What’s the point for theory?
· To take into account that there are more than one way to interpret and view things that go on in the world
· We depend on theory to guide us past common sense
· Views are often skewed by other people’s opinions, with different views and perspectives of other people’s realities
What is theory?
· An account of the world that goes beyond what we can see and measure
· Generalisations about or classifications of the social world
· It explains phenomena, identifies causal mechanisms and processes
Four themes:
· Mistrust
· A mistrust of popular opinions; inaccurate portrayals of societal values; control of information; manipulation of education curriculums
· Whose realities are we actually being told about? What information is true, what can we trust? Why are certain details shared in the news? What are other sources of information that we can depend on?
· Relativity of truth
· A matter of whose truth is being told; whose truth is being told, by whom, to whom?
· Our understandings of reality are human creations and our perceptions are impacted by this
· The way in which we understand different contexts and situations may change depending on where we come from
· Criminology/sociology: different levels that we will be exploring 
· Interpersonal relations
· Relatives, friends; how they impact us
· Group membership
· Not always focusing on family, but looking at gangs and other kinds of group
· There are some groups within society that are victimized more
· Social structure
· Different approaches view societal construction differently; this is where different views come from
· Criminological problems
· We are generally looking at criminological problems because they are often problems that are defined by law or social norms as deviant
· Is this criminological lens enough to explore all of these social problems? 
· Do they need to be deemed a crime? Are “harms” more accurate?
· Labeling things as criminal may be more harmful than the crime itself


Theory Construction
· 1. Social situation/phenomenon  
· 2. Concepts 			
· 3. Hypothesis 			
· 4. Theory			
· There is a problem that theorists have identified
· Goal = make sense of it by identifying different concepts
· These concepts are used to establish relationship between the crime and the offenders.
· After these concepts are identified, they are used to help create a hypothesis
· Option 1: Present a hypothesis and expect something to happen, anticipate the outcome; or…
· Option 2: in the form of a question (more open, exploratory instead of something you expect to see happen; not necessarily anticipating an outcome)
· Based on this explanation, we expect a clear explanation of the circumstances and a solution
Why crime?  Search for explanations  Criminology = answer
· Who? When? Where? How? What?
Paradigms
· Basic unit of consensus
· Fundamental image of subject matter
Role of paradigms
· Define and legitimate problem
· Define rules of research activity
· Draw practitioners into the community
Paradigm vs. Theory
· Paradigm is a broach umbrella under which a series of ideological approaches may fall under.
· The core elements relate them to each other
· Ex: classical criminology vs positivism
1. Demonic
· Structure is the church (God and divine law)
· All based heavily on religious ideas and beliefs
· Churches were considered institutions and were the main control of legislation
· Deviance is sin (temptation or possession)
· It was believed at the time that criminal behaviour was caused by being possessed by the devil or was heavily based on temptations and perceptions
· Cause is supernatural 
· Heavy emphasis on the influence these powers had on individuals
· Response is trials and torture (lex talionis)
· A great deal of trials were based on biases which were problematic
· Some people already had particular opinions on things in trials; this is not good since we need to be objective in order to have a fair and just trial and reassure that justice is served
· Critique
· Reliance on belief (and not fact)
· Bias during trials were problematic because they were based on a particular type of trial/proceeding where individuals would actually die even though they were considered to be innocent because the trials were so harsh
· Testability
· No consistency/accuracy = problematic
· Tortuous mutilation and assumption of consensus
· Focus is based on response and the level of crime was based solely on the individuals and not the act that was actually committed
· There was a great deal of influences from higher authorities and their decisions were not to be questioned, as they were of high authority
· Not only was authority power and influences assumed, it was heavily imposed as well
· Any individual who would question their power was stigmatized and negatively branded and often criminalized and forbidden
2. Classical
· Structure is the state and legislative power
· Social contract is consensus (an opinion that everyone accepts on)
· An agreement which led to a big assumption that there is an apparent structure we are supposed to respect, and are obliged to follow and abide by this particular structure
· Deviance is utilitarian calculus (individual acts)
· Punishment was focused on the individual, it did not focus on where or how the crime was committed but why the perpetuator did what he did
· NOTE: Focus on WHY and not HOW
· Cause is hedonism 
· Increased gain and decreased pain
· Response is punishment (swift, certain, proportionate – rational; deterrence)
· It is related to deterrence by threatening to punish those who want to engage in criminality:
· Ex: Don’t do the crime, you will do the time/get severely punished
· Punishment must be swift, certain, and proportionate
· The state must ensure that any punishment meted out is rational/reasonable and serves to deter future criminal activity
· Critique
· Focus on the individual
· Therefore, the individual is the ultimate target
· What can we change in terms of interaction with individuals?
· Effectiveness or deterrence
· Countries that have higher incarceration rates will also have higher rates of individual criminality:
· So, is punishment really deterring individuals from committing crime?
· Assumption of consensus, equality
· Not everyone shares the same opinions and values, but this is assumed and is therefore problematic 
3. Neo-classical
· Structure is the state (consensus)
· It is important to focus on the surroundings of individuals that have committed crimes and how they have been influenced, and then why someone did what they did
· This allows the state to get to the root of them problem, figure out the reasons individuals engage in criminal activity and put measures of prevention in place
· Response must consider:
· Mitigating circumstances
· Something that makes punishment less severe
· Record of the offender
· Past crime, education, psychological evaluations, family life, etc.
· Pathology
· Social inequalities and physical defects
· What is it about individual situations/surrounding that influenced their behaviour in a criminal direction?
4. Positivism (bio/pathological)
· Structure is the state and science
· Deviance is determinism (pathology)
· This means that there is something about the individual that has influenced them to commit crimes and we are not aware of these certain upbringings
· Cause is differentiation  individual behaviour (actors)
· This focuses on the individual
· Response is treatment
· Critique 
· Criminals vs. non-criminals
· Can we distinguish the two?
· Possibly: On a physical level, we can assume who is a criminal based on physical characteristics and therefore this can help find a distinction and difference between criminals and non-criminals
· Intrusive treatment
· These intrusive treatments came from scientific experiments which were usually done in harsh matters, were not humane, and problematic as it went against the basic human rights of the individual
· Focus on the individual; ignores situations 
· Individual is allegedly too passive 
· Disregards rational thinking, assumes individuals are incapable of decision making
Modern Theorizing in Criminology
· Breaks down modern theorising into four quadrants model and canvases:
· 1. Types of questions
· 2. Methodologies employed
· 3. Level of analysis
· 4. Treatment of temporality
· 5. Voice
Post-Critical Criminology
· The 4 quadrant model is based on 2 axes:
· 1. Level of analysis
· Scope or scale of analysis
· Unit of analysis
· 2. Temporality
· Synchronic = slice of time
· Diachronic = throughout time
Micro-synchronic
· Accounting for the differences in behaviour
· What causes some people, rather than others, to commit deviant or criminal acts?
· Unit of analysis is the person or interpersonal relationships
· Style of research is multivariate analysis of survey data
· Voice is one of similarity and difference (resemblance)
· Ex: examining the characteristics of criminals vs. non-criminals
· First micro-synchronic approach by classical criminologists (Beccaria, Bentham)
· They were interested in the ideas of individual responsibility, rationality and free will
· Argument is that people commit crime for rational reasons
· Therefore, deterrence need not be vicious or extreme, but if the cost of getting caught is just slightly greater than the pleasure that could be derived from the criminal activity, it will be an effective deterrent
· Great emphasis on the social calculus
· Modern policy:
· Let the punishment fit the crime which is derived from classical criminology
· Main micro-synchronic questions changed with the appearance of positivist criminology (Lombroso)
· Positivists’ main questions surrounded the idea that the sources of criminal behaviour were rooted in biological, physiological, psychological, and social characteristics
· Positivists reject notions of free will, favouring a deterministic approach
· This theory increased the confidence in science and its ability to solve social problems
· Questions changed again with Sutherland’s theory of differential socialism
· This caused a significant shift in the focus from individuals and personal characteristics in relation to crime
· Sutherland said there was little difference in the way we learn conventional and criminal behaviour
· The notion that there were criminal and non-criminal groups in society was challenged, and instead, the notion that individuals will participate in criminal activity in situations where definitions favourable to crime outweigh definitions favouring law-abiding behaviour
· Social learning theory (Bandura) takes this theory further and examines life experiences in which individuals learn to be aggressive
· Criminality, according to Bandura, was a product of behavioural modeling (which occurs in the family, experiences in the environment, and the media
Macro-synchronic
· Variations in the distribution of crime
· What causes crime rates or socially organized criminal activity to vary in society?
· Unit of analysis is group activity (gangs), crime rates, more general deviance
· Voice is represented by the metaphorical device of synecdoche 
· Showing how the part fits into the whole
· This is the approach taken by functionalist theorists (Shaw, McKay)
· These theorists examined demographics to plot crime patterns in various areas in Chicago
· Argument is that normal social relationships cannot be maintained in certain zones of the city, and criminal or delinquent subcultures emerge as a result
· Higher rates of crime are directly related to lack of social organization
· Their work shifted in criminological question of why certain people commit crimes to why people commit crimes in certain places
· Merton is a theorist concerned with the impact that broader social structures had on more general expressions of crime
· He argued that much criminal activity was induced by cultural and structural pressures generated by society
· In the absence of legitimate means, some people turned to illegitimate means to achieve those legitimate goals
· Strain of “anomie”  deviant adaptions (innovations, ritualism, retreatism or rebellion)
· Cloward and Ohlin: continued this train of thought to include organized crime (where even access to illegitimate means was restricted)
Micro-diachronic
· Interactive processes and Societal Reaction
· What is the process by which some persons rather than others come to be defined as criminal (or deviant)?
· Labelling theorists and other interactionist theorists (Becker, Goffman, Matza, Schur)
· Unit of analysis is the small portion of criminals
· Voice is when it speaks of the “essence” of a phenomenon
· Symbolic interactionism and labelling theory emerged in 1960’s – 70’s
· Took focus away from individuals or social structures to emphasize processes of interaction
· First serious challenge to the dominance of synchronic theorizing in modern criminology
· Societal reaction and labelling is recognized as essential elements of the social control process
· Most people are involved in crime at some point in their lives but only a small portion are labelled as criminals 
· Power plays a significant role in the labelling process
· They are more likely to be able to avoid being labelled as criminals
· They are more likely to have their values and beliefs incorporated into law
Macro-diachronic
· State, class and social control
· What are the dynamics by which criminality and criminal justice change?
· Unit of analysis is the dynamics of late-capitalist social formations
· Voice is ironic (characterizes crime as epiphenomenal)
· Epiphenomenal is a secondary or additional symptom or complication arising during the course of a disease 
· Any secondary phenomenon
· Identifies tensions inherent in critical criminology
· Chambliss, Seidman, Taylor, Walton, Young, Hall are theorists who explored this approach
· Crime is produced by those in power (whose claim to legitimacy is based on exploitation)  capitalism
· Critical criminology challenged modern theories
· The rise of the new left and Marxist ideologies brought a new understanding of criminality
· Studies of crime and criminality were conducted based on class  Quinney, Chambliss, Spitzer, and Scull.
· The state exercises its power in the creation and enforcement of laws that maintain their control/power
· Neo-Marxist is a serious critique to modern criminology
· Taylor, Walton, and Young
Critical vs. Modern Criminology
· Critical criticised modern criminology’s preoccupation with individuals motivations for criminal behaviour
· Even when social structure is identified as the source of the problem, solutions are still based on rehabilitation/reform of the individual
· Solutions are based on the deficits instead of remedying the social structure to prevent and deter crime
· This focus on the individual also justified harsh social control measures against the working class
· While more white-collar, corporate crime received little attention
· Focus on the behaviour of the powerless aids in distinguishing “street crime” from “white-collar” or “suit” crime
· Response attempts to demystify and debunk the pluralistic, egalitarian ideology of law in liberal democracies
· They wanted to expose the bias of the ruling class
· Critical criminology is a reflection of instrumental Marxism
· It identifies the state and law as instruments of oppression
· Structural Marxism is recognized the ruling class as not a monolithic entity but that there were fractions and strata within it
· State doesn’t always act in the interests of capitalists, but sometimes exercise “relative autonomy” while considering long-term interests of capitalism 
· Capitalist people may suffer some censure, and some working class may see some gains but this is all for the sake of the capitalist system 
· Early critical criminology focuses on coercive functions of the law and state, and also focus to the role of ideology and legitimation in the social control process
· Legitimation consents on behalf of the general population
· The nature of the relationship between the consensus and the coercive (state capitalist class) varies depending on distribution of power
Previously, the focus has been on individuals and their immediate surroundings, so now we focus on a set of theories that are exploring criminality in terms of the surroundings of each individual
Ecological perspectives
· Demonic/classical/bio-positivism = factors “inside the person”
Sociological positivism
· Factors “outside of the person”
· Sociological factors
· Social environment shapes human behaviour
· A great deal of our social environment impacts our behaviour
· Different ways of defining social environments
· And what is defined as criminal
Social ecology theories
· Pathological conditions of communities and neighborhoods
· Explanations that are generated by factors “outside the person”
· Pathology is related to biology, we are still working with ideological perspectives that include determinism, which is at the base of what we are using to examine crime
· Crime is not necessarily an individual issue
· Crime is more of an environmental issue
· This is a proposal; we are recognizing that crime is not an individual concept but in fact related to the environment
Crime 
· Uneven geographical distribution
· There’s something unique about criminal activity; it can be described and explained based on its uneven geographical occurrences; it is simply not evenly distributed
· Criminogenic areas (inner city)
· There are specific neighbourhoods and areas that experience more crime relative to others
· Urban vs. rural
· Focused on in terms of prevention strategies 
· Assumption is that there is a higher rate of crime in urban areas (of a particular type)
· Ex: Drug-related crime are more common in urban than rural areas
· Spatial variation in crime rates
· There is a need to focus on the fact that there are higher crime rates in certain areas, and this pattern is seen across numerous cities/countries consistently
Environment
· Physical, social and cultural context of human activity
· All dynamics that affect criminality in individuals
Ecology
· Interrelation between organisms and their natural environment 
· Trying to understand what it is about the human habitat that may encourage or discourage criminal behaviour
Social/Human Ecology
· Humans and their community
Urban Ecology
· Applies principles derived from biological science to the explanation of spatial distribution in urban populations
Social Ecology
· Human geography
· Trying to make sense of different areas (urban vs. rural) and how geography impacts criminality 



The Chicago School
· Heavily informed by philosophical pragmatism, the direct observation of experience, the analysis of urban social processes
· 1. Connected for field work and study and use social surveys and community based on statistical research (qualitative and quantitative research methods)
· 2. Concerned with studying the city (urban ecology)
· From this stemmed a distinctive form of social psychology (symbolic interactionism)
· Explanation of crime depends on the areas where people live in
· Trying to recognize the limitations of theories that focus on the individual
· They were interested in the broader context, outside of the individual
· We can understand crime by understanding that people are normal, but their situations and perspectives are different
· We are trying to understand the difference between criminals and non-criminals
· Sociological diagnoses for instability resulting from changes
· Rapid rates of social change make it impossible to maintain consensus and coordination
· Problem is transience
· There’s constant social change…
· Many people do not stay in the same place very long in terms of living arrangements, education/employment, economic factors change as well
· Inner city areas see constant change
· Ex: Busy during the day, very quiet at night
· Deviance is the by-product of rapid social change
· A symptom of the way in which people are adapting to social change
· A community with less coordination which sees more transient behaviour will see more deviance because it is viewed as a less protected/vulnerable space
· Solution is temporary adjustment (assimilate disorganized people)
· There is a need to welcome people into the community
· To reconnect individuals and invite them/offering opportunities to have a stake in the community
· Critique is that there is no clear definition of organization
· There are many different ways in which people may organize themselves, and part of the critique is that this theory does not recognize
· While this theory makes sense, there are more ways to organization than the standard that these theorists have presented
· Previously, when people were connected with their families, there was more dependence and cohesion within the communities 
· Now, the majority of people are independent and have only themselves to rely on (family may be elsewhere, or they simply do not want to burden family/friends)
Ethnography 
· A combination of participation/observation method of research
· Method of research used by Chicago school theorists
· Branch of anthropology
· Anthropology is the starting point for many methods of research now
· Scientific description of human societies
· Through observation and participation in different environments
· This tells a great deal more about a social situation than statistics
· Taking time to speak to people and gain perspective of their lives is more effective in determining the real factors in criminality
· Field research (grounded level)
· Qualitative
· Gives us access to people’s daily realities 
· Looking for a combination of people’s life histories and general life data
Assumptions related to social organization
· Organized areas  people will obey the rules (due to increased motivation)
· People tend to obey the rules due to the sense of responsibility that comes with living in an organized community
· There is a collective sense of motivation to maintain order and function more successfully 
· Less self-interest, more interest in the community because they have a stake
· Disorganized areas  people will disobey the rules (due to decreased motivation)
· There is not the same connection between the individuals and the community
· People are less engaged on a social level and therefore have less motivation to maintain order
· More focus on self-interest 


Social Changes
· Some changes that happen in society contribute to disorganization; we are recognizing that people are challenged as a community, not on an individual level, necessarily
· There are major changes happening that some groups of people may struggle to adapt to, and others may not
· Migration
· Migration from rural to urban, which were not equipped to handle a fast increase of population
· This caused a struggle for the infrastructure of the municipality, resources and police forces, etc…
· Industrialization
· A large factor leading to the migration of people, and led to frequent/inconsistent employment within the community
· Urbanization
· Relates back to migration; shift from rural to urban
· Centralization
· Of governments (municipal, provincial)
· It was becoming harder and harder for one particular municipality to be responsible for a growing population
· Communication
· Distancing affect; less interaction; less personal; fewer links between the individual and the community
Adjustment to changes
· Social disorganization 
· Cultural transmission of organization 
· Personal organization			
· High conformity
· There are a lot of changes that are happening and those who cannot adapt resort to crime
· Social organization will trickle down and maintain conformity
· Social organization transmits to the individual
· This means the individual will conform to this social organization in an effort to maintain it
· Social organization both influences and contributes to itself
No adjustment to changes
· Social disorganization 
· Cultural transmission of disorganization 
· Personal disorganization		
· High deviance
· Communities may have harder times adapting to social change, in this case the chaos and destruction in some ways, people find it too unsettling to manage
· They allow this disorganization to transmit and influence their person choices/spaces, and leads to personal disorganization
· Someone in poverty will have more of a struggle resisting deviant behaviour than someone from a family with a higher socio-economic status
Social Adjustment
· Organized community 
· Increased coordination 	
· Personal conformity 	
· Less deviance
· There is the hope that communities can reform themselves with the right intervention
· In the cases where people start to invest themselves in their community for the sake of themselves or their children
· The idea here is to reconnect the individual to their community in an organized way
· A community with leaders and investors will have more accomplishments than a community where no one who gives a crap
· Assumption is that this sense of responsibility will transmit onto the individual and in turn connect to a reduction of deviance
· Ex: Broken Windows Theory in NYC
Societal Changes
1. Migration 
0. Suburbs 
0. This left inner-city areas relatively vacant, which left it open to transients (people just moving through)
0. A lot of the leaders that were coordinating and making things happen within the community left to the suburbs as well
0. Without these leaders maintaining a connection between individuals and the community, deviance increased
0. Transients in centre town
1. Demographic
1. Baby boom
0. After WWII, parents were outnumbered by their children
1. Young people meant high % of population
1. This makes it difficult for parents and officials to regulate and maintain order among a younger, more deviant population
1. Cultural values
2. Challenges of social system
0. Religious institutions have less of a hold on individuals, so there is less of an incentive to maintain order
2. Community is difficult to organize
1. Increase in cultural diversity; more difficult to connect within different religious/cultural communities
1. Increase of tension and feelings of unsettlement
1. Not all communities/individuals adjusted to this well
2. Consensus breakdown
2. There was no longer a consensus among the community due to the variety of different cultures/types of people, so there was less desire to maintain order
0. NOTE: Deviance increases during periods of social change
2. Assumption is that if things are relatively well organized, people will pick up those values and transmit this to their behaviour
Chicago School Solution
1. Situational (physical design)/community (social) prevention
1. In order to avoid social disorganization, projects promote…
4. Increased community cohesion
4. Decreased community disorganization
4. Increased social order
1. Community initiatives
5. Recreation and school facilitates 
5. On-the-street social services
Documentary: Return to Regent Park
1. Toronto’s Regent Park (NFB 1994)
1. Urban renewal project 
1. Failures and struggles
1. Socio-economic ghetto
1. Criminogenic urban areas
1. Proposed modifications to first project 
1. 2008 – revitalization still in progress
Exam question:
1. What are the challenges faced by the residents of Regent Park?
Things to consider…
1. Spatial challenges
14. Buildings are falling apart 
14. Public housing 
14. It’s designed in a complex community (wealthy and poor citizens)
14. Houses of 10,000 people
14. Regent South Park was not what it was 
14. The way the space is designed impacts on social interactions
5. No sense of community or of central authority, no flow through the streets and no organizations, in these cases, the strongest people take control which inhibits criminal activity
5. This badly designed housing project was designed to get rid of the slums
5. While they were trying to rebuild the community, 15 years later they realized they didn’t know how to do that
5. So, the city’s first public housing project really failed
5. The buildings had to be rebuilt
4. Maintenance was too costly due to the design of it
5. Some people are hesitant to relocate or let the managers move them over to newer apartments, to try to change the community because they don’t believe it’s the design of the projects; it’s the people
5. Moving changing the houses won’t change the people
5. Other people are moving out of the park entirely to get away from the people
5. Housing is part of it but not the main factor that people dislike
8. The housing is deteriorating and there is very little maintenance
8. “I don’t believe a place like this, that is so badly planned, can well be managed”
5. The church 
9. While attempting to redevelop the church and create a more popular community centre with job opportunities and a feeling of cohesion
1. Crime problems
15. Drugs and youth
15. Outsiders come in and commit crimes “it’s not us”
15. Drugs, guns, and prostitution going through the community 
2. Part of the method of deterring drug dealers from loitering and doing their business in Regent Park is by removing the things that make it a cool hangout spot 
0. Removing bars/rails that they sit on, and putting up fences
15. Violence is frequent
15. Police may make an arrest but dealers are back after a handful of paperwork
15. Fridays and Saturdays are complete shit shows, but it quiets down and restarts every week
15. Drugs
6. People come from different areas to deal within community 
6. Dealers will put crack along the tops of the door frames, sometimes with a razor blade so that if a police officer goes to feel the top of the door, he will cut his finger
6. Some of the heaviest drug trafficking happens with 200 feet of the police station
15. One issue in the community is that the youth and jobless individuals have nothing to engage in, so with their free time they engage in criminal activity (drug use)
15. Prostitution is a constant thing; they are visible on the streets at every night
1. Obstacles encountered in identifying and implementing solutions 
16. Key question: how is it designed to alter social behaviour? 
16. Overall, design of the project was terrible 
16. Costs are high
2. Making it healthier place to live would cost a lot of money
16. Hard to establish community support 
16. Funds are not easily accessible 
16. Police-community liaisons
5. Police maintain due process, and in order for them to take action, they need concrete information such as witness, evidence
16. There are no programs in the community that offer employment or education opportunities
16. It was assumed when the projects were built that it would be a place for people to get a break on housing, save their money, get on track and move out and get their own house, become a more productive member of society, it was bogus and never happened
1. Political obstacles (lack of attention)
17. Church involvement
17. Trying to get the mayor is involved, but she keeps cancelling due to medical reasonings
1. In reality, it is likely not a priority of her
1. Her getting involved may help influence bigger players and help get them the funding, but she keeps canceling 
17. If you can’t even get the mayor of the city involved, how do you get more powerful people to care?
17. Federal government is withholding funds, being stingy
17. People are trying to go after the people in power to change the system
4. This is not happening
4. The multicultural community is scared of the police and the MTHA, making it difficult for these and other organizations to accomplish anything productive
17. Is there anything that the city of Toronto can do for us in terms of money?
17. The residents themselves were engaging in ethnography (collecting information and people’s opinions in order to make improvements) 
17. Note that it does not always have to be an official/formal process
17. It can be an informal process by the community leaders and coordinators 
17. Also note the importance of community leaders and how the coordination, resources and stuff make things easier to change
1. Chicago School: what might be some of the problems with using this school of thought to address the issues in this community?
18. Objective: recognize the limitations of Chicago school and acknowledge different perspectives
18. Economic mobility, discrimination, poverty or the “culture of restraint” during economic stinginess on behalf of the city
1. Regent Park today
19. City planners are making progress; they are destroying buildings them back up
19. Also adding recreational amenities (sports complex, swimming pool)
19. They are adding roads
19. Incorporating mixed-income housing 
3. People pay rent based on their salaries
19. They are also adding amenities (stores, arts centre)
19. Focus on hiring local (755 jobs)
1. Problems
20. Feelings of displacement/lack of community by previous residents who are displaced due to revitalization project 
20. Some concerns about lack of community involvement in developing housing plans and choosing living units 
20. Burden associated with having to relocate
1. Assessment of Chicago School
21. Focus on ethnographic and field research 
0. Gathering people’s stories and observing people bring us onto a new plain of understanding and allows a more complex and involved perspective to be obtained
21. Changed focus from individual to community
21. Focus on situation 
21. More complete picture
Why do people deviate?
1. Basic theme is what has been learned through content acquired in personal interaction with others
22. This particular set of theorists asks why people deviate: with a focus on what has been learned through the interaction with others
22. Deviance is learned based on the content that we learn by interacting with others
Explanation of Crime
1. Values are different
23. “Different” implies a certain determinism as seen in positivism (use of this term is intentional)
1. Organization is different
24. The way in which content is conveyed
24. The way in which people engage in deviant activities
24. What is focused on within organizations
1. Socialization is different
25. We are examining the processes of how values are transmitted
25. How are the dynamics of socialization different?
What you learn + who you associate with = CONTENT (knowledge)
Sutherland: Differential Association
1. 1. Criminal behaviour is learned
26. There are a lot of debate on how people learn deviant behaviour
26. There is an assumption that content seen in the media is absorbed
26. The likelihood of deviancy is not inherited, nor is it a result of a defect  it is learned
2. Driving a car and stealing a car are both learned behaviour
1. 2. Learning in interaction
27. Or in association with other people
27. Done through the process of communication
1. Sharing words/ideas/gestures
27. This is significant because you may have heard parents or authorities saying “do as I say, not as I do”
2. Learning is both by observation and by following orders
0. This kind of learning applies to deviant behaviour as well as normal behaviour
0. What people are telling you is one thing, but what you have watched is different; Sutherland is saying that there is a difference between what we learn by observation and what we are told to do
0. The frequency in which we experience certain behaviours affects how strongly/intensively we learn it
27. Learning in/with intimate groups
3. The closer the interpersonal relationship with the individual, the greater the influence said individuals will have
3. The stronger the intimacy and the stronger the connection, the greater the influence
3. Tension: we need to bear in mind that our intimacies and connections with people change (parents)
27. Learning
4. Technique
0. Not everyone is motivated/has the capacity to engage in deviant behaviour
0. There is a technique involved in learning, and this affects how and what people learn 
1. Ex: not everyone has technical skills (hacking may not be possible for certain people)
4. Motives
1. Some people are not predisposed/have an interest/are not compelled by anything that would cause them to engage in deviant behaviour
1. Some people may be very comfortable financially so they may not feel the need to engage in any kind of deviant behaviour
27. Perception of law
5. Depending on our experiences in society, we may or may not feel an obligation to respect the law
5. If one has been socialized to respect the law and people close to this individual respect the law, then they will be more obliged to conform and follow the law
5. If there is a negative perception of the law, then the likelihood of adherence to its low and deviancy becomes more likely
27. Excess of negative definitions
6. It’s not just a matter of association with deviant people, this is not going to be the sole influence
6. The interactions are important but those alone do not cause criminality
6. The excess of definitions and values that cause it is it’s frequency and intensity of these criminal value that are the most influential
27. 4 modalities
7. Frequency
0. The more frequent the individuals are exposed to or confronted with messages encouraging deviancy, the more likely they will absorb it and imitate/integrate it into their everyday lives
7. Duration
1. The longer you are exposed to something, the greater the influence it will have on you
7. Priority
2. The time of our life during which we are exposed to certain behaviour has an impact as well
2. There are more impressionable times of our lives (youth) during which we absorbed and were affected by everything we experienced
2. As we shift into adolescence, we seek to resist the influence of other people and seek independence, we are less likely to be influenced; the impact that we allow others to have on us may change
2. Self-confidence/independence/character/strength all impact the ability to resist the influence of deviant behaviours/influences
7. Intensity
3. The more intense the bond, the greater the relationship with the individuals who are teaching us deviant behaviour and the weaker the bond with people teaching us conventional behaviour will impact the likelihood of deviant behaviour
27. Learning criminal behaviour (same as learning other behaviours)
8. Whether we are learning conforming/conventional behaviour or criminal behaviour, we learn it the same way; the process is the same
27. Criminal behaviour is the expression of needs and values of non-criminal behaviour
9. The very base, the motivation to engage in either deviant or conforming behaviour, is the same
9. The expression of deviant behaviour is the same expression of needs and values of non-deviant behaviour
9. They want the same thing, they just have different methods
Focus on content
1. Re-learn content
28. Re-learn conventional/positive content
28. Re-socializing individuals
1. Un-learn content
29. Should happen first (un-learn deviant behaviour, re-learn positive behaviour)
Strategy
1. Change what people think
30. Shifting of values and ideas
1. Change who (contacts)
31. There is often a need to change who someone is interacting with in order to prevent continuation of influence/deviance
1. Rehabilitation
32. AA programs
32. Big brothers/big sisters programs
1. Mentoring and role modelling
Glaser: Differential identification
1. Intensity of associations
33. The more intense the association/relationship the more likely someone will relate to said individual
1. Degree of identification
34. The degree to which someone identifies with another individual, the more likely they will adopt their behaviours
1. Strength of identification
35. Stronger ID with a person 
0. Adopt a person’s values 
0. Strong ID with deviants 
0. Likelihood of deviant behaviour
Reflection
1. A person who is a positive mentor/teacher
36. What did they teach you?
36. What did you learn from there?
1. Person with a negative influence over you
37. What did they teach you?
37. What did you learn from them?
1. Excuses/justification/denials for wrongdoing
38. What are your best/worst excuses?
Sykes and Matza: Techniques of Neutralization
1. Denial of responsibility
39. “It was an accident”, “I didn’t mean to do it”; they deny their accountability; they are concerned with the way they negotiate with the feelings, they don’t feel guilt because they do not believe it is their fault; they try to rationalize their behaviour by blaming others (blaming parents); these people may also rename what they did; “I didn’t lie, I embellished the truth”, “I didn’t steal, I borrowed”
1. Denial of injury
40. Saying they deserve what they got; or they deny that the person was actually harmed
1. Denial of victim
41. In the case of vandalism, they are often denying injury because no person was actually harmed, often ignoring the economic harm 
41. This may happen with domestic abuse  people might also be like “I didn’t physically harm the other person”: not taking account the psychological consequences
1. Condemnation of condemners
42. Comparing your behaviour to someone else 
0. Ex: comparing your behaviour to police during the investigation by saying they are corrupt
42. Turning the attention to them in order to diminish your wrongdoing
42. The condemners are the people who said your behaviour is bad
1. Appeal to higher loyalties
43. Looking at examples of the ‘devil made me do it’
43. Justification of behaviour by people above you 
1. Ex: you had to do it to join a group, following orders
43. The people are the higher loyalties, sometimes higher loyalties can also be ideologies; chain of command, or boss can also be the higher loyalty
Use = deflect shame and accountability
1. Deviance  Neutral  Normal
44. By neutralizing their deviance, they are attempting to normalize it
Scully and Marolla: Vocabulary of rapists
1. Rape is learned behaviour and interactions (learned through the interactions with others)
1. Vocabulary of motive  neutralization
46. It was not a complete denial, but tried to negotiate their deviant identity, to reinterpret their behaviour;  this distances them from the more negative identity
1. Admitters make excuses 
47.  Men who admitted their rape, tended to excuse their behaviour (I was drunk), some people also said they were treating their victims nicely
1. Deniers justify to free themselves from guilt
48.  In their mind, their actions should not be labeled as rape, admit sex; but might blame the woman; deny the injury; claiming she eventually enjoyed it, etc…
1. Scully and Marolla: sexual objectification of women trivializes, neutralizes, and normalizes ‘rape’
49. Is rape deviant or conform?
Implications of Denial
1. Individual level
50. Human dignity: violating the self-worth of the victim, and their dignity
1. Community / societal level
51. Struggle against boundaries of acceptability (blurs whether it is acceptable, and what is not, the behaviour is normalized)
1. Global level
52. Collective suffering: atrocities, disasters
52. Deceit, corruption, state-organized denial, cover-up, indifference, inaction, normalization
52. Truth commissions, trials, memorials
52. Stanley Cohen (2001) States of Denial
Becker: Becoming a Marijuana User
1. Pleasure principle
1. For pleasure, we must LEARN
54. Technique
54. To perceive the effects
54. To enjoy the effects
1. Continued use = LEARN
55. To smoke and its effects
55. To recognize effects
55. To enjoy sensation
Assessment of Learning Theory
1. Attention to socialization
56. Strength
56. Socialization is very different from what has previously been examined
56. Paying attention to socialization is new (at the time of the emergence of this theory)
1. Individualism (explanation + solution)
57. Deviance is still rooted somewhere around the individual (still micro-level)
57. Solutions are also a still based on the individual and not the social and environmental influences
1. Overly deterministic learning
58. Not everyone is blindly driven by influences
58. We may be exposed to certain content over a certain amount of time, but this doesn’t mean we are necessarily going to imitate/participate
1. No attention to…
59. Structure
0. We are taking into account what some of the critical criminologists consider:
0. Social/economic inequalities
0. Racism
0. Difference in opportunities
59. Crimes of passion
1. How do they explain impulsive behaviour? This is not always something that can be learned
59. Deviance committed alone
2. Certain individuals engage in criminal behaviour without having learned it from other individuals; this theory doesn’t offer an explanation for this
59. Gendered or cultural learning
3. Reflection of the contest of the time in which this theory emerged
3. Limited understanding due to exclusion of many
1. Parting Notes…
60. Part of this theory should include why people do not deviate
60. This theory is very micro-synchronic  micro due to the focus on individual
60. Synchronic despite the emphasis on learning over time  focus on when the crime takes place (and what the person has learned thus far)
60. There is a diachronic feel to it, but it is largely synchronic
Functionalism
1. Emile Durkheim
61. French social theorist
61. Father of functionalism
61. Founder of modern sociology
1. Crime and deviance
62. Adaption
62. Normal responses to abnormal circumstances
1. Suggesting that there is nothing wrong with the person, it’s just a normal response
1. Explanation
63. Organization of the whole society
63. Social structure
1. Still remains limited; tries to explain and understand, but not advocate change
The Social system
1. Society
64. As a whole
64. System of interrelated parts
64. Interconnectedness
2. Recognizing that the institutions of a society complement each other
1. Functional prerequisites for social system survival
65. Adaption
0. We use this to explain people’s behaviour, but it also applies to the institutions in the social world, and they must also adapt
0. Ex: change their purpose
65. Integration
1. All working with the broader collective responsibility, so these institutions must share a broader sense of values (there must be a synchronization of these institutions)
65. Goal attainment
2. We need to work in line with the same goals for greater chance of success
65. Pattern maintenance
3. This need for a constant socialization to reach a certain goal; recognizing that there is an entire social system that is intended to create us as productive member of society
1. Social Boundaries
66. Defines a range of activity
0. The broader social system is a complex network of various relationships, and these play a role in our collective productivity
0. This is achieved by instilling ideas of consistency, and conformity
0. Conformity  uniformity
0. In the socialisation process, what is considered acceptable is following the norms of society, and allowing there to be uniformity in terms of good, productive behaviour
66. Pattern of constancy and stability
1. This leads to conformity
0. The majority will be as consistent and this will make it easier to maintain order
66. Reference point for people
2. Social boundaries are a reference point for people to recognize what may be acceptable behaviour and what is not
2. We learn to act a certain way depending on the time, place, and who is present (parents, teachers, police)
2. These boundaries serve a purpose; they help us understand what is considered to be right or wrong in certain contexts
2. It teaches us what not to do, and what to do
66. Dependency
3. We have things like schedules and calendars and deadlines that dictate our lives
3. There is an individual and a collective dependence on social boundaries
3. Social, economically, politically, etc… there is a dependence on all these social boundaries
2. When someone challenges the groups norms, they are considered to be problematic
Functionalism and Crime
1. “Crime is… Necessary… it is bound up with the fundamental conditions of all social life and by that very fact it is useful”
1. Emile Durkheim (1938) – the Rules of the Sociological Method
1. Deviance was negative feedback and secures society’s lawful boundaries
69. Deviance is normal product of institutions
69. Deviance is condition to preserve stability
1. Functionalism = optimistic viewpoint (many people struggle with this; they can’t see the positive side of crime because they have been victimized or know someone who has been victimized)
1. Society is goal directed system, it guides its member’s behaviour
Durkheim on Deviance
1. Deviance
72. Functional
0. Positive consequences (what are they?) what are the positive outcomes? Crime strengthens some of the bonds within society
72. Normal
1. In terms of the idea of adaption; people are adapting normally to abnormal circumstances
72. Necessary
2. The reinforcement of the boundaries that are acceptable or not acceptable, we do what is necessary to
72. Universal
3. There are various forms of crime in all locations, in different ways
Functions of Crime/Deviance
1. 1. Boundary-Setting Function
73. Moral boundaries  Right vs. Wrong
0. Crime helps us to understand the moral boundaries through which we have organized our society; and helps us distinguish between what is considered to be right and wrong in certain circumstances
0. In sanctioning the deviant, we are sending a message as to what we consider to be bad/wrong
1. Assuming the sanctions provide a deterrent to future unacceptable behaviour
1. Criminal/civil sanctions are formal response to unacceptable behaviour/informal
0. Personal discouragement/involvement are informal response to unacceptable behaviour
2. In groupings/cliques that are exclusionary, there are informal cues that encourage or discourage certain behaviour
2. Exclusion or the threat of exclusion is effective in discouraging unacceptable behaviour
1. 2. Group Solidarity
74. “Us” = insiders vs. “them” = outsiders
0. There is an expectation of how “we” are supposed to act, and deviance implies that someone is no longer a part of the “us”
0. We exclude the deviant by removing them from the group (incarceration)
0. Discrimination reinforces certain behaviour/states of being
0. Functionalists look at “Us vs. Them” as a good thing
1. 3. Innovation Function
0. Sometimes it can be too rigid, and sometimes our boundaries need to be revised
0. Some people’s actions are deemed criminal after they happen
75. Political and social dissent
75. Revision of societal rules
2. People engage in certain deviant behaviour in order to change the norms
0. Ex: Any rights based movements (races/genders/sexual orientations)
0. Also, in the days where segregation was a significant part of society
1. In our shift towards progress, when behaviour is not inherently deviant, it becomes acceptable behaviour
1. Our perception of conformity versus deviance becomes blurred because societal norms are changing
1. We are constantly constructing and re-constructing deviance and what we consider deviant changes just like what we consider acceptable behaviour changes
1. People challenge and question traditions that may be exclusionary/discriminatory
3. Right vs. left handed people: left handed people started a movement to stop cruel treatment of left handed
1. 4. Tension-Reduction Function
76. Safety valve for strains within society
0. This lets people let off steam within society
0. Even swearing de-stressed people, releases a source of frustration
0. A certain amount of deviance that it not overly harmful may be productive
0. Productive in preventing the harmful crimes, in exchange for less-harmful crimes
76. Drain off the tensions within society
1. 5. Latent function
77. Unintended or unrecognized contributions of deviance
0. Ex: Sexual relations outside of marriage, where as it was perceived that a man could sometimes seek sexual relations outside of marriage, and this was perceived as a way to have particular needs satisfied without harming the marriage
0. Excessive deviance is NOT normal, but is seen as rather pathological
1. There is a limit of acceptability
1. Deviance in an excessive form is harmful (there are benefits up to a certain point)
Practical implications
1. Crime is perceived to be problematic only when it occurs in excess
1. Therefore, response to crime only occurs when it is absolutely necessary
79. Mechanisms of social control
0. Socialization
0. Assumption is that in our day to day lives, socialization is a teaching of what is expected of us
0. This shows the informal ways of controlling people and encouraging conformity
0. This socialization is necessary to maintain order and also serves as a preventative measure against crime
0. Profit
1. When we set up a set of rewards, there are various aspects of the socialization process that reward individuals for conforming
0. Ex: an allowance, a salary, more opportunities, good grades
0. Persuasion 
2. It has a lot to do with the media
2. Other influences encourage us to comply with a consumer society
2. The ways in which we are persuaded to comply in terms of behaviour change often, as there are anti-culture advertising
2. Ex: Companies encouraging people to smoke versus health care sector encouraging a healthy lifestyle
0. Coercion
3. When the preceding three fail or are not effective, we resort to coercion
3. Only when completely necessary
1. Interrelated/interdependent with the criminal justice system
3. There are a variety of different sub sections in the CJS so there is a necessity for them to all work together
3. There is an expectation that they should all function interdependently if the option of coercion is going to be successful
3. Reality: there is ineffective communication which leads to a lack of effectiveness in the CJS
Critical Assessment
· Overly mechanistic image of society 
· If the system is set up properly and correctly, then all should work smoothly
· False teleology
· In some ways there is an assumption that if the system is working efficiently, it doesn’t take into account how the system may be generating crime
· The mechanisms as society as a whole may be functional but may cause crime
· By focusing too much on how the social system works, we are not paying attention to the actual causes of crime
· There is also an assumption that crime and deviance fulfill the goals of the social system
· Circularity of functional analysis
· False tautology
· Pointing to the way that deviance is functional
· By focusing on the benefits of crimes, and using optimistic bias, and assuming that deviance and other happenings in the social system automatically have a positive benefit, and we are ignoring the harms that it causes
· Just because something exists, it must be functional; emphasis on the positive side, which doesn’t allow us to consider the negative consequences of deviance/crime
· Optimistic bias of functional analysis
· There is in some ways a conservative bias associated with functionalism because it is not questioning the system itself, it does not challenge the status quo but encourages us to accept it as it is and portrays it as perfect; not taking it into account that it could be causing or contributing to inequality, other forms of discrimination, and ultimately crime and deviance that could be harmful
· The overly positive perception of the benefits negatively impacts our ability to be objective
· Dichotomizes “us” vs. “them”
· As much as functionalism enlighten us of the “us” vs. “them” mentality of society, it does not propose a solution
· It is too rigid; some people are deviant but do not associate themselves with the “deviant” or the “criminals” or “them”
· There are degrees of deviant behaviour that functionalism is not taking into account
· The “us” who are relatively conformed, they may still deviate but do not associate with “them”
· Unique search for the cause of crime
· Functionalism does not examine causality of the sources of crime
· Innovation
· Draws our attention to the examples of how deviance has led to social progress
· [bookmark: _GoBack]There is a social vitality in deviance, and it can be productive for society
Chapter 1: 
· Introduction (all)
· General overview of theory
· Qualitative vs. quantitative
· Criteria of a good theory
· Kinds of theories
· Unit =
· Meta = 
· Bridging = 
· Levels of abstraction
· Micro = 
· Macro =
· Classification schemes
· Classical =
· Positivist =
· Consensus =
· Conflict = 
· Structure = 
· Process = 
Chapter 2:
· Classical School
· Intro & Heritage perspective
· General overview
· Hedonism
· Social contract
· Due process
· Deterrence
· Summary
· Major points of schools (general overview)
· Not classification or epilogue

Chapter 3:
· Positive School
· Intro & heritage
· Perspective (generally)
· Classification
· Summary (Chart p34 & Major Points p35)
· Not 20th century positivism specifically
· Not Epilogue (p.35-40) specifically
· General Review
Chapter 4: 
· Chicago School
· Intro & Heritage (general)
· Perspective (p48-51)
· NOT bottom of p51-54)
· Classification and Summary
· Not epilogue (current directions)
· Policy Implications (generally)
Chapter 5:
· Differential Association (Entire chapter)
· Intro & Heritage
· Theoretical perspective
· Classification 
· Summary (list for general understanding only)
· Epilogue (generally, vocabularies of motive, differential association)
· Police Implications
Chapter 11 & 12:
· Social Learning Theory
· Very general overview
· Operant learning, social learning, differential reinforcement
· Classification
· NOT p185-186 (except policy implications, very generally)
· Chapter 10: techniques of naturalization
Course Pack Readings
· Caputo and Hatt
· 4 quadrant model
· Everything we have examined so far is synchronic
· Be sure to explain why every theory is macro or micro synchronic (problems may be macro/micro, but solutions may be micro/macro)
· Memorize the voices of each quadrant 
· Shaw and McKay – Cultural Transmission
· General overview of research and theory
· Becker – Becoming a MJ user
· Example of the Learning Process
· Pfohl – The Functionalist Perspective
· Normal, functions, deviance, control, assessment, NOT today
· Durkheim – Normal and the Pathological
· Original writing, crime, normality and necessity
Theoretical Perspectives
· Theory development
· Elements =
· Construction = 
· Paradigms = 
· Classical vs Positive Criminology
· General overview 
· Similarities
· Differences
· Ecological Perspectives (Chicago School)
· People’s relations to social/physical environment 
· Functionalism
· Crime’s relation to society
Critical Analysis (be familiar with these questions) → Have brief examples and explanations of the following concepts/questions. 
· Blurring between conformity & Deviance
· Blurring between victim and criminal 
· Innovative functions – evolving ‘crime’
· Learning → state criminality
· Constructed ‘functionality’ of state ‘crime’
· Critiques for and against theories
· Implications of techniques of neutralization
· Application of the four quadrant model 

