Criminology
First note 
Friday September 11th, 2015

Thinking about Criminology:

Why do you think we came up with a division of laws called criminal law? Do we need a distinctive body of criminal law?
· Prohibition
· To Deterrence (convince someone to not commit the crime in the first place) 

What about criminal law makes it distinct from other laws?
· Punishment 
· Vindictiveness
· Retribution  (eye for an eye)
·  Rehabilitation 
· Criminal law focuses on moral base, setting the rules for what we say is expectable and not expectable. It is extremely black and white. It can become very complicated. 
· Who do we decide is going to be a criminal; and who did we decide is not
· Distinguishing is completely separate from non-criminals is actually as clear as we would like it to be in law. 
· Power related; criminal law is intimately connected, and who has the power to fight the criminal law and who doesn’t have the power end up being targeted by the criminal law. 
· Criminal law is protection (bread and butter of criminal law); protection is key. You need to have your own rights limited so that we can protect society. 
· (ex: you don’t get to punch anyone and they don’t get to punch you.)
· White collar crimes re-thinks who are criminals and their actions
· Bill C 51- it came out because of the shootings in Ottawa last year. Government is saying that we need to revoke our privacy in order to protect more people or society in general. 
· Bring about segregation: point of prison is to remove that criminal from the rest of society (so the good guys)
· Forensics is the scientific aspect of a crime 
· What’s the difference felt security and real security; Are we anymore secure in reality or is it just a political move so that we feel like something is being done. 
· Prison really isn’t as rehabilitating as we thought it was; because when “criminals” come out of jail they have a criminal record so they cant get a job which then leads them to commit more crimes. (Criminals are stuck in a cycle they cannot escape). 
· Lead philosopher; would talk about chaos- we are inherently bad people and we need the law to help control us for the better of society. 


Activity #1: 

What activities are defined as a crime?
· In my opinion, I believe that certain activities that are defined as crime are merely based upon precedent. Precedent allows us to treat old cases the same as new cases. For instance, if our society frowns upon an act that was committed by an individual in the past, a person who commits the same act in the present will receive the same consequences. Furthermore, I also believe that a crime can be defined as an act that an individual commits in a society in, which they view that particular act as inhumane or a threat to the general public.

 Who is a criminal? 
· A criminal is an individual who imposes a threat to society and the safety of its citizens. For example, any act that is deemed as inappropriate or inhumane that is committed by an individual within a society would not accepted; thus, allowing that specific community to create a fine line between its criminals and non-criminals. 

Cassandra Amponsah
Friday September 18th, 2015
Second Note 

What is Criminology? 

· Why would we have a distinct course called criminology? 
· Define: Criminology is the body of knowledge regarding crime as a social phenomenon. It includes within its scope the process of making laws, and of reacting to the breaking of laws. The objective of criminology is the development of a body of general principles and of other types of knowledge regarding this process of law, crime and treatment 
· 	Criminology is extremely broad 
· 	Rehabilitation
· 	The evolution of criminology and how it constantly changing (and how it has evolved over time) 
· “The objective…”objective/black and white/ efficient way to understand criminology 
· Reason for Crime: We need to solve the problem of crime so how are we going to do that? How are we going to make crime disappear 
· Three main areas that we think about when we think about the study of crime: criminology (how do we create laws, and how do we define crime in our society), Criminal Justice System (cops, courts (lawyers, judges), and corrections (community, jail (sentencing)). 
· Link between Crime and criminology: crime control and penology 
· Deviance: Behaviour that sits outside of the social norm. What is criminalized and what is legalized? 
· Link between (Deviance and Criminology) Sociology of law- how we regulate people through the law. This can be moral regulation (the idea that were going to regulate peoples lives) (ex: gay marriage). How do we understand how to regulate the people by using the law? 
· Criminologist take pieces and they all work together; piece of a whole component (deviance, criminology, criminal justice system) (chart: exam)

Categories of criminology study:

1. Defining crime/criminals 
Make a distinction between the two: deviant acts and criminal acts. Trying to understand the difference between social harm, deviance and what constitutes a social crime. 
2. The origins and role of laws
The history of criminal law. Where are these laws coming from? What social factors brought about certain laws at certain times. Criminologist are going to question what roles those laws play in our society. That role of law would be the idea of moral regulation. What role does the law play in shaping our behaviour (how we think, and how we act)
3. The social distribution of crime
Study the trend, geographically where crimes are commits perhaps over the course of time and how the crime rate has fluctuated, who is it demographically that is committing these crimes. (ex: young men are also more likely to commit crimes than women) 
4. The cause of crime
Behavioural research. Why are some people prone to committing crimes and why aren’t? What makes people criminal and what makes people law abiding. Who do we consider criminal, rather than who behaves in a criminal way?
5. Patterns of criminal behaviour 
Studying a type of crime. Then investigating who are the offenders of these crimes. Understand what circumstances did these crimes occur. How do we prevent it? So we can understand the patterns of criminal behaviour then we can stop it. 
6. Social reactions to crime 
Criminal justice system-our reaction to crime and have police go and arrest somebody, courts deliberate over the guiltiness of the person. Reaction to crime in a systematic way
How do we react in the media. The public. (ex: the shooting in Ottawa, made people more scared and fearful of terrorist). 

The history of criminology:

· Criminology does not have this long history that they can build from. Makes some criminologist defences. Criminology becomes quiet interdisciplinary. They are inspired by other areas of work. (law, psychology etc.) Had crim for less than 100 years. 
· Criminal Code of Canada (1892) Sir John Thomas; became our 4th Prime Minister 
· We borrowed our criminal code from England. As the 19th century progressed, a higher interest of crime arose 
· The country started to monopolies this idea of crime, state government was created (where the private became public) (ex: if something happened (crime) it would be kept to themselves, the individual would have to deal with it on their own, now it became public so the police would get involved). 
· 20th century: urbanization: Moving from rural to urbanization. Mass movement of people into the city. Cities were created. As people moved to the city, our understanding of and our ways of dealing with crime had to change. Created new categories of crime (prostitution, technology, drunkenness, homelessness) What about urbanization meant that we wanted to criminalize them?- Because now we can see it, it is visible now. 
· Lack of social cohesion- now they’re less people; no need to socialize when you become more urbanized. Urbanization has significant impact on the creation of criminal law.
· Criminology- Foundation was based in part on racialization. Long term effects basing our laws on immigrants. (ex: drug laws: 1870’s drug consumption began to be considered as deviant, the criminalization of opium (racial oppression of the Chinese people.) People pushing these drug laws are for moral reason. Anti-Chinese sentiment. Railroad and the gold rush (why Chinese immigrants came to Canada and America). Chinese immigrants were paid less than white Canadians; people were much more interested in higher more people at a cheap cost. Canadians were getting upset that the Chinese people were taking their jobs away. Opium- people believed that it was corrupting white women and turning them into prostitutes. 
· Emily Murphy- was against this (super racist) for criminalizing “opium are bring the downfall of the white race.” “That the exclusion of all persons of color of the continent.” (was to send people of color away from Canada). 
· Canada The opium and drug act- was the first anti drug law among western countries. The United States 1914 followed suit. 
· Earliest 20th century cocaine was criminalized: Cocaine was radicalized among black people (Mostly in United States) 
· Addicted black men would now fight their slave master, that once they took cocaine they would start getting these ideas of voting and being seen as people. 
· Irony- because black people were not able to access cocaine because of their poverty. You can only get cocaine through prescription (very few black people were doing cocaine). 
· Increase of black people going to jail in Canada. Less white people going to jail. 
· 1/3 black men in the united states born today will end up in prison. Related to the way we created our laws (drug related crimes). We need to look at the legacy of these criminal law that we created. 




The 1960s-1970: the rise of criminology: 

· 1970’s where crim became a field of scholarship
· Economic crisis (1970’s)- oil shortages, mass unemployment, the collapse of manufacturing in Canada, huge loss of jobs for unskilled male workers, lack of money, poverty. When the economy did recover it took very long (slow). Jobs that were created were part-time and not good.
· Urban Sprawl- Suburbs were created (because now people had cars so you could live farther away from work), White middle class Canadians moved to the suburbs and away from the city. People who stayed in the city were lower class people (immigrants). 
· This changed the crime rate when white people moved away to the Suburbs. (ex: auto theft increase, people were out of their house all day (women and men would work). 

Increased crime rate: (Canada, United States) 
· The rise of baby boomers: the number of that group (baby boomers kids) were going to commit crimes. (mostly young men). More access to disposable income, they had less to do, they were bored. A strong desire for consumerism (washer dryer in your house, a TV) owning stuff (your stuff representing who you are). 
· Changing attitudes- Less social control in the 1970’s, we relaxed our norms (women can work), sex, drugs and rock and roll (the idea of the hippy), everyone was much freer, less informal supervision (less likely to know your neighbour/raise your own children (didn’t take a community to raise a child anymore)). 
· Cultural shift- civil rights movement in the U.S, and second wave feminism (it was bra burning/ the idea that women are allowed to work outside the home, make money, women can’t be rapped by their husband, change in abortion laws, contraception. People started questioning the states power on people’s bodies and lives. When those questions started arising from citizens, criminologist started asking more questions. (They wanted to question the state and its role). 
Criminological Types/theories: 

· Classical Criminology: Enlightenment period (it was a new way of thinking built on rational thought, everything is knowable, there is a truth to everything we just need to figure it out); People who commit crimes as rational beings, because they are rational we can deter them, if you are rational you are making a pro and con list of a crime. You as a rational being will not commit a crime if the cons are heavier than the pros. Started to question things like execution/ the death penalty; we as a civilized nation would kill people if we are saying that killing people is a crime. 
1. People chose to commit crime
2. Crimes are often attractive choices because they involve less work for greater pay off
3. People will be less likely to choose to commit a crime if they have a fear of punishment
4. If punishments are severe and certain they will control criminal behaviour (people will stop committing crimes). Wasn’t about the criminal individuals or the criminal behaviour it was about stopping the criminal event from happening. 
· Positivist Criminology: Inspired by the growth of biology and chemistry. Scientific method that through science we can solve crime. The core of positivist is that social sciences need to be identical in logic to natural science (needs to be evidence based). The social sciences need to use hard data (numbers, statistics etc). If we use this hard data for social sciences we will be able to understand these phenomenon to why people commit crimes, and the types of crimes they commit. In this way positivism is much more behaviourist, trying to understand the biology of why people are criminals and why certain individuals commit crimes? 
· Critical Criminology: They see society as being built on division and exclusion. And that the criminal law is used as a means of controlling certain people (ex: the poor and members of minority groups. Very interested in the idea of power and who has the power to enforce laws and who doesn’t have the power to stay up against them.

1. Look at the ways that laws imposes a particular morality. Decides who gets to do what
2. The law is used to protect the property and physical safety of those in power. By depriving the have-nots and by taking the rights away from the have nots even though the cost maybe high in terms of protecting those rights. 
3. Is we extend the definition of what is legal and criminal to those who we think will challenge the status quo. It studies inequality and power. 

· Convict Criminology: Derives from critical criminology: People who have experience of being in prison. Refers to professors who are former prisoners, moved on to hearing of the voices of people who are still in prison. 
· Public Criminology: Drives of critical criminology: This is the idea that criminologist shouldn’t just sit in their office and write about criminology and ask people to read about their findings. We need to do something with the information and knowledge that we have. Calls on criminologist to make change/ make a difference.  (ex: OCDC, people who are awaiting trail). 


Activity #2: 

Name your discipline: Law Program 
List your group members: Sheradan Clarke, Maria Leon 

1. The discipline of law offers the field of criminology, the foundation or the basic framework for what a society deems as criminal and non-criminal acts. Furthermore, law also outlines the consequences that individuals will be prescribed if they commit such criminal acts (ex: first degree murder). 

2. The aspect of studying crime that would be most relevant to the discipline of law would be the criminal justice sector. Within the criminal justice sector there are three main sections: cops, courts and corrections. Like the criminal justice sector, law also recognizes these sections. For instance, in order to make sure that individuals within a society abide by the rules and regulations that are put in place, there are specific individuals (police officers) who aid in enforcing these rules. There are also facilities that are put in place, such as the courts, to help individuals and organizations resolve disputes between people or the government. Last, the law also recognizes that in order to ensure that criminals do not re-offend, they have set in place different correctional facilities for rehabilitation in order to assure that criminals are reintegrated back into society properly. In summary, it is evident that the law focuses on many aspects that the criminal justice sector focuses on as well.  

3. I think a criminological topic that individuals within the discipline of law might be interested in is crime prevention. Like criminology, the law is heavily focused on trying to find the best way possible to prevent and deter individuals from committing crimes. For example, the law wants to ensure that good rules and regulations are set in place that will deter people from offending or re-offending. Moreover, another criminological topic that people within the discipline of law might be interested in is the area of positivist criminology. Similar to criminologist, lawyers are also interested in trying to figure out ways of preventing people from committing crimes. For instance, if research shows that individuals with a certain biological trait are more prone to committing crimes than other individuals, this will allow governmental officials to separate those individuals from the rest of society; therefore, reducing the crime rate in that specific region.  

Cassandra Amponsah
What is a crime and why do we punish? 
Friday, September 24th, 2015

Criminal Law: Canada has four main pieces of legislation that guide our understanding of what is criminally prohibited.  (they are all federal matters) 
Criminal code of Canada: 
· England just has judge made law. Canada is in between
Youth Criminal Justice Act:  
· Assumes diminished moral blame worthiness- idea that youth as they are developing and struggling they don’t have the same sense of what’s wrong or understanding how to control themselves like adults do. Or they don’t understand the consequences of a crime. But there’s also this idea that there is hope for them to change and be rehabilitated. 
· Publication ban is mandatory for youth. They don’t publish their name. (Setting them up for failure if they try to get a job in the future). 
· Emphasis on extra legal measures. (Let’s if we can use more informal legal measures). 


Controlled Drugs and Substances Act: Our drug laws 

Crimes Against Humanity and War Crimes Act: Relatively new piece of legislation. Includes, genocide and crimes against society. Allows Canada to have jurisdiction and to gives criminal charges on an individual that committed a specific crime outside of the country.  

For an act to be considered a crime: Prohibition against something, there has to be a penalty for violating that law, and this prohibition has to be in order to protect the public piece (criminal law is public that’s what makes it different from other forms of law). 

Summary offence: Less offences
Indictable offence: really serious crime
Hybrid offences: (fast majority are hybrid offences in Canada) The crown gets to decide if they get to pursue a summary or indictable offence. 

Our court system: 

Stare Decisis: Precedent, that courts set a precedent that other courts need to follow. 
· All criminal court cases start as the Provincial/Territorial Trial Court. 
· Federal Court- does not deal with the criminal law system 
· In Canada courts aren’t allowed to rewrite the laws but they can influence how the law gets made 

Elements of a crime: 
· Actus rea: Is the guilty action (action that is illegal) 
· Mens rea: Is the guilty mind 
· Strict Liability: That there is no mens rea need to be convicted of a crime (only defence is that you did your due diligence to avoid committing a crime
· Absolute Liability: No mens rea, but there are no defences even if you did your due diligence your still going be convicted (ex: speeding through a red light). 
Why do we punish
· The role of punishment? Is to ensure legal obligation. It’s the way to get us to obey the laws. The goal of law is to convince us to obey. So we need punishment in place because so many of us have diverse backgrounds etc, So we need punishment to be clear that you should follow the law even if you don’t morally believe in it. 
· 	Obedience- We use punishment as a tool to get people to be obedient 
· 	Moral- That we don’t believe in committing a crime 
· 	Practical- I don’t have moral thoughts but its practical. You don’t have to believe in the law but if you see its importance/usefulness you’ll obey the law. 
· Reason for punishment: We need punishment as a backup plan just in case people do not obey. It gives muscle to laws. 
· Informal mechanism, informal social control, plus these other moral practical reasons for obeying. Combination of these makes us obey the law. 
The State: 
· We give parliament an immense amount of power to make decisions that will benefit society as a whole. We gave parliament (the state) the power to make laws and to punish those who do not obey the law.
· Give certain people (aka. The state) power, it becomes their obligation to punish 
· If someone is not punished= we see that justice is not being done (justice must be served). 
· Give a specific group the power to punish people is more effective than everyone citizen punishing people. It is also more cost effective to give our tax dollars to one group.

· Fear: Punishment is not the most effective way to get people to obey the law but we see that punishment is being used more and more in Canada.  
· Crime rate: The lowest it’s been in 11 years; lowest crime rate we’ve had since 1969. 
· Incarceration rate: Highest ever in Canadian History (2013). 
· Fear= obedience 
· Even though we see that punishment is much more cumbersome we’re using it more and more. 
· *****McDurhman- state should be developing a moral relationship with individuals. One way to convince people to obey the law is to make people afraid, and then we will condone the use of punishment. 
Criminal law based on fear: 

Ex: Anti-Terrorism Act (2001) allowed secret court hearings, government didn’t have to disclose information about the person being charged, it allowed wire tapes to be used for a year rather than 60 days. These laws were created because of the fear we had after 911. 
Ex: Anti- Terrorism/ (2015) (Bill C-51): (shooting on parliament hill they revamped the act and added new elements).  What it allowed: Power without seeking a warrant, making it easier for prevented detention, loss of privacy (much easier to share private information), and limiting freedom of speech, it allowed greater protection to witnesses. 
·  Because by abruptly creating new laws it causes us (citizens) to feel more insecure in the long run about our safety. 
· State promises us to keep us safe, then something happens, so then we increase our punishments (stuck in this continuous cycle). 
· Fear acts as a cohesive element, and to condone how we punish people who disobey the law. 

Video clip #1: 
· There’s nothing to fear but fear itself 
· People who are afraid will stay in line 



Prison: (article) 
· The pains of imprisonment: 
· Sykes: That we don’t torture people like we use to (like the death penalty), no more physical pain (its gone down). Even though those physical pains are gone, there are psychological pains that go on in prison that might even be more painful on an individual than physically pain. 
· The point of prison, prison is the punishment (not being with your family, being removed from society), there aren’t suppose to be more punishment inside the prison. 
· Indeterminate sentences: Most psychologically disturbing on inmates
1. Uncertainty- If you don’t know when you’re going to get out then its hard to have hope. It’s not even about not knowing when you’re getting out but not understanding the rules of prison (what your boundaries are, they just expect you to know). Uncertainty of the future is really damaging 
Ontological Insecurity- we don’t have a clear sense of who we are, where we’re going and what we’re supposed to do. 
· Prison is the epicentre of insecurity. You don’t know what’s going to happen and that anxiety can lead to aggression.
2. Psychological assessment: You’re identity is that you’re a prisoner, doesn’t matter what you were before you got into prison.  Psychological assessment (changing your identity that you’re just a prisoner) leads to dehumanization, which makes rehabilitation more difficult. 
3. Self-government- In prison you don’t get to decide anything, all your responsibilities are taken away from you, and yet they expect you to take responsibility for the crime you committed in order to get better (rehab) (oxymoron). It is very unclear how they are suppose to take responsibility when all their responsibility is taken away from them. 
4. Depth- Refers to the physically oppressiveness of the prison. How far you are from being released. 
5. Weight- Psychological impact of prison. Prisoners talked about the weight of being in prison (the stress, anxiety) 
6. Tightness- Uncertainty of being in prison. Knowing what the rules are, where you stand or how to stay safe. 

Video #2: Last week Tonight with John Oliver: Prison (HBO)
· P3: Private public partnership (way for private companies to make money) 
· 1 in 100 people are in prison in America 
· Half the people are in jail because of drugs (drugs are racist) 
· We ignore the concept of prisoners we avoid it. 
· More black people are going to jail than white people 
· The whole prison system is broke 
Charter Protection: 
· Section 7 is about fundamental justice (focuses on fairness and procedural rights) 
· Section 8 is your privacy rights 
· Section 9 is your right to not be arbitrarily detained or imprisoned 
· Section 10; these are your rights when you’ve been arrested 
· Section 11; what are your rights now that you’re going to trail (the rights of the accused) 
· Section 12; not to be subjected to any cruel and unusual treatment or punishment or torture 
Activity #3: 

1. In summary, the clips that were shown in class generally referred to the Canadian and American prison systems. In the first video that was shown, it focused more on the Canadian prison system and how the government uses the idea of fear as a tool to ensure that individuals within the Canadian society remain obedient to the laws that are prescribed. Furthermore, in the second video, it seemed to concentrate heavily on the flaws of the American prison system when it comes to racial profiling, the misuse of drug laws, and more. 

2. The issues that are discussed in these clips are connected to one another because as mentioned previously, they both tend to focus on the general aspect that both the Canadian and American prison systems are heavily flawed. For example, in the first video, it was brought to the audiences’ attention that Canada’s crime rates have gone down significantly, but the amount of people going to jail keeps increasing. If this is the case, how is it possible that the Canadian crime rate is going down, but the amount of prisoners in jail continues to rise? One can infer then that somewhere in between these lines there is a missing link between these two sets of data. Moreover, the American prison system is also heavily flawed because, although many people are aware that one in ten people are in prison, and that racial profiling continues to be an issue, as well as corporate greed, people continue to avoid these issues instead of dealing with them. In conclusion, one can infer that since both systems, the Canadian and American systems, continue to not face these issues at hand, they are then broken. 

3. Punishment and its role in acting as the legitimizing force are very important because it allows the government to control individuals within society. One of the tools that were pointed out in the first video that the government uses is “fear.” When individuals are afraid of committing crimes do to its known punishment, this is effective deterrence. By deterring people from committing these crimes, this allows the society (Canadian society) to remain safe.  

Cassandra Amponsah
Crime and the Media
Friday, October 2nd, 2015 

The impact of the media/Reactions to crime in the media: This understanding of how the media makes us think about crime. 
Criminal prototypes- The stereotype that we get of who is a criminal from the media. Because so few of us have actually interaction with the criminal system, the only way we know or think about crime is through the media. 
· The media has a dramatic impact on individuals lives, suggests that we are getting stereotypical representations of who is a criminal and not an accurate portrayal. 
· Media Effects: refers to how our behaviour changes based on the crime media that we are absorbing. Desensitized to media you will commit these acts. 
· [bookmark: _GoBack](Columbine shooting) They said it was because the principal actors they listen to Marlin Manson that’s why the developed these violent and aggressive acts. (Why they engaged in the shooting). 
· Ex: Bulger case: (convict 10 years old of murder) 1993. Bulger (three years old) was kidnapped from a mall by two 10-year-old boys. Youngest convicted murderers in modern UK history. Blame the act based on the movie: Child’s play three (Chucky movie). 
· Stanley’s perspective-We focus on the harms of media but that it actually becomes utterly repetitive and predictable. We would be upset about the present media but then when another horrific story comes along we forget about the previous case and focus on the present one. (We have a really short attention span as a collective).
· Media Panics- A certain type of media we worry about and then it dissipates. Being worried about certain types of mediums and as new media is created we move on and accept other forms of media.  
· Culture and Media: They are linked together. 
· Cultural criminology- Crime generated media stories and how the media impacts our understandings and response to crime. The way the media tells a story has a direct impact on the policies we create. (Example: Syrian boy that washed on shore). (ex: Philly flash mobs were happening/ they created a law that made youth come home early (curfew).  
Sousveillance: (seeing from bellow): Using technology to watch the watchers. Ordinary people are using Facebook, and Twitter to hold people of authority accountable for their actions. 
· Rodney King (1991): He was driving while intoxicated. Stopped for a traffic violation by police. Los Angles Police Department beat him up. In the end, the officers were tried and were acquitted and not found guilty of assault. This caused the development of the L/A riots (1992). White cops beating a black man. (It was an issue of race). Sousveillance didn’t really do anything, but it definitely did start the conversation about race relations. 
· Eric Garner: One of the officers used an illegal chock hold on him. He kept saying, “I cant breath, I cant breath. ” Police pulled him aside because they thought he was selling illegal cigarettes. They didn’t press charges on the police officer that did the illegal chock hold.  
· Adam Nobody (He white): (G20 summit): Protestor who was beat by cops. One officer was convicted of assault with a weapon only after the case was re-opened due to the footage that was released. 
· Souveillance looks at inequality with power 
Surveillance: The few watching the many
Moral Panics: The gap between what is perceived to be happening vs. what is actually happening. 
Media’s role in moral panics: 
Problem frame: Most news on media is shown because they’re more likely to be understood. News stories are mostly chosen when we can identify the problem and then try to find a solution-people like those stories. This means that reporters are not reporting everything just what they believe will get the most attention. 
Canada: 50 % (is violent crimes that is reported by the news) but it only makes up 6 % of the crime in Canada. “Fear Sells”
· News is not discovered it’s manufactured. 
· Pick on a specific type of crime and justifies policy and enforcement people to respond to this problem (ex: more police or more arrest). Two parties 
· The folk devils: group of people who get targeted or pin pointed as the problem people. Act as visible for what we’re fighting against
· Moral entrepreneurs: Is a person or group of people who have an interest in creating folk devils. They identify the problem group and decide that they have to do something to fix it, we have to take action. This organization certain behaviours and people as deviant and that we need legal sanctions to fix this issue. 
· Elements of a moral panic: Three conditions: 
· You need a suitable enemy: You need to make folk devils for people who can be easily thought as folk devils. Someone that people can personify as bad
· Suitable victim: someone who doesn’t deserve that problem to be happening to them. It needs to be a victim that we can identify with, that if that problem because bigger and bigger “it can be us.” We can see ourselves in.
· Widespread problem: All our youth are going to be corrupted (ex: the beach incident). 
Where moral panics come from: 
1. Grassroots theory: (it comes from the ground up): 
2. Elite-engineered theory: Group often government creating a moral panic to divert attention away from serious moral problems. (Terrorism). 
3. Interest group theory:  Work with politicians to get their problem on the agenda. Working for the best interest of society. 
Features of a moral panic:
1. Concern: Really clear issue
2. Hostility: We see these folk devils as potentially harming the values of society. We see them as a threat. 
3. Consensus: There has to be agreement by general society of a problem. (ex: marijuana) 
4. Disproportionate response: The threat isn’t nearly as big as what the media is making it out to be. You need disproportionate fear to make moral panic happen. 
5. Volatility: This idea is that we get really upset about something and then we get over it. Moral panics tend to not have a strong hold on us because they’re over blown. 
Moral Panic: Good guy vs. bad guy



The ideal victim:
1. Weak victim: Weak victim in relation to the offender; often they are female (young or old), or they’re sick (disabled). 
2. Engaged in reputable activities: You weren’t doing anything bad 
3. Blameless: You couldn’t have possibly brought on this crime 
4. Aggressive perpetrator: We need it to be a suitable enemy (someone who is viewed as bad in society) 
5. No personal relationship between perpetrator and victim: Example: This is why of domesticated violence are not qualified of ideal victims and are not put into the news “based on this idea that you could have left the relationship. ”  

Example: John Martin Crawford: Missing and murdered indigenous women: (1980’s)
*** Case happened around the same time as Paul Bernardo (he got more punishment then John Martin because he rapped teenage white women)  
· More than 500 missing or murdered Aboriginal women 
· 225 unsolved cases 
Activity: 
Group Memebers: Sheredan Clarke, Max Hickson 
1. The article we did was the “Ottawa valedictorian cheerleader turned teen pimp arrested in crack bust.” This article was about a teenage girl who was sent to jail twice. First for hitting, drugging, and forcing thirteen year old girls into prostitution, and the second time she went to jail was for trafficking cocaine. 

2. In the article, the author uses a mocking tone of voice to convey his ideas to the readers. He did this by using specific language that would indicate that a “mocking tone of voice” is being used. For example, when he says, “The girl, described by jailers as a model inmate who made a “180 degree turn”, has been arrested on two counts of crack-cocaine trafficking and one count of proceeds of crime” (Dimmock, p.2, 2015). In this example we can see that the author is directly mocking the “prison and or rehabilitation system.” He does this by showing readers that although professionals (therapist, probation officers) are trained to rehabilitate and reintegrate prisoners back into to society, obviously they are not doing their job correctly if an eighteen-year-old girl is able to cheat the system. One can also infer that if an eighteen-year-old girl is able to cheat the system, potentially other people have cheated the system as well. 

3. What made this crime story newsworthy was the fact that an eighteen year old girl was able to convince and manipulate professionals, such as her therapist, and her probation officers that she was ready to be reintegrated back into society meanwhile, she was not at all. Moreover, what also makes this story newsworthy more than other stories is the fact that it shows the public that the prison systems and or correctional facilities are flawed, and that Canadian citizens should no longer have a hundred percent faith in them, but rather question the systems themselves and how they are run. Last, I also think this story is more newsworthy than others because it allows people to realize that if a young girl can cheat the system, then maybe other people will be able to cheat the system as well, which ultimately will force the government to make changes to Canadian laws in order to ensure public safety and that correctional and or prison systems are run more “effectively.”

Cassandra Amponsah
Friday October 9, 2015 
Counting Crime 

The basics: 

Methodology- when we collect data. How do we study a particular phenomenon? The way we study something impacts the results. No methodology is objective or neutral. There’s always a group of people behind those numbers (choose what they’re going to include and what they’re going to exclude). How do we go through that process of studying a particular study? 
Quantitative data- The numbers. That’s where we use data to measure a phenomenon. Often it’s the quantitative data that’s presented as objective and or neutral. 
Qualitative data- It’s about the quality of the data often observational research which means doing interviews, focus groups, ethnography. Usually is more upfront about the biases. Qualitative data is much more reflexive on how the researcher impacts the data. 
Mixed Methods-Research projects that combines both sets of data. It’s the strongest form of doing research (you get both sides of the story). 
Statistics- Are when you collect all those individual cases together and create aggregate data (accumulative data). Looks at what’s common in all those records. 

How to measure crime: In order to measure crime we need to define what a crime. Defining crime- Operationalization (means to define your scope/ to define what it is you’re measuring). 
Awareness of criminal incidents- Is being aware that a crime happens. Only way to measure a crime is to know that it happened in the first place. 

Collecting crime data: 

Uniform crime report (UCR) (1962):  Are statistics from police reports. Canadian centre from justice statistics (take data from cops to create what’s happening in Canada overall).
The goal is to create some sort of standardized method of what’s happening in Canada. 
· Create this complete accurate picture of crime in Canada. (consistent). 
· Critiques: Only reported crime (we don’t get an accurate picture of crime in Canada but reported crime in Canada). 
· Seriousness rule: Only the most severe offences (when many crimes are committed on the most severe crime is reported). 
· Reports crimes that do not lead to conviction: 
· Fixing the UCR: The crime severity index: Was developed to try to fix the misrepresentation of crime in Canada because only the most severe crimes are reported. 


Problems with UCR:
1. Deflates total crime count
2. Inflates serious crimes
3. What constitutes seriousness? 
Categories: (weighed crime based on their seriousness) 
1. Violent Crime
2. Non-violent crime
3. Youth Crime 
· Take into account mitigating and aggravating factors 
· Its not always accurate
· Remand- because you spend so much time in jail while you’re awaiting trail, you get time off your sentence because they’ve spent so much time in remand already. 
Crime severity Index: lets us see trends 
The crime funnel: Shows us the process by which some crimes become stats and part of that data. 
Dark figure of crime: Those crimes that do not get reported. Because we know that not a lot of our crime is reported, our crime rate data is not true. 
Police less likely to report: Giving a warning; close relationship between offender and victim.
Police more likely to report: Victim is higher status; Crackdown (if they’re engaged in an anti-crime campaign). 
The crime funnel: 
1. Criminal event: There are certain crimes that can sometimes be perceived as “non-crimes”
2. Perceived activity as criminal
3. Report crime: Even if we report a crime does it lead to a charge? 
4. Charge
5. Conviction
6. Sentencing 
Victimization survey: Supplement UCR’s 
-Acts people if they’ve been victimized; ask to describe what happened to them, ask victims whether or not the reported their crime to police. 
· Focus on victims of Criminal Code offences 
· Nature and consequences of victimization 
· Criminal justice response 
· Official response 
· Attitudes towards crime 
Police reports: 
General Social survey (GSS): Conducted by statistics Canada; done every five years. 
2/3 of all crime not reported to police 
Reasons for not reporting:  They ask whether or not the individual has been a victim to a crime in the last twelve months. They ask why they didn’t report the crime: 
· Not important
· Police can’t help
· Deal with it in another manner (potentially revenge) 
· Most unreported crimes are tribunal 
· ***2006- 92 percent of sexual assaults are not reported. When they asked why they didn’t report is because they have fear of the perpetrator. 
Critiques: 
· Lack of honesty
· Difficult to access victims 
· Memory fade
· Telescoping 

Self-report studies: opposite of victimization
· Did you commit a crime? Focused on the perpetrator 
· They ask people about their attitudes, values, personal characteristics, and what behaviours you’ve engaged in. 
· How attitudes towards crime is shaped by your family relations, educational status, and income. 
Hearing from the ‘criminal’:  
Victimless crimes: 
Criminal attributes:
Critiques:
· Lack of honesty (people who are honest about committing crimes are committing minor crimes). 
· Bias to minor offences
· ‘Missing case’ issue (not getting at the people who are mostly likely to commit crimes) (ex: most of these surveys are done at high schools, but this can exclude some kids who do not go to school, which causes the report to not be as accurate).

Thinking critically about statistics: 
· Statistics only tell one part of the story 
· Misleading: ex: Over-representation of aboriginal peoples (residential schools were cultural genocide) (other reasons why aboriginal people are highly “attacked” by the justice system). 

Correlation vs. Causation 
· Correlation: Means two things are happening at the same time but are independent of each other. 
· Causation: A makes B happen









Week 5: Activity: 
Group Members names: Sheradan Clarke, Shauna McNulty and Anamarie Genera, Cody Corbin 
1. Conservatives: http://www.conservative.ca/plan/safe-streets/ 
· Introduce Victims Bill of Rights
· To protect our children from predators and drug dealers, to keep dangerous criminals behind bars and off our streets, and to keep illegal guns, gangs, and drugs out of our communities

Liberals: http://www.liberal.ca/openness-and-transparency/ 
· Marijuana legalisation 
· Government (Prime Minister, Ministers’ Offices, Administrative institutions) will have access to private information

NDP: http://www.ndp.ca/platform/making-our-communities-safer?category=security 
· Invest in more police officers within the communities
· Providing the Canada Border Services Agency with additional support to make our borders more efficient for travellers, and secure for all Canadians.
· Invest in crime prevention and anti-gang programs 
· Provide care, treatments and procedures are available for offenders with mental illnesses. 
· Improving prison rehabilitation centres  
· Decriminalizing possessions of marijuana 

Green Party: http://www.greenparty.ca/en/platform/good-government 
· Repeal Bill C-51 to defend Canadians’ Charter Rights and privacy: allows for widespread surveillance. 
· Focus on peacekeeping; defensive missions with our allies; border, northern, and coast guard patrols; search and rescue missions; and patrolling our parks.
· Focused on climate change
· Invest in comprehensive earthquake, forest fire, flooding and tsunami response plans to bring Canadian disaster readiness up to world-class standards

2. Overall, most of these platforms agree that certain things need to change when it comes to the Canadian criminal justice policy. Furthermore, they all recognize that the ways in which we run our government is not as effective or efficient as it needs to be. However, although most of the platforms realize the lack of efficiency in our justice system, most of these platforms are highly focused on smaller issues, such as legalizing marijuana and anti-terrorism laws when they should be focusing on much bigger issues; for instance, global warming, rehabilitation for prisoners, and more. 

Criminology Mid-term Information: 

· 30 multiple-choice questions
· 2/3 short answer questions
· 1 long answer question
· Readings/ lectures/videos
· Summary/ things you should learn (read those) 

Cassandra Amponsah
Criminalizing Marginality: 
Friday, October 16th, 2015 


Why do we criminalize morality? 

Crimes of morality: They disrupt the values of our society. (ex: drug laws, euthanasia, abortion, gambling, prostitution). Are really difficulty very rarely victims or complaints. So it’s hard to make charges. Are set on this assumption that Canada has a common understanding of values. Laws are written assuming that we all agree to certain drugs, sex acts should be illegal. “We” (the gov’t) decided that we all agree, but in reality probably not.  
‘Canadian values’: 
Utilitarianism: The greatest happiness for the greatness number. (ex: voting) You are disregarding the minority. You have to, it’s the way that that philosophy is built. That’s what’s problematic. One of the profound ways we can exclude someone is through criminalization. 
Overcriminalization: How the law impetrates to govern our lives in a way that is excessive. 
The Harm Principle: That the only purpose for which power can be rightfully exercised over any member of a civilized community, against his will, is to prevent harm to others.
· Different kind of harm (physical, emotional) be more specific when it comes to what kind of harm. 
Criminalizing homelessness: The homeless criminal? 
· These are short-term solution. They are dealing with the immediate problem instead of fixing the actually problem. (Ex: creating homeless shelters). 
· The criminal justice is used as one of those Band-Aid solutions. 
Jail as social service system:
· Jail is to punishment, cops are meant to charge. So what does it mean when we use that system as a means to help the homeless people? 
Broken windows theory: 
· If the window is broke and it doesn’t get fixed it shows that no one cares about the community and brings more form of criminality (allows people to commit more crimes). 
· They said the visual disorder; it creates the conditions for criminal behaviour and an atmosphere for lawlessness and sets an environment for more serious crimes to occur. 
· If we let people get away with petty crime, then people will think it’s okay to commit those crimes and more serious crimes as well. 
· People don’t care about the well-being of homeless population, just want to make money (homeless people outside certain shops). 

Criminalizing being homeless: 

Over-policing and over-incarceration: 
· There’s more police around the homeless population. 
· Much more likely to end up in jail than someone with a fixed address. 
· Homeless people are not anymore likely to commit more crimes than non-homeless people. 
· Half of the men and 12 percent of the women spent time in jail (staying there for less than 6 months- means that they’re in jail for minor crimes). 
· Homeless black and aboriginal groups are watched more than white homeless people. 
· More people are scared of the homeless, and then they actually were being assaulted or harmed. 
· “The safe streets acts” is basically the anti-homelessness act because most people who are charged in this section are homeless.
· If your life is in the public- you are going to get in trouble for more think than if your life was not public (non-homeless people). 
Case Study: Quebec City: 
Municipal infractions:
· 3,735 tickets to 284 homeless individuals 
· Jail time for non-payment
· Police discretion 

Excluding the homeless 
Defensive architecture’: (The spikes) if you are not a member of the consumer public you are not allowed here. 
· Homeless people continue to be excluded from society 
Controlling space: 
Criminalizing mental illness: 

Deinstitutionalization- Occurred in the 1968- we shouldn’t lock people up forever in asylum, just because they’re mentally ill doesn’t mean they shouldn’t be apart of a society. 
Problems with deinstitutionalization:
· Lack of resources
· Poor coordination services
· Services did not meet people’s needs (most of these services do not run long/bad hours). Or services are put in places where homeless people cannot use them. 
Transcarceration: refers to the move from one institution to another. Homeless people are never in a stable environment (keep moving). Basically it’s a never-ending cycle that people get stuck in. (Ex: homeless people go to jail, then homeless shelter, than hospital etc).
Ashley Smith: Activity “Behind the wall” 

· How Canadian prisons punish the mentally ill. 
· Ashley had chocked herself to death while 7 guards didn’t help her
· She got locked up for throwing crab apples at a post man -turned into a life time imprisonment 
· They said she was difficult: defiant, self-destructive (sent there to get a treatment plan). 
· Guards’ job was to not rehabilitate her it was to control and contain her. 
· “Our you dead yet” guard would say 
· There wasn’t any form of treatment for Ashley/ no counselling/just prescribe medication.  
· Ashley would cut ligatures to chock herself 
· Guards’ job-Preserve life but not at their own expense 
· Guards’ use excessive force (grabbed her hair and slammed her head on the floor).
· Ashley was put in administrative segregation (her one month sentence turns into 4 years). 
· She was transferred 17 times in 11 months (that’s illegal).
Answers: 
1. A short summary of Ashley’s Case (1-2 lines)

· Ashley Smith was a 15 year-old girl that committed suicide by chocking herself with a ligature while correctional officers watched her die. Initially, Ashley was sent to jail for throwing crab apples at a postman for a month. As correctional officers began to know Ashley’s character more, many saw her as difficult, defiant and self-destructive. For those reasons, she was put into administrative segregation for four years. Furthermore, this video mainly focused on the prison system and how it fails to rehabilitate and reintegrate individuals who have mental health issues back into society.
 
2. Explain the state of mental health care in Canadian prisons

· After watching the video “Behind the wall,” it clearly pointed out that although Canadian systems say that their main goal is to rehabilitate and reintegrate inmates back into society, often times there is no actual treatment plan that is prescribed to inmates who have mental health issues. For instance, in the video it mentioned that throughout Ashley’s time spent in administrative segregation, she was never put on a treatment plan or given counselling or therapy sessions. This shows that Canadian mental health care systems in prisons are not doing their jobs effectively because they are not providing their services to inmates who desperately need medical attention. 

3. Your thoughts on the case as it relates to the criminalization of marginalized people

· In my opinion I believe that individuals with mental health issues are often marginalized because people often view them as deviant or as a disruption to society. I think that in order to better deal with individuals who have mental issues, individuals should focus on their disability at hand instead of trying to control them. The main focus needs to be on rehabilitating mental health inmates and reintegrating them back to society. In the case of Ashley Smith, it is evident that the guards were not focused on rehabilitating Ashley, but rather they were fixated on controlling her by using deinstitutionalization. As one can see deinstitutionalization did nothing to help Ashley because no health care treatment or counselling services were offered to her. Thus, causing her to remain mentally ill. 
Cassandra Amponsah
Biological Theories of Criminality 
Friday November 6th, 2015 

Theories of crime: 
· Usefulness of theories: 
· Occam’s razor: The easiest explanation is usually the right one. 
· Theories happen depending on the time and situation.
· Nature (genes) vs. Nurture (environment) – it’s a combination to explain criminality
· Social context and the theory du jour
· Social determinism (one’s free will is not the doctrine of choices, but those choices are conditioned or determined by factors external to one’s will) vs free will (choices that are not conditioned or determined by external factors) 
The classical school of criminology
· 18th century enlightenment: The understanding of criminality came from the religious institution. So people who engaged in criminality were demonic, came from the devil. (Witch burnings). 
· Shift from demonic period
· Reason 
The positivist school: It’s a theory that suggests that criminal behaviour is biological. Also was the first perspective to you science (biology) to understand criminals. 
· Gregor Mendel: Our genes (the genetic code inside of us) were pasted to our children. Shook the scientific people at the time that your are the way that you are because of your parents
· Darwin’s Origins of Species (1859): Dominant traits get passed on and the weaker traits not so much, survival of the strongest. New way of thinking of heredity. Human population depend on good positive traits or genes being passed down. Really powerful and revolutionary thinking at the time. Common phrase used “this born criminal.” There is no use for rehabilitation or deterrence because if people cant help if they become a criminal its all in their genetic code (biological determinacy). Making sure they do not reproduce (separate them from society).
· Italian school of criminology: Cesare Lombroso (1900 century) is known as the father of criminology. Although we had this before, were not specific to criminality. First person to study prisoners and the mentally ill. 
Phrenology: 
· Developed France Joseph Gall (early 1900 century): Is the study of your skull and how the structure of your head will determine a person’s character and mental capacity. He suggested that the brain had different organs in it. So if your head had a bump that meant that that organ in your brain was more developed. So the shape of your skill indicated if you were going to be a criminal or not. (Ex: if you had a bump near the combativeness (you were going to be aggressive). 
· Was the first time they understood that the brain was the central piece that your behaviour, your intellect came from. 
· The reason why he came up with the conclusions that he did at the time was the fact that he was only able to work on dead brains 

Physiognomy: Its not just your head that will tell us if your a born criminal, its your whole body particularly your face. “Vas practical critical reader” (book about determining criminals). The characteristics that are portrayed as criminal are absolutely falling on racial lines. 
White folk good characteristics: Sincerity, honesty, and work ethic. 

The racialization of the biological model: Claiming that Africans had facial features that were less civilized and intelligent than those of European decent. 

Lombroso’s Atavistic Man: 
Atavistic: means degenerate 
· Suggested that criminals and the mentally ill were evolutionary throwbacks (primitive) that some people get those bad non-evolved genes. Really interested in Darwin’s theory. 
· Certain characteristics on the outside that determine that someone is a criminal on the inside. 
· He called them a subspecies of humanity; he referred to them as homo delinquens= suggested that they are different than homo sapiens (he looked at the face and the skull)
· Specific features that characterized a criminal a sloping forehead, unusual sized ears (too big or too small), large lips, and asymmetry of the face, a protruding jaw, excessively long arms, a receding forehead, and left-handedness. (Again this is inherently racialized). **Quote: Only we whites have achieved the most perfect symmetry in the form of the body, musical art, and proclaimed the freedom of the state, and thought. The black population was like prehistoric man. 
· Refers to degenerates as born criminals “born criminals programmed to do harm”
· Two directions where you can take the biological determinance thing: it’s not your fault its your genes or what Lombroso suggests was do the opposite we shouldn’t have compassion for them because they cant help it we should not treat them like human beings. 

Sheldon’s somatotypes: 
· Endomorph (they’re big, overweight, short, rather pear shaped) A barrel of fun (is fun loving, good humoured, relaxed, sociable). 
· Ectomorph (nervous, anxious, introverted, self-conscious, emotionally restrained, private, intense, super thing, super narrow, long limbs, very little body fat, and a high forehead) 
· Mesomorph (strong, aggressive, the ideal body shape, fit, athletic, muscular, they have broad shoulders, and very little body fat, they are the most desirable body in terms of physical characteristics, bold, risk taking, competitive and dominant.) THEY ARE THE CRIMINALS. 

Critiques of the positivist school: 
· No assessment of environmental factors
· No contextualization of ‘feeble-mindedness’: (uneducated as an example of their feeble mindedness) Not that they didn’t want to be educated they had to work (socialization/environmental factors) 
· Criminalizing poverty: People were being understood as criminals for begging and loitering (homeless people) 
· Tautological; it’s a self-fulfilling prophecy the physical characteristics of white men were not the ones being described as criminal. They saw their physical characteristics as most evolved. It was those characteristics that made them rich.
 
Understanding the biological connection: 
Twin Studies (popular in the 200th century) had the same genetic code and they both engage in criminal activity—their criminality must be biological. Focused on monozygotic (identical twins have the same genetic code). 
· The goal: Was to look at the impact of nature, or biological determinance on their behaviour and their life course outcomes. If their life course outcomes were similar it must be based on their biology. 
· Identical twins more likely to have criminal record then fraternal twins tells us that something in their genetic code makes them criminals. 
· Some concordance for adult
Critiques 
· They are really small sample size (not a lot of people doing the experiment)
· Most of these twin studies evolved them growing in the same environment, so this doesn’t allow people to see how you separate out biology and environment (no clear connection between the two)
· It doesn’t allow us to consider the fact that your appearance impacts your life course; if identical twins look the same, people’s reaction to them will be the same. 
Adoption Studies: If a child is adopted and their biological parents are criminals; do they end up being criminals? (Takes the environment out of it, more focused on biology)
· Focused on biological fathers and or adopted sons, some focused on women 
· Consider the environment
· Compared the traits and behaviours of someone who is adopted by their adoptive family (they are separated from their biological family) 
· If your biological parents have a criminal record; more likely to have a criminal record yourself. In addition, for the vast majority of crimes committed they were for non-violent crimes. 
· Some concordance with biological parent criminality
· Only significant concordance for non-violent crime 

Danish study (14,000 particpants over 43 years) 
· They followed the children for 43 years
· It looked at the criminal record for adoptive children, adoptive parents, and biological parents. 
· 30 percent concordance rate between biological father and child with criminal record (nature). Almost always non-violent crimes committed 
· 15 percent concordance rate between adopted parent and child criminal record (nurture) 
· Largely related to property crimes 
· If you have a good stable environment as a child you can offset the genetic deposition. Being poor alone does not increase your likely hood of criminality but repeated institutionalization (jail, foster homes) or having an unstable home does increase the chance of criminality. 

Eugenics/biological model (huge movement in Canada, US): 
· Is the movement where we want to create the most successful human population, we do so through genetic breading. We want the most desirable traits to be apart of our heredity. The undesirable trait we do not want in our gene pool
· You can get Criminality from your parents. If those people stopped reproducing then those undesirable traits will die off. 
· Lets make sure that the ones that have desirable traits reproduce. 
· Sir Francis Galton (1883) eugenics first term created by him. 
· Emily Murphy was a huge supporter of eugenics (racist) (ex: Nazism) That if we want the strong Germany possible, we need these undesirable characteristics to be killed off (blonde hair and blue eyes) 
· Eugenic came from breeding livestock. 
· Character traits: Mental retardation, homosexuality, prostitution and other immoral behaviour were passed down from parent to child. These low lives reproduced at a faster place than the “desired people.” 
· ‘Racial hygiene’- was a set of early twentieth century state sanctioned policies by which certain groups of individuals were allowed to procreate and others not, with the expressed purpose of promoting certain characteristics deemed to be particularly desirable.
· Positive eugenics: The idea that you encourage those of the good jeans to reproduce with each other, thereby improving the overall jean pull of your society.
· Negative eugenics: Discouraging the bad stalk from reproducing; took for in sterilization, marriage prohibition, institutionalization, and segregation. Persuaded to not have children. 


Sexual Sterilization: 
· Alberta (1928-1972) and British Columbia (1933-1973) allowed this to happen. 
· In Alberta predominately children who were sterilized (most people did not have those desired characteristics) 
· 2,822 people were sterilized (many were women/aboriginal women) 
· Used to eliminate criminality 
· Huge finical cost (basically it makes economic sense) for caring for the feeble minded and the cost of incarceration (one day that all these children would become criminals) Crime cause the government money and the sterilization process was a way of eliminating this issue. 
· Leilani Muir= sued the government for what they did to her and she won. 
· Was born to a really poor family and was abused and told her she was not wanted by her mother, and her mother tried to get rid of her. At the age of eleven she was taken to a group home for wayward group. A place for children who were mentally defective. She was eleven the most education she got was up to grade five. Two years after she was given an IQ test and she scored really low, she was brought to the eugenic board and found to be mentally defective. She was told she was going to have to have her appendix out. Later, she group up and got married and then she wasn’t able to get pregnant. And she ask why she cant have a baby and the doctor said that they shredded her insides. They involuntarily perform a surgery on her but they destroyed her insides. Later when she was an adult, she took another IQ and she was deemed of normal intelligence.  
· China selection of males instead of females 

Positivist School in the 21st century:
· Genetically choose the characteristics of our children, the gender of our children etc. 
· Find out that people are having selective abortions (ex: undesirable traits that parents do not want). 
· California sterilization practices 

Activity Questions

1. In my opinion I strongly disagree with the sterilization practices in California because the state should not have the right to sterilize women inmates without their consent. Although the government believed that sterilizing these women would allow them to remove potential criminals with undesired characteristics (eugenics) from society, this still did not give the government the right to take away their right to their own bodies. This is also evident in the case of Leilani Muir, in which the government (doctors) destroyed her insides which later prevented her from getting pregnant all because she was perceived by society as having those unwanted and potentially criminal characteristics (mental retardation). 

2. The three main concepts that we discussed as a group were the issues of: consent, rationality, and biology. First, we talked about the issue of consent because as mentioned previously, by allowing doctors to sterilize these female inmates without their consent, the government was violating their right to their bodies. Second, we also thoroughly talked about one of the scenarios when you said “what would happen if the female inmates agreed to have the sterilization when they were going through labour.” As a whole, we all opposed to this idea because although these female inmates agreed to being sterilized, one might say that they were not in the right state of mind to make that decision. In other words, the decision they would have came to would not have been a rational one. For example, it would be very hard to believe that a woman could make a rational decision while she was going through labour. Last, we further discussed the issue of eugenics and biology. Although the government believes that most individuals with certain characteristics are prone to becoming criminals, this does not mean that other people who have the same “deviant” characteristics are going to commit crimes. Not everyone is the same, and by solely basing one’s criminality on characteristic traits, I feel as if this is not enough reason to suggest that female inmates should be sterilized. 

3. When new pieces of information about the California sterilization case were being read, this did not change my overall perspective or stance on the situation. For instance, it did not matter if they had five children before, or if they agreed to give have the sterilization during labour. The fact of the matter is sterilization is bad. And what makes matters worse is that these female inmates were not even given the opportunity to voice their opinions. Their consent ultimately did not matter when it came to “saving” the rest of society from the people they perceived to be criminals based on their personality traits.  

Cassandra Amponsah
Psychological and choice theories of crime
Friday November 13, 2015

· Both theories focus on what’s wrong with the person
· Criminologists still struggle with that ultimate division of free will (nurture) vs. biological determinism (nature)
David Guarlin- He is essential dividing them by free will vs. biological determinism (both of them focus on the individual) 
· Criminologies of everyday life: Is the idea that we are all capable of being criminals. In fact that we all are basically criminals (ex: stealing wifi). That committing a criminal act is this choice that we make. 
· Criminology of the other (dangerous other): They are people who are monsters. Absolutely heinous people who cannot be saved.  
Crime choice theories:
· Classical School of Criminology: That we are rational beings when we choose to engage in a crime we are choosing the cost benefit analysis. If the pros are better than the cons we’ll commit the crime, if not then we wont. 
· If we construct our criminal system in a way where there is more cons then less people will commit crimes. 
· Deterrence: How do we deter? How do we convince people not to commit crimes?
· Deterrence theory: If we make the punishment worse than the benefits of the crime then people will not commit crimes. The cost needs to be worse then the benefits but the cost needs to be rational. Balance between having the punishment severe enough so people will not commit crimes but to severe to the point where its severe
· 3 requirements in order for deterrence to work: 
1. They need to be swift (the punishment needs to closely follow the crime, the punishment needs to come right after the crime) 
2. Severe (the punishment needs to outweigh the benefit) 
3. Certain (If you think the odds for you stealing that iPhone is really slim, doesn’t matter how severe the punishment is, you’ll commit the crime anyways). 

· Doesn’t take into account those intangible costs and benefits. (Getting praise from your friends, thinking your slick, getting “thrill”. 
· Intangible costs that maybe we don’t think about (call your mom from jail and say “hey can you come bail me out”, or you might not realize that once you have that criminal record that you might not be able to get a job” 
· This is where Becker utility maximization (make the most out of our decision to commit crimes are not; those decisions are based on our perception of costs and benefits not actually costs and benefits. What he’s actually saying is that human suck at making rational decisions (pro and con) lists. We might not be able to perceive what it would really mean to be separated from our families if we were incarcerated (emotional detachment from family) our ability to make rational choices are less then perfect. 

The criminal career model: 4 stages
· We are making decisions; calculated, rational decisions. If maybe our criminal system can intervene in stages one and two then we can stop them from going to stages 3 and 4
1. Initial involvement: This is where we sit down and make our pros and cons list. It’s that leading up process. (Lots of people engage in that initial involvement thinks about it, but very few of us engage in that criminal event). 
2. The criminal event: We made that rational decision to actually commit the crime 
3. Continuing involvement: I’m going to keep doing this or I’m going to engage in other forms of crime.  
4. Desistence: Stopping commit crime; everyone with a criminal records stop at sometime 
· Young people are at a much higher risk less able to control themselves; impulsivity problems, more easily swayed by some of those benefits and have a harder time at assessing those costs. The vast majority of youth as they grow up stop commit crimes (known as aging out) because youth become adults and adults are better at making pros and cons lists. 
· Those who continue to commit crimes, as they get older are likely because of neurological problems. 
· The most effective way to get someone to stop commit crimes is them getting older. Also as you getting older you have increased maturity (more rational thought). Less affected by peer pressure and you don’t care what your “friends” think about you, increased responsibility (family, children) your ability to risk those things it’s a much bigger con. 

Routine Activity theory: (RAT): 
· Is that there are certain conditions in place that will make you more likely to commit a crime. 
1. A potential offender; some people are more interested than other in seeking in criminal activity, also depends on your circumstances. In general we all have the ability to be an offender.  
2. A suitable target; the circumstances need to be right. What the circumstances are to decide whether or not it’s suitable to commit a crime. “Suitable target”— often connected with sexual assault. 
3. Absence of a capable guardian: It’s anybody who could potentially intervene in your criminal activity. Could be informal (people walking by on the street), but more formal (security guards, CCTV) if you know there’s a camera watching you, those formal forms of guardianship are going to stop you from commit those crimes. 
· All these criteria’s suggests that the way our environment is shaped decides how rational it becomes to commit a crime.  
· People are less likely to choose criminal activity if there’s more people watching. 

· Crime opportunity theory: When there are more suitable targets and lack of guardians there will be more crime. Really what these theories are saying is that opportunity causes crime. 

Situational crime prevention: Says we can stop crime from happening. Prevention is the end goal. It happens everywhere. 
· We can ‘design out’ crime: (Ex: buildings, malls designed to stop people from commit crime etc) So that we can prevent crime from happening (ex: homelessness spikes). Making the packaging of products in a certain way so that it’s not easy to steal. 
· What are the risks that someone is going to engage in this crime? What can we do to reduce this risk? 
1. Increase effort needed to commit a crime: As simply as putting locks on doors, putting a password on your phone or laptop. 
Are 
2. Increase risks: The tough on crime model. More cons= less crime


3. Reduce rewards: Minimizing that pros lists will reduce our chances of choosing to engage in that crime

4. Reduce provocations: Reduce people stress and aggression that makes people want to commit crimes. This is why we created gender-segregated bathrooms (it would protect women from sexual assault). 


5. Remove excuses: Making the laws clearer so there are no confusions and making following the laws easier (ex: operation red nose= to prevent drunk driving). 

Psychological approaches to crime:

Psychological theories in the 20th century: 
· Binet’s IQ test in France (1904): Developed it because he was a teacher and he wanted to understand why some students were excelling and why some weren’t.  
· Popularized Binet’s IQ is Henry (he translated the test in English)
· IQ test was used on immigrants in the earliest 20th century. People would get off the boat after travailing weeks or months and then give them the IQ test. Who would be able to do the test when you just came, also the test was in English
· They didn’t want feeble minded people coming into the United States. It allowed for a neutral and objective test that let the state say you’re in and you’re out. Allowed primarily (British people to come in/ spoke English well). 
· This idea that intelligence resulted in criminality came to shape psychological theories of crime. 
· Intelligence is linked to criminality 

Race and IQ/feeblemindedness: (1994) 
Herrnstein and Murray: Racial minorities (specifically black people) tested lower on IQ test (IQ test racial skewed) they are over represented in the prison population, therefore there is a connection between race, intelligence and crime.  
Freud—psychoanalysis: 
Id: Pleasure seeking  
Superego: Moral conscience. Wants to behave, follow the rules. 
Ego: Is the mediator between the id and the superego. 
***People that commit crimes have a highly developed id and underdeveloped superego. The idea that criminality is pathological. 

Psychological learning theories: Classical and operant conditioning 
· Classical conditioning (Pavlov’s dog): Rang the bell (dog would drool) meant that he was going to get food. 
· Eysenck’s personality traits: Used this idea of Pavlov’s dog, automatic response to a stimulus to think about how were trying to condition children to outside conditions that will make them behave properly. 
· Three aspects of our personality that indicates if that we can be easily conditions 
1. Extroversion: Outgoing, sociable, high activity level (needs to be doing something all the time)
2. Neuroticism: Emotionally unstable, and pretends to overact (really nervous, really intense)
3. Psychoticism:  To be a psychopath, to have a lack of empathy, and to be highly aggressive
***Those of us who have all three of these traits are more likely to become criminals harder to socialize and to condition. 
· Those who need more stimuli to have a neurological chemical reaction take a longer time to be conditioned. 
Operant conditioning- behaviourism: (B.F Skinner) Internal; it’s your perceptions 
· We consciously decide if we’re feeling good or bad about something. 
· Unlike choice theory it is unconsciously learned behaviour 
· Internal reward and punishment 
Social learning theory—Albert Bandura (1960’s) 
· Maybe it’s not the stimuli that decide that you’re going to react; instead it’s through learned behaviour (learned through observation and modelling others). 
· We learn positive behaviour through positive people. 
· And we learn anti-social behaviour and criminal behaviour when we observe anti-social people 
· The people were around and what were exposed to in our childhood will effect our personality/ behaviour. 
Psychological theories today: 
PIC-R
· Andrews and Bonta: Are used a lot in our prison system. Theory: It is our personalities that will determine if we are criminals or not. 
The big four: The big four reasons why people commit crimes 
1. Anti-social attitudes: So not buying into the values into our society
2. Anti-social associates: Having anti-social peers, the people you hang out with are going to determine how your personality develops 
3. Anti-social behaviour: People will impact your behaviour (peer pressure) 
4. Anti-social personality: Risk assessment scales that will determine your personality and whether you’re at risk of becoming a criminal.  
· Due recognize how your social environment affects you but only to the extent that they affect your personality.
CBT:
1. Rehabilitation in prison: Try to remove those anti-social behaviours, attitudes etc. However long it takes, is how long you’re going to stay in prison for. 
2. Distorted thinking patterns: There is something wrong with you and we need to fix you (punish you) not society. It’s easier to fix or to put the blame on one person than the “whole” society. 
3. Risk assessment: Some religious groups help but the prison doesn’t pay for it only thing it pays for is CBT. Risk assessment manages their risk and likely hood of committing more crimes (recidivism). 

· Cognitive behavioural therapy: helps you become aware of your inaccurate or negative thinking- focus is on you fixing your negative thought patterns—fix how you react (change your behaviour). 
· CBT is a good alternative because it’s more cost effective—efficient than regular therapy. It is an easier form of rehabilitation. 
· CBT- is always in a group for prisons 



Activity # 9
Group Members: Yasmein Elsayed, Andrew Aoun, Emma Campbell, Nicole Allison, and Sheradan Clarke 
Environment: Food Court 
A. As a group, we said that the kinds of crimes that are mostly likely going to take place at the food court are: 

1. Theft: People are most likely going to steal food items, such as drinks, chips, and other snacks. Another example in which theft might occur would be when people are standing in line. Individuals might be able to steal things from someone’s back pocket or their bags. 
2. Assault: Since this area has a high concentration of people, many of these students could potentially be irritated, impatient or frustrated (ex: they have been waiting in line for a long time and still have no received their order). This might make that individual frustrated and out of frustration they might slightly brush, push or shove another person. 
3. Public Disturbance: People (students) can be very loud in a food court. This can become somewhat problematic because this might disturb the peace or irritate the costumers around them. 

B. Some feature that we noticed as a group that were in place at the food court were:

1. There were cameras, which help to reduce the risk of individuals stealing food items.
2. There are also cashiers. The cashiers help to prevent people from stealing food items because in order to leave the food court with your food you have to go through them and pay for the items that you purchased. 
3. Very good set up of the food court. For instance, there are specific lines and places that people need to go to order to leave the food court. This easily allows the workers (ex: cashiers) to see what is happening around them; therefore, making it harder on students to steal from the food court. 

C. Some techniques that we suggested the food court could implement to reduce these types of crimes from occurring would be to: 

1. Implement the screen exists: (tickets are needed for exit). This will help to ensure that no one steals any food or other goods because individuals will have to show their ticket (receipt) before leaving the food court, which will indicate that they purchased the item(s). 
2. Strengthen formal surveillance: Although the food court has some form of surveillance (cameras), they can always add more surveillance items (ex: red light cameras, burglar alarms), which will aid in deterring people from stealing food court items. 
3. Identify property: In order to further reduce the risk of these kinds of crime from occurring, the food court can also label all of their food items (property marking). Furthermore, they can also add bar codes on their items as well. 
4. Another idea: When people walk into the food court workers can tell them to leave their bags at the front. Therefore, reducing the risk of individuals putting items that they have not purchased into their bags. 

Cassandra Amponsah
Sociological theories of crime 
Friday, November 20, 2015

Influencers of sociological criminology: Based on your environmental surroundings 
Durkheim: The main guy who created this sociological theory of crime. Was the first person really to say that engaging in criminology isn’t a mental illness maybe it has something to do with your social surroundings. Said that suicide it comes from the social world we live in more than the mental illness. 

Consensus perspective: Everybody has shared values and beliefs that we can build on. 
Structural functionalism: Is a consensus theory. Looks at how societies maintain stability over time. 

· Believed that society could work together as long as they had two main elements: they needed integration, which meant sharing collective beliefs (this is where people seem to have a problem when it comes to having many ethnicity, and religion we won’t have these core values or shared belief systems). And they needed regulation, when someone isn’t following those collective beliefs we have these rules in place to make sure they abide by these rules.

· He did notice though that as society became industrialize it was trickery to create this consensus. As people shifted from mechanical solidarity (small, rural town (back in the day 1700’s) that everybody got a long because you were sort of this homogenous group, there was no diversity, it was really easy) into organic solidarity (we might not share the same values anymore and the world is more complex now (heterogeneous), the way we stay connected is the fact that we rely on one another) (ex: I rely on the bus drive to provide me transportation) it was hard to have these beliefs. 

· There is a function to crime because it allows us to come into check and see if our values are still the same. Other purpose of crime is it allows us to clearly have a distinction between the bad and good guys in society. If you make a clear distinction of what the bad guys are the good guys come together. (Ex: let’s not bring in refugees). 

Symbolic Interactionism  

· It looks at how individuals on a day-to-day basis engage with the world. Analyzes the subjective meanings people give to the world. Its tries to understand how do people feel about things? How people make sense of the world rather than the actual facts about the world. “Our world is created by the meaning we give.” The world is socially constructed through human interpretation. 
· It engages with stigma. 

The Chicago School: Look at studying criminology from the ecological perspective (looks at how the environment we created creates criminality). 

Social disorganization theory 
· Huge amount of immigrations (industrialization was happening). Because of that there was a new understanding of what it means to live in a diverse city. 

Concentric zone model: throughout about ecosystem playing into criminality. Try to talk to people. The development of these zones was a natural, evolutionary process. No one made these zones, just developed as the city developed. Came up with these 5 zones. 
· Loop (downtown, business core of each city)
· Zone of transition (this is the ghetto, the slums, where most immigrants would live because they could afford it. Live close to the ghettos because they couldn’t afford transportation, easier to get to work). Zone of transition seen as a place where there is more criminality due to social disorganization. 
· Working class zone (Half decent houses)
· Residential zone (further away from downtown)
· Commuter zone (the suburbs—if you could afford a car, you could afford the gas, you were rich). 

Social disorganization in Chicago
Shaw and McKay (1930’s-40’s) 
· Mostly focusing on youth in the “ghettos” 
· With the exception of the Loop (downtown business ore of each city) as we look further from the centre of the circle, there was less and less crime. 
1. Poverty
2. Overcrowding
3. Ethnic/cultural diversity
4. Instability (lots of people move, you don’t get to know your neighbours, you don’t build friendships) 
5. Broken homes (divorce/single parents) 
· Lack of informal social controls 

Social disorganization theory (England) 
· Sampson and Groves (1989) they did what they call a “replication study” 
· Shaw and McKay’s 5 characteristics of social disorganization AND: Found that yes in fact, Shaw’s theory still worked, but they’re going to add three more additional criteria. 
1. Few local friendships
2. Unsupervised teenagers
3. Low organizational participation  (parents are not involved in their community) 
· This led to a lack of collective efficacy (is social cohesion among neighbours, it makes positive changes within the neighbourhood) 

Differential association theory 
· Edwin Sutherland (1930s) Is the U.S’s version of Durkheim. He essentially brought criminology to the United States. 
1. Criminal behaviour is learned 
2. Learned through interactions with others 
3. Learning techniques and motives 
· Rejecting biological determinism 
· It’s the meaning we’re giving to criminal behaviour 
 
Techniques of neutralization 
· Sykes and Matza (1957) they focused on #3 from Edwin Sutherland’s theory. 
· We need to rationalize why it’s okay that we engage in crime (get over the guilt of why its okay to commit crime). 
1. Deny responsibility (It’s not my fault)
2. Deny injury (we wither minimize the harm or we suggest that there was no victim) (Ex: ya I did a break and enter, but I made sure that no one was home) 
3. Deny the victim (is this idea that they deserved it) (Ex: if I steal from Walmart it’s because they deserved it) 
4. Condemn condemners (focusing on the corrupt system) 
5. Higher loyalties (do what you need to do to stay in the gang, and to advance gang activity) 

Differential association-reinforcement theory
Burgess and Akers (1966)
· Differential Association theory + Behaviourism 
· Putting together Sutherland’s theory with that behaviour model 
· Also referred to as social learning theory 
· But it can also be learned through non social relations 
· Akers stated that people are more likely to continue behaviour if it is positively reinforced. 
· Social psychology- bridging of sociological and psychological theories. 
· No biological determinism—you learn it through the people you spend time with, you also learn the attitudes and motivations of what it takes to be a criminal. 
· Aker’s combined Sutherland’s theory and then positive reinforcement. 

Sociology of deviance 
Erikson Sociology of deviance (1960’s)
· Deviance is relative to time and place. What we think is criminal might not be in other countries. (Ex: In Canada polygamy is illegal but in other places not). 
· Across time: what was once illegal maybe not still be illegal overtime 
· Deviance in utopian societies.  We would find something to make criminal, even if we’re in a perfect utopian society. There is a need to create and “us” vs. “them.” Every society creates deviant behaviour. We are a species that likes to divide
· What it means to commit a crime? How can it be genetic when what we understand what a crime is, is socially constructed. 


Labelling theory 
· Becker (1963) Work revolved around drug dealing 
· We label some groups and some reactions as social problems. And it is our social reactions that create the criminal rather than the act itself. It’s not about the act itself, its about our social reaction to that act. 
· “Deviant behaviour is behaviour
· Master status (the only thing that people ever see is that you’re a criminal) 
· Lemert—secondary deviance (If you tell someone that what they’re deviant or they’re behaviour is deviant, then they’re going to believe that they’re deviant). In other words, it’s a self-fulfilling prophecy. 
· The label we attach to an act is more significant than the act itself.  (Ex: killing someone is considered bad, but if someone kills someone during war it’s not seen as that bad). 

Anomie-strain theory 
· Durkheim (macrolevel)—Anomie
· Based on his observations suicide is less frequent when individuals have a network of support (when they feel integrated into society). 
· Suicide not connected to mental illness, more about the social environment 
· The world is telling us to have these goals, but don’t have the money—can’t achieve those goals. 
· When the expectations are so high and the means are so low—that’s the problem (because not everyone can achieve those goals). 
· Anomie is this feeling of hopelessness--- rich people all they think about is making money, not trying to help the “regular people” achieve their goals as well. In other words, when people only think about themselves, other people suffer. 
Example: Occupy movement


Merton’s strain theory: 5 modes of adaptation 
1. Conformity (if you work hard, you’ll make it) conform with the expectations and the means to do it
2. Innovation (illegal activity begins to happen; where you believe in the goals, but not the regular means to achieve those goals) 
3. Ritualism (you realise that you’re going to continuously work hard and don’t make it anywhere)
4. Retreatism (This is where Durkheim sees suicide happen; people believe this is their only resort) 
5. Rebellion (screw those goals, we have new goals, screw those means, we have new means—create a whole new society instead of the current one (Ex: Marxist). 

Subculture theories: 
· Social disorganization + Strain theory + Differential association theory = Cultural transmission theory 
· Says that subcultures develop in unorganized. These subcultures develop their own values and means for achieving their own goals. Then they have new innovations. Than these innovations are taught to others. 

Illegitimate opportunity structure: Three types 
1. Criminal subculture 
· Gangs that will run prostitutions rings (professional criminals). (Ex: Mafia)
      2. Conflict subculture
· More disorganized groups (not professionals, less of a hierarchy, more disorganized, and there are no real professional endeavours going on). Mostly about physical violence.
      3.Retreatist Subculture: People who have failed at being a part of the criminal and     conflict subculture. You don’t make either of them; you’re basically on your own. 
· Created because people don’t have access to legitimate way of making their way in the world. 

General strain theory: How do we explain all these middle class kids that are engaging in crime? They have opportunities to do well in society…. They have the means. 

· Agnew (1985) He focused on youth crime. He said that young people don’t have the same goals as older people. 
· Young people are much more concerned with physical appearance, popularity and peer pressure. Moreover, teens have much less control over their lives than adults and that gives them a feeling of strain. 
· Strain among all social classes
· Young people experience different strain 
· Relative deprivation: compared to the kids in the zone of transition you might have a lot, but compared to your other friends that have the latest iPhone or the latest car you are relatively deprived. 

Social control theory: Comes from a lack of informal social controls. This leads young people to commit crime because there is a break down in society. Without that interference component, we can’t have consensus on what our values are, and we don’t have a agreement on what are values are young people are going to think its okay to commit those crimes. And without regulation were going to be able to control people. 

Social bond theory: 
What does it take to create deep social bonds? To make us feel like a community? 
· Hirschi (1969) Elements to a social bond: These informal controls are going to make sure that individuals do not commit crimes. 

1. Attachment—feel a connection between your parents, teacher, friends, family etc.
2. Commitment—to school, to work, to your family and friends, to sports 
3. Involvement—if you’re involved in that community you’re not gong to be that subculture. Connected to your main culture. 
4. Belief—we understand our norms and values in society. Abide by the laws because they are our beliefs. 

General theory of crime: Lack of self-control: 
· People who have low self-control are the ones that commit crimes. And that low self-control is related to bad parenting. 
Interactional theory: 
· Thornberry (1980’s) 
· He says that the people you hangout with either builds up or breaks down your social bonds. (Good people= build up), (bad people= breakdown) social bonds are created with the people you hang around). 
· Social learning theory + social bond theory= interactional theory 
· Bonds learning 

Activity: Cassandra Amponsah, & Chloe Cooke

1. The organization that we choose to do for this activity is the YMCA of the Greater Toronto Area. The YMCA’s objective is to “offer [individuals] opportunities for personal growth, community involvement and leadership” (The YMCA).

2. The sociological theory that best explains the need for this organization is Hirschi’s Social bond theory (1969). Hirschi’s Social bond theory states that youth commit crimes due to the fact that they are not attached, committed, and or involved in their community. It also suggests that if more youth became involved in their communities, this will decrease the likelihood of youth offences. For that specific reason, this is why the YMCA was created. Its main goal is to create programs that will encourage youth to become a part of the community as well as deter youth from committing crimes. 

3. The YMCA tries to establish healthy relationships or attachments between youth so that when they encounter difficult situations, they will have someone they can turn to. 

· Second, the YMCA also has a variety of athletic programs that youth can join, such as basketball, soccer, tennis, dance and more. These programs are essential as they encourage youth to commit to these activities instead of committing to illegal activities (ex: selling drugs). 

· Third, the YMCA also wants individuals to feel as if they are a part of the community by getting children involved in community events. For example, if youth are involved in community events like charities, this will make them feel as if they are a contributing towards the betterment of their own community, but if youth feel as though they do not belong to their community, they will join or create their own subculture, which often times increases their likelihood of committing crimes. 

· Last, in all of the YMCA organization around the GTA, they have created value beads that demonstrate the characteristics that they believe each child should obtain, such as caring, health, honestly, inclusiveness, respect and responsibility. These core values are a great idea because they allow youth to understand the norms and values that are accepted within our society. Furthermore, in my opinion I believe that the YMCA does not need to do anything more to reduce crime aside from maybe creating more out reach programs so that they can encourage more youth to become a part of bettering the community. 


URL: "The YMCA of Greater Toronto | Mission, Vision & Values." The YMCA of Greater Toronto | Mission, Vision & Values. N.p., n.d. Web. 20 Nov. 2015. <http://www.ymcagta.org/en/who-we-are/our-vision/index.html>.

Cassandra Amponsah
Critical criminology 
Friday, November 27th, 2015

Conflict theory-opposition to most sociological theories
· Our society is not built on consensus but its built on conflict 
· We built conflict based on class, gender, sexual orientation, race, ethnicity, ableism (an ability or disability) 
· Where white rich men are in position of power, certain groups of people that get to make the laws and enforce the laws. Causes power imbalance. 
· Systematic oppression—

Power imbalance 
· ‘Othering’-- To exclude certain people. Made our social institutions based on us vs. them. 
· Relationship to public criminology- the research that criminologist due must not just stay in books, they should take action. 
· Social construction of crime—What have we defined as criminal? Who do we target with our criminal justice system?  
· Critical criminologists look at the conditions we set up to create criminal action. 

· The Punitive Turn (Canada becomes ‘tough one crime’)  
· 1970’s- Despite psychological forms of treatment, crime rate was going up
· Stopped believing in psychological methods because crime rates were still increasing 
· Move from psychological forms: Crime choice theory—if we can’t fix you then it’s just you (you’re bad, you’ve chosen wrong). 
· Move from rehabilitation to retribution (punishment being served, vengeance) 
· Now our society wants more punishment and harsher sentences 
· Canada unlike the United States has some punitive turn (becomes more harsh), but it still includes some forms of rehabilitation. 
· As long as we’re not bad at the US, then we’re not that bad right? Shouldn’t compare ourselves to the United States, we should focus on our own problems 

Safe Streets and Communities Act (2012): Federal punitive term legislation 
· Omnibus bill-are different bills all mashed together –inherently undemocratic 
· Limited house arrested, stronger sentences for marijuana sentences 
· Mandatory minimums—so if you get convicted of a crime you automatically have to go to jail for a certain amount of time. More mandatory minimums for more crimes (e.g. marijuana), disproportionately, Judicial discretion (the judges get to decide)—they didn’t get to decide because of mandatory minimums (do not get a chance to look at individual circumstances/factors).  
· Record suspensions (pardons)—there’s been so many years since you’ve committed a crime you apply for that pardon so that your criminal record to go away. 
· Changed the name to record suspension 
· Even more changes: 5 years for a summary and 10 for an indictable 
· Change the cost to apply for pardons: 150 to 630 dollars to apply. 

The prison industrial complex—refers to the increasing relationship between private organizations and the prison system. 
· Profiting off punishment 
· More concerned with profiting off of prisoners over the human rights of the prisoners 

Types of critical theory:
Marxism: 
· Marx and Engels (1848) Communist Manifesto 
· Collective ownership
· Classless society (system where there are no rich and poor, everyone’s the same) 
· Bourgeoisie (factor owners/they have all of the power) vs. proletariat (working class/ the poor have no power). 
· At that time there were not unions so there were no protection for the workers all that matters was the rich class 
· Power/status comes from exploitation (exploit the working class) 
· Blue collar vs. white collar 
· “There must be something rotten in the very core of a social system which increases in crime even more rapidly than in numbers” (Marx). 
· What it means by that is the criminal justice system is used as another way to exploit the proletariat. A way to keep the poor down (make sure they don’t have power) 

Marxism Continued:
3 principles of Marxism 
1. Economy dictates society (at the end of the day its all about making money=capitalism)
2. Crime comes from capitalism (creates these conditions of inequalities between the bourgeoisies and the proletariats/ exploitation of working class create crime) 
3. Eliminate capitalism=eliminate crime (only way to have equality) 

Critiques of Marxism: 
1. Ignores reality of communism
2. Capitalism and interpersonal crime 
3. Crime exists where there is no private ownership (e.g. countries like Cuba)
4. Homogenizing (treats everyone the same) 

Activity #11: Cassandra Amponsah #101014299
Group Members: Sheradan Clarke, & Chloe Cooke
 
1) The main priorities that were outlined in the letter that was also addressed in State of Incarceration were: increasing the safety of our communities and the use of solitary confinement. 
· By increasing restorative justice practices within the criminal justice system this is likely to prevent offenders from committing any future crimes because restorative justice programs seek to rehabilitate offenders; as well as, provide victims with compensation for the crimes that the offender committed. 
· Banning the use of solitary confinement—In the case of Ashley Smith, it indicated that solidary confinement actually does more harm than good, and therefore should be eliminated from the criminal justice system. One can assume that individuals need to focus more on rehabilitation instead of isolating persons or people with disabilities. 
2) The new government’s mandate does shift away from the prison industrial complex (PIC) because it acknowledges the fact that many laws do in fact criminalize marginalized groups (e.g. homeless persons, black persons, aboriginal persons etc). This is also evident when there is heavy surveillance in specific areas (e.g. ghettos) than other areas. Furthermore, the new mandate seeks to help members of these marginalized groups by creating more initiatives, such as restorative justice processes and new sentencing reforms.  
· Restorative justice reforms will ensure that individuals receive proper rehabilitation so that they can be reintegrated properly back into society. 
· Often times the crimes committed by marginalized individuals are actually minor crimes (e.g. selling marijuana). But because marginalized individuals are known to commit these types of crimes, the sentences for these crimes are much higher then they actually should be. By creating new sentencing reforms, this will help to decrease the incarceration rate. 
3) In my opinion, I believe that the new government strategies that Trudeau plans to implement will change the face of Canada’s criminal justice system because it addresses a lot of major concerns. For one, it address a lot of Aboriginal concerns like the issues with the missing Indigenous women. Second, it also seeks to implement rehabilitation programs and restorative justice practices that will not only help offenders re-join society, but it will also help to decrease their chances of reoffending.  Last, it also plans on changing sentencing reforms. As mentioned previously, sentencing reforms are known to negatively target marginalized groups (e.g. Aboriginals, Black people) thus, causing the majority of them to be incarcerated. By changing these sentencing reforms, it will aid in reducing the amount of marginalized groups in prisons. 
Critical criminology 
Cassandra Amponsah
Friday, December 4th, 2015 

Critical criminology continued: 
· Feminist criminology: It sees power differentials. Looks at men as having power. And the system creating a world in which men have power and women do not. 
· 1st wave: trying to get women to be seen as persons under the law. Right to vote. 
· Second wave: (60’s)- came after WW2. Their ability to work outside of the home, birth control/abortions became legal, drew attention to domestic violence, martial rape, brought about legal changes to divorce laws. 
· Third wave- (90’s) response to second wave feminism. Saying that women aren’t all the same. (people of colour, LGBTQ community). Although we are all women, we have difference experiences (intersectionality). 
· Because women committed fewer crimes then men and when they were found guilty of committing crimes they were found more deviant. 
· Committed crimes often due to their inequalities (ex: shop lifting for their families, or welfare fraud (sole providers for their children)). 
· Feminization of poverty- increased in crime 

Changing the law: 
· Important successes
1. Rape shield law (when a women is a witness in her trial for sexual assault, the defence isn’t allowed to talk about her previous sexual experiences). 
2. Battered women syndrome: came out of the Lavalee case. (Charged with murder)

Critical race theory
· Conflict theory
· The criminal law reflects the dominant group and those norms and values favour one race more than another.
· The enforcement and the interpretation of law is subjective 
· The idea is that law is not color blind 

· Racialization of the criminal justice system (is the process by which categories of the populations are constructed, differentiated, and made to feel inferior and excluded. 
· Disproportionate representation of Aboriginal people- less able to go to the police 

· Post-colonial theory- colonization (one group comes to dominant another group) The criminal justice system is used to perpetuate colonialism. Basically stating that Aboriginal people should just get over-move on
· Ex: carding—police officers are carding black young men in Toronto especially. Because police are carding them it builds this suspicion and lack of trust between blacks and the police. (Ontario government going to abolish this law without a warrant). 

Left realism: 
· Critical but practical/realistic 
· States that other conflict theories are idealist (too optimistic) 
· They recognize oppression and like differences (sexist, racist) in society but they’re careful not to romanticize it either 
· States that we need to work with fixing the system that we have right now, cannot abolish the whole system and create this new utopian society. 
· Really about crime prevention strategies/ focus on victims of crime, and the roles of victim in the criminal justice system, about communities taking ownership in their own protection (e.g. neighbourhood watch programs). 

Crimes in Western Societies 
1. Relative deprivation
2. Subculture
3. Marginalization 

Critique: 
· Maintain the current, oppressive system of power 

Post-structuralism
· Try to understand very foundations of criminal justice/humanity
· Everything is socially constructed “there is no truth” out there, it’s how we created our world. 
· Break down the notions of gender 
· Judith Butler: Social construction of gender (changed the way we think about gender) ask questions like what does it mean to be a man or women, something essentially different about being a man or women, stereotypical ideas of being a women (motherly, compassionate, passive) stereotypical ideals (aggressive, accretive, a leader, overly confident) none of those are real or no truth. The way we act based on our gender is due to the social world that we live in. There is no pre-existing identity that is formed outside of this context. 
· There’s room to negotiate. You can’t step outside of the system (everything is socially constructed) Radical change from the inside
· Foucault-power is everywhere (power can change hands more than other people say) 
· There’s wiggle room when it comes to think about power (e.g. Rosa parks)  

Peace-making criminology 
· Restorative Justice: Goal shouldn’t have winner or loser look at gaining insight why crime happens, how can we prevent crime from happing, and how can we heal the victim. It’s about bringing the two parties together. 
· Different kinds: mediation, alternative dispute resolution
· Tries to reconcile both tangible and intangible harms 
· “What does the victim and community need to feel safe again, and what does the offender need in order to not engage in further criminal behaviour” 
· 1. Bringing insight 
· 2. Tangible and intangible harm on victim and community 
· 3. Focus on harm

Co-optation/Critiques: 
1. Very few restorative justice programs will not deal with severe crimes. 
2. The judge has to make everything binding meaning restorative justice is still deeply imbedded in the criminal justice system 

Abolition
· Incarceration as last resort—only provides protection from the dangerous few. But it also takes on all these other people that we don’t need to be protected from. The current system also reinforces this “us” vs. “them.” 
· “Pseudo security”—this feeling of safety without actually providing us with safety. So, think things are getting better, but it’s actually getting worse.  
· Focus on reconciliation rather than punishment as a possible response to criminal acts. Focuses on punishments rather than criminal needs (e.g. what do you need to stop committing crime). What does the victim need, how do we make the victim feel better and feel safe. We should be using incarceration as a last resort. 
· Abolition minimalists—Some people need to be incarcerated for our safety. But the vast majority do not need to be in jail. (Overusing our prison system) 
· Radical abolitionists—There should be no one in prison 

Abolition: 
1. Provides protection from the dangerous few but ‘protects’ us from many more
2. Reinforces status barriers (us vs. them)
3. Provides us with pseudo-security 

White-collar crime
· The idea that people who are not marginalized in society due do bad things too 
· Sutherland (1939)—“crime committed by a person of respectability and high social status in the course of his occupation” 
· Usually committed during commercial situations for personal gain 
· Interesting: ‘White-collar crime”—term creating during the time of the Great Depression 
· When often white people ‘rich people’ commit crimes–we call it unethical we don’t call it crime 

Features of white-collar crime: 
1. Fundamentally occur by people in positions of power--first feature might be changing due to technology. 
2. Take place in the work place
3. Complex economic knowledge 
4. Large-scale victimization (e.g. someone steals from a company—workers are effected) 
5. Non-violent (more about an abuse of trust) (sometime known as victimless crimes—don’t like using this term because they can have victims) 

Types of white-collar crime 
· Known as: deliberate deception for unlawful gain 
1. Fraud: false charities, fishing scams 
2. Money Laundering: Moving money so that it looks like its not coming from illegal activity. Disguising the actual source of the money.
3. Bribery: Paying someone off so you can do what you want. (E.g. FIFA) tax evasion, kick-backs)
4. Embezzlement: misappropriating funds from position of trust. Someone gives you money-trusting trusting relationship and use it for something illegal.  
5. Tax evasion: Not paying taxes to the Canada government 
6. Price fixing (ex: Hoffman-LaRoche(come together to price fix the cost of vitamins)) (ex: cell phone prices in Canada) (ex: oil prices) 

Corporate Crime
· Committed by a company rather than an individual; corporate interest
Types: 
1. Environment Law: Trying to use the criminal justice system to enforce environment law. Make environment laws tougher so companies don’t do it. (Ex: Sydney Tar Ponds; Reed Paper). 
2. Health and Safety breaches
· Westray mine disaster
· 2004 changes to the Criminal Code holding individuals responsible 

Corporate social responsibility: An understanding that businesses have an ethical obligation to their employees, their community they work in and their environment. They’re not solely focused on profitability
· Critiques: Some think it is an oxymoron—only interested in corporate responsibility when it is advantageous to them. Some say it’s really about brand loyalty (E.g. dove). 


 [image: ]


Activity: 

My original definition of crime: In my opinion, I believe that certain activities that are defined as crime are merely based upon precedent. Precedent allows us to treat old cases the same as new cases. For instance, if our society frowns upon an act that was committed by an individual in the past, a person who commits the same act in the present will receive the same consequences. Furthermore, I also believe that a crime can be defined as an act that an individual commits in a society in, which they view that particular act as inhumane or a threat to the general public.

New definition: 
· In the beginning of this course, it was hard for me to define “crime,” but by the end of this term, I gained a better understanding of crime is, and how it is used within society. In my opinion, crime is: deviant behaviour that is socially constructed by individual members based on collective norms, morals and laws. 

· The reason why I changed my definition was because my original definition was vague, and lacked reasoning. For one, in this definition I mention how crime is socially constructed. Throughout the semester, we learned that acts that are considered as deviant in society are socially constructed. This idea suggests that deviant acts are constructed by society in order to keep classes separate. For example, in society the whites are seen to have more power over racial minorities because the laws have been created in such a way that it targets marginalized individuals (Marxism) (e.g. blacks). Last, I also forgot to mention in my first definition that crime depends on collective norms, and morals within society. In other words, depending on the norms and values within a specific community, what might be considered as crime may in fact differ. 
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