (saints apologized when they got caught
· Perceptual Bias: community perceived the same activities of the two groups in different ways saints are letting of steam vs. roughnecks are being delinquent 
· Context: roughnecks deviance was perceived by the community on the street corner as a problem 
· Saints were out of sight, so the perception of the community and their behavior was different 
· Both groups engaging in delinquency
· It was mainly people’s response to them that affected their outcomes in life 
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**note: 80% of final on post midterm material 
could be questions or one of the options in the multiple choice 

Very general: don’t focus on specifics for first part of the course  
More emphasis on questions from the textbook for the final
Skim last chapter (don’t focus on it too much) 
Goffman: more about the lectures 

Stigma: Notes on the Management of Spoiled Identity 

Note:
Summary Assignment 3:
How will it be evaluated?
Does Sean feel like he needs to look at the article? Or does it stand alone?

Dramaturgical model:
· Not necessarily in stigma
· Comes from another Goffman book
· This is the text Deuschmann refers to in the interaction chapter of the text

Note:
Goffman was a product of his time
· Writing in 1963: his work was considered progressive, but by today’s standards he might seem
· Sexist
· Homophobic
· Racist
· However, what we learn from the theory remains relevant today 

Sean: when he did a class on deviance had to write a paper on stigma
· Stigma of excellence

The Dramaturgical Model
· Goffman was a symbolic interactionist
· Rooted in symbolic interactionism 
· SI: micro sociological approach
· Dramaturgical Model: sees social life as a stage
· We all perform in social interactions
· We are different people depending on the social interactions we are having (we have different roles)
· Our sociological performance is successful: when the intended impression we give off is the same one that we want to convey 
· We are all engaging in impression management: we want other people’s impressions to be concordant with our roles
· Terms:
· Actor
· Other: perform for others 
· Role
· Script: all social interaction is scripted, all our roles have different scripts
· Set
· Stage
· Props: clothing, etc. used to support the role
· Help add credibility to the role we are performing 
· Front Stage: Part of us that we allow others to see
· Most social interaction happens in the front stage
· This is where we use scripts
· Back stage:
· Fewer people see this 
· Close friends and family might see some part of your backstage
· Where you do Preparation for the performance you will be putting on
· Preparation: get dressed, make up etc. 

Example from Sean’s prof
· Outsiders: homeless
· Don’t have a backstage (they are always on display)
· That alone can adversely affect their psychological health 
· E.g.  many of us talk to ourselves when we are backstage, but when a homeless person talks to themselves we are quick to apply the label crazy
Example
· Restaurant
· Have your front stage where you have to perform and have a script
· In the back you can be more backstage “I hate those customers”

Compartmentalized Self
· Goffmen: the self is compartmentalized
· Compartmentalize based on the role we are engaging in: we are different selves in different situations 
· Different performances for different roles
· E.g. apartment building with many doors and you go to the “door” for the performance e.g. student: contains script, appropriate clothing (props)
· Compartmentalized in the different rooms
· Don’t want the scripts to overlap 
· Have many selves, We selectively disclose our selves

Imputing Identity:
· Attributing something to a person
· It is inevitable for us to impute information based on labels:
· It would be difficult to function without doing this 
· Goffman: not saying it’s necessarily good, it’s just how it is
· What would happen if you went to the doctor and didn’t impute anything?
· Wouldn’t let them touch you
· Would ask where they went to school
· Is it confidential? 
· Would interfere with the interaction
· Based on how we categorize them
· The interaction is possible because we give meaning to the role, performance, script of the doctor 
· A lot of information is imputed to people and we do this so that we can function in society 
· First impressions: once we impute information it takes quite a bit to change it 
· Problem: we don’t always challenge the assumptions -> there needs to be some kind of judgment 
· E.g. Jogging 
· If you’re walking late at night and see someone jogging vs. someone walking 
· Imputing information is a way that we keep ourselves safe

Virtual vs. Actual Identity
· Virtual Identity: 
· What others impute to an individual
· What we assume you are based on how we categorize you and the impression you give off 
· E.g. solider: missing a toe and can’t serve 
· Conceals the fact that he’s missing a toe 
· Able to serve: Virtual identity is now -> someone who has no physical impairments 
· Actual identity: missing a toe and not suitable to serve 
· Actual Identity: 
· What an individual “Really is” 
· Impression management: how we act to control the impressions others have of us
· The virtual identity is what we want others to see us as
· Identity that you are trying to give off can be different from the impression people have 

Management of Spoiled Identity:
· How one deals with the tension between virtual and actual identities 
· E.g. someone with a speech impediment 
· Might go to great lengths to conceal it
· Why might they be concerned with people knowing their actual identity?
· We might impute information to someone with a speech impediment that we otherwise wouldn’t have 
· E.g. Bisexuals
· Often concerned with the virtual and actual identities
· We might impute information to them that isn’t true
· They might want their virtual identity to be heterosexual 
· However the reality is they are able to be in committed relationships, not promiscuous 
Stigma:
· An attribute that is deeply discrediting
· An attribute that conveys information about you that might not be your actual identity 
· Changes how people see you
· A stigma for one person may not be for someone else (e.g. subcultures)
· Gap between virtual identity and actual identity 

Discredited vs. Discreditable: 
· Discredited: when one’s stigma has been revealed 
· It becomes knows
· Discreditable: one’s stigma exists but it’s not yet known
· At any moment you risk being found out 
· Fear: if we are trying to hide something we are afraid it will become known and discredit you 
· fear of being discovered
· e.g. Sean: fitness: when people meet him they have this idea about him as a fitness person
· something about him that could discredit his virtual identity as a fitness buff
· reality: when he drinks he has cigarettes
· calls into question his identity as a fitness nut 
· Worried people will find out their actual identity 
· Some people are not able to hide their stigma 

Three Types of Stigma:
1. Abominations of the Body
2. Blemishes of Character
3. Tribal Stigma 

Abominations of the Body: 
· Visible Physical “Abnormalities” 
· We impute a lot of information based on how somebody looks
· Measured against the social norms of appearance 
· “Correcting the Failings”: a national obsession
· people treat abominations of the body (go to great lengths to correct them) 
· we impute a lot of information based on physical appearance 

Blemishes of Character: 
· Character traits that could discredit us in the eyes of others
· More easily concealable 
· When unknown = discreditable 
· when known = discredited 
· e.g. mental illness, HIV status, sexual orientation, woman who can’t have children, addiction, criminal record, unemployment, political behavior 
· different from the norm but are more easily hidden 

Tribal Stigmas:
· Race, Nation, Religion
· Transmitted through lineage
· Inherited 
· Can Contaminate all members of a family
· Although you learn religion it’s often transmitted by parents through lineage 
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Ascribed vs. Achieved

Ascribed Traits: 
· Those that we are born with or given to us
· Difficult to change
· Usually biological but also some social traits e.g. Class
Achieved Traits:
· Those which we accomplish in our lives
· For Goffman “criminal” could be an achieved trait: not born criminal 
· Could also be an achieved trait 
· Could also be social class 

Normals:
· “We and those who do not depart negatively from the particular expectations at issue”
· There are so many different types of stigma 
· Goffman referred to himself as a “Normal”
· Is anyone really normal?
· From this course: anything/anyone can be made deviant
· Quote: p. 128 of Stigma “there is only one complete unblemishing male in America: a young, married, white, urban, northern, heterosexual….” 
· Already see women being treated as deviant by virtue of not being male

Acceptance:
· The central feature of the stigmatized person’s situation in life
· We go to great lengths to seek acceptance 
· Even when youth deviate and are criminal they still go to great lengths to neutralize their deviant acts because they seek acceptance in the mainstream
· Why do we Seek Acceptance?
· It’s difficult to live completely isolated, to constantly be on the margins
· We want to manage the impression other people have of us so we can be Accepted 
· We go to extreme lengths to present ourselves in a favorable way
· Correction of Bodily Imperfections:
· What imperfections do we seek to change?
· Women: wax and shave legs
· Hair, height, teeth, weight, nose, breasts, penis size, eye color, body shape
· Would fall under abominations of the body
· Examples: 
· Corsets
· Chinese foot binding 
· Why?
· Can’t walk: conveys information about social class 
· All these modifications are done for:
· Impression Management
· Modern day high heels
· Why do women wear them?
· Wearing them conveys certain information 
· Not wearing them also conveys information

Tyranny of the Norm: 
· People with bodily stigmas may blame all of their “personal failings” on it
· Someone with a stigma will use that stigma to justify other stigmas that they have
· Abomination of the body can be used as justification for: being unmarried, no job, etc. 
· Ugly criminals article:
· Relates to this argument
· Being ugly could be an abomination of the body
· When women and men go to great lengths to change their bodies, it’s because there are real consequences 
· Human capital development can be affected by attractiveness 
· Conclusion: Labels have an effect **
· Ironically “becoming normal” is full of problems 


Mixed Contacts:
· Mixed contacts: when we’re with others who aren’t like ourselves
· When we’re with people who share our stigma we don’t have to impression manage
· Impression management occurs when we are with “Mixed Contacts” 
· Two types of people who are like us (according to Goffman)
· The Own:
· Individuals who share your stigma
· When you’re with your own your virtual and actual identities are the same 
· Do not impute information about you because of your stigma 
· Some things don’t need saying: they have insider information 
· They already know what it’s like to be stigmatized
· They know what people impute about them
· The own can be a subculture: have their own Argot (language)
· Can form a community and advocate for change
· Some people may have a stigma that is unique to them but there is usually someone with a stigma close enough to understand
· The Wise:
· Persons who are “normal” but whose special situation has made them intimately privy to the secret life of the stigmatized and the individual is sympathetic 
· Before a normal can be accepted by the stigmatized group they must go through a life/heart changing experience 
· Note: you might think you’re wise to a group but if the group doesn’t accept you as wise they will still engage in impression management 
· Stigma can spread to the wise   
· Called Courtesy Stigma: when a wise is treated as if they had a stigma

Normalization: 
· Normals making these efforts (impression management)
· Showing how far normal could go in treating the stigmatized person as if he didn’t have a stigma
· Try really hard not to draw attention to the stigma
· Normal engage in impression management: accept and ignore it

Normification: 
· The stigmatized make these efforts (impression management) 
· Effort on the part of the stigmatized person to present themselves as an ordinary person although not necessarily making their stigma secret 
· Sometimes it works really well and people just forget that the person has a stigma
· De-emphasizing the stigma 
· Key: always performing

Moral Career:
· People share a similar sequence of personal adjustments to stigma
· How it changes over time
1. The stigmatized person learns and incorporates the standpoint of the normal
a. Orphan learns that normal children have parents and they don’t, they have to understand that what it means to be normal is to have parents, cope with the fact that they don’t
2. Learns that they posses a stigma
a. Might not initially be aware of their stigma
b. Kids might experience teasing

Passing:
· Concealing discreditable facts 
· Occurs when we hide facts about ourselves that have the possibility of discrediting us
· Reverse Passing: someone who refuses to reveal their positive/normal characteristics
· Withholding the truth that you’re normal 
· E.g. police officer
· Might use reverse passing when in mixed contacts because they know that people engage in impression management when they are around a police officer 
· Passing: easier for a blemish of character, harder for an abomination of the body

Stigma Symbols:
· Stigma Symbols: Signs that the wearer wears to reveal information
· E.g. star of David, pink triangle
· Signifies membership to a deviant category
· Shaving of the head of women in France during WWII
· Women collaborated with the German soldiers 
· The women who collaborated with the Germans had their heads shaven as a symbol of shame and dishonor (forced to shave their heads)
· Prestige symbols: 
· signify positive information 

Disidentifiers:
· Signs that deny your stigma
· E.g. fake rolex, fake prada bag, glasses if you are illiterate

Visibility:
· “known aboutness”
· visibility refers to how obvious your stigma is
· some stigmas are less obvious than others making easier for some people to pass as normal 

Ambivalence
· having conflicted feelings toward your own
· mixed feelings about the stigma 
· e.g. blind or deaf but don’t want to date/be involved with/friends with people who have the same stigma
· may reject/dismiss their own in an attempt to deemphasize their stigma
· the more people attempt to deemphasize, the more likely they are to see themselves as normal 
· hierarchies exist in stratified groups
· those who are more normal are less likely to be involved with the stigmatized group because the can pass easier 
We’re all a little deviant at least some of the time

Not with a Ten foot Pole – Article:
· How core-stigmatized organizations cope with that stigma
· Core Stigmatized: their main business is stigmatizing
· Event Stigmatized: a company that doesn’t do anything that is stigmatized but there is an event: e.g. a recall that can be stigmatizing 
· Article is about bathhouses 
· Many shut down in 1980s when the AIDS epidemic hit 
· Data: participatory observation, archival data, interviews
· Stigma transfer: customers and suppliers 
· How do vendors deal with the business 
· Boundary Management techniques : 
· Isolating Processes: engage in isolating processes as a form of boundary maintenance
· Isolated locations
· Discrete: (not obvious what it is)
· Internal boundaries/barriers: pay at the front and then get buzzed through
· Separate the bathhouse component from the business component
· Keeps suppliers separate 
· Integrating: 
· Select suppliers that are part of their own or wise to them 
· Dramaturgy:
· People are engaging in an activity but they are engaging in impression management 
· Gym mimicry
· Pretending it’s a gym (having a workout bench) 
· Engaging in impression management 
· Associational:
· Process of letting individuals choose their level of association with the bathhouse 
· e.g. discreet membership cards
· Accommodating suppliers’ requests 
· Conventional:
· Locating the organizations in accepting environments 
· Operated openly as sex clubs 
· Sex positive environments
· Try to incorporate health officials
· Allow them to do HIV testing and STI testing in bathhouses 
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Format of final:
Multiple Choice
100 questions
mostly lectures 
Summary Assignments: can use an old article, but the context in which they were writing may be important 

Control Theories 
· Offer a different approach from the other theories we’ve looked at so far
· For other theories the assumption is that people are good, it takes something to push us to be deviant 
· Social disorganization, strain theory: things push people to be deviant
· Control theory suggests that humans are naturally inclined to break laws and it is external controls that restrict us and hold us back from breaking the laws 
· What does this remind us of? Hobbes, classical theories (people seeking immediate pleasures, hedonistic) 
· Note: in classical theory the mechanism that prevented people from breaking the law was punishment 
· Emphasis on punishment
· Control theory: deterrence is not the only factor, there can be 
· Inner controls
· Outer controls

Control Theories
· Main Question: Why don’t people commit more crime?
· Breaking the rules is a quicker and easier way to deal with our frustrations 
· We all have the motivation and capacity to be deviant 
· We all have the tools to be deviant
· Control Theories want to explain conformity
· Take deviancy for granted: don’t need to explain deviance in their theory, because deviance is pleasurable and we would all do it if we could, instead they explain conformity 
· Why do people Deviate?
· Inadequate social control
· People are deviant when their bonds to society are weak or broken
· Those who are strongly integrated within positive institutions and indiviuals are more social integrated: these bonds will restrict the likelihood people will commit crime

Ruth Kornhouser 1978:
· Social Disorganization
· Strain and Control are two branches if it
· Strain Theory
· Poverty
· Ethnic heterogeneity
· Residential mobility 
· Control theories say that strain is pretty constant, everybody has strain 
· Weak bonds provide inadequate social control
· Why is Sean showing us this?
· Because he wants us to see that these theories undergo transformations, they are re interpreted, they aren’t discrete 
· Note: don’t need to remember all this

Walter Reckless
Containment Theory
· “good boy” in a high delinquency neighbourhood
· everybody wants to deviate so what is preventing him from doing it?
· We have inner feelings that would be more easily solved with deviance 
· Anger
· Frustration
· How do we deal with these inner feelings so that we don’t deviate?
· Inner controls:
· Internalized self control: learn how to regulate/tolerate emotions and defer gratification, not acting on impulse
· Direct: feelings of guilt and shame
· Difficult to neutralize 
· We can justify our actions to others, we can rationalize, but inside we still feel guilt 
· Indirect: our relational stake in conformity
· Can rationalize the consequences of what we do (unlike direct control)
· The rational stake in conformity is the control: made a lot of investments in being a student, will be jeopardized if you do something deviant 
· Rationalize that you aren’t going to break the law and will conform so you don’t risk your stake in conformity
· Outer Controls: pressures that can force 
· Direct: outside the individual
· Usually involve the threat of a sanction 
· E.g. presence of police, surveillance cameras 
· Indirect: surround ourselves with people who can exercise informal social control 
· Which of these controls is most effective?
· Inner Controls:
· Empirical tests have shown that inner controls are more effective 


Herschi’s Social Bonding Theory:
· Surveyed 4000 high school students
· Asked them: why do you behave?
· Came up with 4 typologies 
· Four elements of bonding (not mutually exclusive)
1. Attachment: the bonds that we have to significant others, mostly our parents, people we look up to, seek their approval 
2. Commitment: stake in conformity, we have a lot to lose when we break normative expectations
a. We have made commitments to conventional life: have a job, get married
3. Involvement: our involvement in extracurricular activities
a. Many other activities that are bonding them to society and conventional norms and keeps the busy (no time to do non-conforming things)
4. Belief: internalization of a value system
a. Believe you should work hard, not deviate, become bonded to middle class values 
· Theory emerged as the leading explanation for delinquency 
· People were able to test his theory and find support for it
· Specifically for attachment and commitment 
· This theory also suggests policy interventions 
· Problems with this theory?
1. Assumption that everyone has the same motivation towards deviance
a. What if some people have greater propensity for deviance?
2. Based on middle class norms and values
3. It was aregued that his theory was good because there was empirical support for it but there was mostly support for attachment and commitment Check less for other 2

Routine Activities Theory (Cohen and Felson 1979)
· One of the most common theories in victimization literature
· Why? Because they argue that there are certain things that people do that increase their likelihood of being a victim of a crime 
· There are always motivated offenders out there
· 1979: why is this important?
· Question: why had violent crime rates increased iver the last decade when during the same period most indicators of well-being generally improved
· Most theories at the time said that class based inequalities/the ability to achieve goals, all assume poverty will increase crime
· So why if things are getting better are violent crimes increasing? All the theories are suggesting they should be going down
· They argued that the reason had to do with Daily Activties
· Structural changes in Daily Activities were increasing crime 
· Mainly because of a shift away from family and the house to activities away from the home 
· Women entering the workforce 
· More people going to school
· More leisure time 
· Huge increase in consumerism 
· Crime has increased because of a convergence of 3 elements
· Motivated offenders
· Take this for granted
· Assume motivated offenders exist (this is why it’s a control? Theory)
· Suitable Targets:
· People or propery
· Absence of suitable guardians 
· over property, fence/doors, other people, weapon, the knowledge that most people carry pepper spray 
· 3 factors must converge in time and space
· e.g. the same neighborhood might be safe during the day but not at night, maybe an absence of suitable guardians at night, maybe an absence of suitable targets during the day
· The absence of just one of these conditions is enough to deter crime
· Property can be a suitable target 
· One of the reasons why increased consumerism and consumer goods increased crime: people had more things to steal 
· Found support for their theory in terms of age, marriage, employment status, adults present in household, time of day
· Critiques of this Theory?
· Blaming the Victim 
· What would a policy suggestion be? Women should stay home, not drink etc.
· Doesn’t explain violence in the household

Low Self Control Theory (Hirshi and Gottfredson)
· Hershi: threw away his old theory
· Tried to create a General Theory of Crime
· What causes crime? Low self control
· Inner controls
· Defer gratification
· Control impulses 
· Theory focuses on the ability to delay gratification and control impulses 
· Where does low self control come from? 
· Says it’s a stable personality trait 
· After the age of 8 children’s personality is stable 
· Place exclusive responsibility on parents for the socialization of their children 
· Parents are the primary source of low self control, might not be intentional, but failure to provide a nurturing family atmosphere 
· Two features
· Stable trait: after age 8 nothing we can do
· Age/Crime issue: any good theory needs to be able to explain the age crime curve
· They said that people just stop committing crime: take it for granted that crime declines with age 
· What do they suggest to combat crime?
· 2 parent families are better than 1 parent families
· programs to teach parents
· preventing dysfunctional adults from having children 
Six Assumptions of Low Self Control Theory
· Crime provides immediate gratification
· Easy and simple paths to gratification
· Criminal acts are exciting, risky, or thrilling
· Few or meager long term benefits: more likely to be divorced or unmarried, less likely to hold long term jobs
· Little skill in planning: act on impulse, not good at delaying gratification, not likely to do well in school
· Pain and discomfort to the victim, criminals are self centered, have difficulty empathizing with other people 
Problems?
1. The theory attempted to explain all types of crime
a. In reality it’s more successful at explaining juvenile crime, and less successful at explaining white collar crime 
2. He says it’s a stable personality trait that is stable by approximately 8 years old 
a. If there’s nothing that can be done then what would the policy implications be? 
3. Age crime curve: did not adequately explain it 



Lecture 14:
May 28

Conflict, Critical and Postmodern Theories

Note: don’t get caught up with the terms, often the same theory is called many different things, blurry lines between them. Sean will highlight any critical differences

Up to this point the theories we have seen have made several assumptions
· Assume that most people are in agreement about what laws should be
· Emphasis on consensus 

Critical and Conflict Theories:
Conception of deviance: deviance is constructed by those in power to control others in society (the poor)
· Crime serves a capitalist function
· A few in society (those in the ruling class) use the law to their own benefit 
· The state represents the interests of a select few who have the power to influence the law according to their interests 
· Solution to crime: eliminate capitalism 
· Emphasis on formal social control: not talking about stigma, impression management, breaking folkways, they are concerned with the formal laws because they believe that the ruling class influences the formal laws

Difference between Critical and Conflict Theory:
· Conflict: economic class differences are the most important
· Critical: other forms of power (besides money) are important: political power, race, gender
· Not sure if the following points are differences or apply to both
· Focus on pracsis? Combining knowledge and activism: check which this refers to. What can we do to make change?
· Reject the idea of value neutrality in social science (post 1960s shift) nothing can be value neutral, and why should it be?
· Over arching focus for both is that some people have power and others don’t 

Propositions of Conflict and Critical theories
1. Power is the most important explanatory variable 
a. Power is not equally distributed on society
b. Those with power can maintain laws in their best interests
2. Groups with clashing interests, values, and with unequal resources, compete with one another, producing winners and losers
a. There are winners and losers, even with a majority government, if 51% of people want something and it becomes a law then the 49% lose
3. Groups struggle to have their own definition of what’s right and wrong part of the status quo
a. Some have more power: can hire lobbying groups to advocate for their definition
4. Definitions of crime and regulations are weapons in the struggle between groups for a share of power in the system
a. Now you can treat the group who do those activities as deviants e.g. moral entrepreneurs have a vested interest in banning alcohol, those who use it now become marginalized
5. Deviance is neither normal or inevitable 
a. It is the result of capitalism and competition between groups
b. People can only steal if there is private property 
6. The source of deviance does not reside in the body or the mind of an individual but rather in the unequal relationships between people
7. Critical theories are inherently involved in a long term process of building “grass roots” resistance to transform existing structures and ideologies of domination and inequality 

Marxist conflict theory:
Marx:
· Wrote in the immediate aftermath of the industrial revolution
· Saw in a short time massive changes
· Interested in why this happened and what would be coming next 
· In the industrial revolutions we see the emergence of 2 broad classes of people
· Bourgeoisie: owners of capital (owner of means of production)
· Proletariat: sell their labour for wages 
· Lumpenproletariat: term Marx used to describe people beneath the proletariat (unemployed, drunk etc.) they are criminal
· Problem: workers competed with each other for jobs which lowers wages 

Youtube video on Marx:
· Marx believed there would be a revolution where the working class would realize their exploitation and they would have a class consciousness and eventually overthrow the system of capitalism 
· Note to self: download Marx communist manifesto 

The selling of labour leads to alienation of the proletariat
· Alienation is what leads to crime
· Alienation: the feeling of being isolated from a group or other people, for marx this included alienation from…
· Four Types of Alienation: 

1. Alienation of the worker from the Product
a. No longer have control over what is being produced
b. No control over what they’re doing when they’re working
c. No differentiation between workers, workers become replaceable
2. Alienation of the worker from Working:
a. Little satisfaction gained from working
b. Replaceable
3. Alienation of the worker from Himself: 
a. The nature of man is not to compartmentalize himself (into family life, work life, personal life etc.)
b. In capitalist system once worker goes to work they are no longer a person they become the property of the bourgeoisie 
4. Alienation of the worker from Other Workers:
a. Competition between individuals for jobs
b. More people than there are jobs
c. Workers compete with each other by lowering their wages
d. Important to keep workers from recognizing their joint exploitation

Two branches of Marxist
· Instrumental Marxism: 
· The ruling class defines the laws in a way that benefits them 
· E.g. loopholes that allow those in the financial world to deviate/act unethically but not be punished 
· The state and laws are a tool used for capitalists
· Structural Marxism
· Argue that the state cannot act in a way that only benefits the bourgeoisie 
· The laws can’t be explicitly biased
· Society won’t tolerate that
· They sometimes uphold values that are counter to the capitalist
· However the state upholds capitalism more generally, but not all capitalists 
· E.g. laws against theft: upholding a capitalist interest: but more discrete and subtle 

· Social Inequality is inevitable in a capitalist society
· Capitalist breed crime
· Crime and deviance are a response to an unjust society

William Bonger:
The first to apply Marxist theory to crime
· Capitalism creates harmful deviance because it makes everyone in the system selfish
· Only by taking the resources out of the hands of the fw and distributing resources based on need will structurally based, greed driven deviance be eliminated
· The poor commit crime out of need
· Crime and deviance are normal reactions to the strains and pressures created by capitalism
· The alienation created by capitalism is very difficult to cope with
· This is why deviance is higher in the lower classes/poor
· Deviance is not normal but capitalism makes it normal, deviance and crime are the only way to deal with the alienation of capitalism 
· If we got rid of capitalism all that would be left would be
· A small residue of psychopathic forms of deviance 
· People with psychological problems 


The Rich get Richer and the Poor get Prison
Reiman and Leightson (Book)

· America’s high crime rate
a. Much higher than any other industrialized country in the world
b. Violent crime has declined since the 1970s
c. Not because America got “tough on crime” we know this because it was also declining in other countries without the struct policies
d. If violent crime is going down then what is the objective of the US criminal justice system
e. The policies don’t reduce crime: so if the purpose isn’t to reduce crime what is the purpose?
i. To target those who are poor: to present poverty as being criminal 
· “excuses” for high crime rates
f. the American government has excuses for the high crime rates
i. not tough enough on crime? I think that’s what he said
ii. most crime is committed by youth
iii. no explanation, that’s just how it is 
· Sources of crime:
· Authors claim that there are actually sources for the high crime rate
· Inequality
· Prison system
· Availability of hand guns
· Drug policies that focus on punishment rather than rehabilitation 
· Pyrrhic defeat:
· A term common in military
· When there is a victory in the war but the costs for winning it are so astronomical that it’s not really a victory: it’s a defeat 
· You win but really you lose
· Authors use this to explain the US criminal justice system:
· Massive costs to the criminal justice system
· Few gains
· Wasted resources, ruined lives 
· Notions of crime are socially constructed
· What we see as criminal in America is like a carnival mirror
· It’s a distorted reality of the most harmful crime that there is
· What we define as criminal is an inappropriate representation of the activities that are most destructive 
· Idea of a criminal: young male minority
· Reality: the most harmful acts are committed by other people 
· Who is responsible for this image?
· Legislators who define the crime
· Police
· Judges and juries
· Media misrepresentation 
· Crimes by any other name
· There are crimes that are far more harmful than the image of crime that we have
· Occupational hazards: 
· Many people die on the job every year, more than murders
· Cancers from being in unsafe work environments
· More minor injuries from repetitive motions
· Health care: 
· Improper medical care
· Prescription drug interactions
· Not everyone has the same access to healthcare
· Chemical warfare
· Environmental pollutants
· Toxins
· Wastewaters
· Cigarettes (company that produces them doesn’t get charged with murder)
· Poverty:
· Can put a dollar amount on the majority of street crime 
· Doesn’t come close to the cost of corporate crime
· Consumer Safety:
· Product recalls
· Companies aren’t criminally charged 
· Weeding out the Wealthy:
· arresting and charging: The state has a finite amount of resources for arresting and charging someone. More resources and expertise required to target white collar crime
· Conviction: the question of guilt or innocence is dependent on the person’s access to funds (legal fees, bail, etc.)
· Sentencing: bottom of the crime funnel

Neo-Marxist Critical Theory:
Frankfurt Germany 1920s 
Focus on why the Marxist revolution didn’t happen
Particularly interested in False consciousness 
False consciousness: 
· Why can’t the workers recognize their disadvantaged position
· Why don’t they join together 
· False consciousness is a condition of capitalism
· Capitalists contribute to a false consciousness: belif that capitalism is rational, inevitable and never changing
· Misleads the masses to believe that there is not other way but capitalism 
· Advocate this principle: if you work hard you can become bourgeoisie 
· Illusion of meritocracy: increases competition between workers 
· It’s a false consciousness because few people can actually achieve it and become bourgeoisie
· Marx underestimated the ability of capitalism to create this false consciousness

Antonia Granmsci:

Hegemony: the legitimate control of the dominant group through ideas
· Dominant group control information
· This is the way that the ruling class controls information about what we consider “truth” 
· World view so dominant that people are unable to conceive of any other alternative 
· E.g. walkerton e-coli outbreak
· Town in ontario, e-coli outbreak in 2000: 7 people died
· Example of hegemony: before this everyone believed that the government/authority would regulate and test
· Up until the outbreak we just take it for granted
· Sean describes hegemony as: taken for granted
· It is the ideological and cultural authority that represents the perspective of the dominant group in society 
· Emerges out of Power and Dominance

Later definitions of Hegemony:
· Expanded to include many kinds of hegemonic powers (not just one powerful, class-based group)
· The standard by which everything is measured
· Gender: hegemonic masculinity 
· We assume that it’s best, don’t question it
· Controls the conceptions of what is valued in the labour market 
· Hegemonic power forces those not in the dominant group to the margins 

Discourse Theoires:
· Discourse: talk
· Discourse theories explore the meaning that we give to talking in society
· Language and the words we use to make sense of the social world
· E.g. psychiatric community uses a discourse/language to legitimize their profession, words that define groups of people, that define treatments, this discourse justifies their existence 
· The language we use creates meaning
· Deconstruction of the meaning/origins of language etc. 
· E.g. how police categorized and talked about the gay community
· Only 3 discourses used
· Talked about in terms of their feminine characteristics
· Promiscuity
· Don’t ask don’t tell 
· If we don’t have language to challenge certain social structures then we won’t challenge them 
· Challenge the dichotomies we have in society (male/female, right/wrong)
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