CRM1300
**In all papers use the phrase “In this paper I will argue” in introduction for clarity**
Lecture 2
-> Rise of criminology -> Rise of dominant state
-> Desire to categorise, maintain experts
-> Governing pre-modern society-> pastoral power Ex. Shepherd + flock
-> Main mechanism-> confession-> locals would come up with solution to solve the problem
-> Pastoral government will no longer work because there are no longer any local leaders societies follow
-> Landlords obtained pastoral power, landlords would decide who gets what amount of land or farm animals based on various aspects. Ex. An alcoholic may not obtain the same amnt of farm animals as other
-> Wanted to privatize in order to sell to the people and make $$ off taxes, sovereign become wealthy and powerful, beneficial for all
-> Sovereigns responsibility is to maintin peace, ect. to make $$ and this is why pastoral power wont work, sovereigns don’t look at each individuals confessions
-> Crim began as a study of systems analysis and critiquing
-> What makes local offenders tick?
-> Crim doesn’t learn and express info that is solely for the governments benefit in order to help maintain state stability but rather critiques
-> Punishment back then was a very peculiar thing, not accepted now Ex. Public hanging, stoned, quarting, beheading, etc. 
-> These punishments were to scare the rest of the living population in order for them not to do wrongful acts/crimes which can lead to these punishments, problem was these punishments weren’t calibrated to the crimes, -> murder and thief-> similar punishments
-> Human reasoning-> reasonable people respond to reasonable stimuli
-> Thomas Hobbs-> leviathan-> great big king whos body is composed of society-> essentially, one man observing and making decisions on behalf of all
-> Bekerea believed you had to be certain, swift, arriving soon after act, etc. in order for punishment to be successful 
-> Lombrosso came up with physical aspects of human beings and said that they are all criminals-> shorter, lumbered jaws, muscular, hooded brows, tattoos-> problem was he only went to prisons to look for these aspects therefore, he had no control group -> Invalid indicators of criminality
-> at the time lombrosos science of criminilaity was believed to be true and they thought they had to go out and look for these people as they are the criminals
-> This may seem odd but made sense based on the technology back then, we may have theories as ridiculous but we don’t think it ridiculous because of the technology available to us
-> coloration is never causation-> one may not be necessarily causing the other, there may be a third variation
-> prior to the late 1700’s most authority was mostly state authority
-> We were obsessed with police and courts, we forgot about religion and other ways we used to be governed which has come to a complete circle
-> malls, schools, etc. where we usually are, were governed by private sovereignty
-> Enlighten-> after dark ages in which religion was no longer as important or followed
-> Induction-> start with a theory and go out in the world to enlighten that theory
-> Deduction->
Lecture 3
-> Codified rules for the exercise of sovereign authority
-> utilitarian -> we have prohibited that threaten safety of others
-> pastoral  power<->local power- 
->criminal law and sovereign power are not individualized- general and same for everybody-> applied over the whole of the nation equally, so that we weigh consequences of actions before committing crime
-> Not like eye for eye, we apply punishment to achieve something for greater good, we don’t apply punishment on basis of harming people 
-> in theory punishment is equal given quality of the act, pain not applied based on persons status, act of degree of responsibility
-> criminal is labeled the same in terms that they went against law, but punishment is based on act itself
-> not that the person is not a criminal but the form of criminal response is tailored
-> for legal court (conviction)there needs to be the actusreas, guilty mind
-> A pure crime -> murder, sexual assault, kidnapping-> ex. Murder needs a plan, ect.
-> regulatory offenses-> broken rule, illegal fishing, fine-> less active mind/ guilty mind than a pure crime
-> the more they want to punish you, the more thjey have to prove the guilty mind and planing
-> each of us in theory have sacrified some degree of liberty in order for sovereign can make decision/punishment/reduction of crime, on our behalf
-> Beccria-> ideas were not his, he was summarizing what was going on- he put it together and codified it ->urged that social order was to be derived from human experience 
-> rely on human power and intelligence to codify that law
-> How to deal with reckless people-> how to apply law and to control irrational people? They needed to be persuaded to follow rules as a beneficial aspect of life
-> So offender will associate behaviour with punishment, and needs to be certain that there will be consequences-> people will not learn if a burgler and murderer are punished equally
-> in order for crime to occur actusreus and mensreas needs to be present-> act had to have happened and you have to be person that committed the act,caused by the persons act, voluntarily -> this is the actual physical evidence bit-> did the act u commit violation of the law?
-> Mensreas-> are u legally guilty and deserving the punishment -> guilty mind -> are you legally guilty and given degree of punishment you deserve 
-> prove that you yourself were thinking about the act -> Ex. Proving intent to kill of a murderer->You yourself formulated to carry out the act ->Must prove criminal intent -> if you prove that a murderer brings gun with them- that is intent BUT -> if gun happened to be there and this person gets in argument with victim and used gun, that is not intent
-> Objective-> Someone quite like you, would not have behaved the way that you did. Your positive action or emission is not something a rational person, like you, would have done therefore you are guilty
Ex. Driving 200 km/h (no one would go that fast, no one rational at least) -> consider age, possibly gender, etc.-> left up to judge to balance all of these competing objectives -> not very modern-more pastoral
-> We don’t know details of how judges weigh out all objectives/details in mind
-> Subjective VS Objective mensrea
Criminal Defenses
-> do not attatch to the actus reas
-> These are the Lombrosian things
-> there are 6 defences that make punishing the offender, an inhumane act to do 
· Mental Disorder
· Mistake of Fact
· Intoxication-> not available for general intent crimes ( accidental death during fist fight)
· Necessity
· Duress
· Provocation
· Self-defense



Lecture 4
Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms
Beccaria->Charter is an effort to rebalance that effort in a more modern way and at the same time not handcuff us
-> EX.Police officers under the charter are not allowed to randomly stop vehicle and search it, or open bag, etc.
-> check stop->Yes its minor violation of our rights but courts have determined its worth it, because intoxication can lead to death, etc.
-> Ideological liberalism is present in charter, idea that the individual is the vessel of rights and freedoms, not a group, all individuals rights are guaranteed in law
-> Police officers would stop black people in Kingston and Toronto for essentially no reason and would ask very personal questions and would card them several times a year, this was against their charter rights, but the police would say they don’t have to answer, even though they were armed officers and would take them to station if they didn’t answer – violates arbitrary stopped
-> Many things are allowed violate our charter rights, if there is a demonstrable public benefit 
-> Cops start with theories, then try to find evidence based on these theories Ex. Dead body-> question friends, spouse, family-> police officers argue they use method of penalizing people as to create a web links, however, there has never been a case proving this method actually works
-> Government legislates laws, but court get involved and elevate into public, use charter to validate/invalidate
Counting Crime
-> Scientists follow quallatative data- factual
-> Science has created certain problems, that science cannot solve, be conscious of its use
-> If you have a reliable measure, it is certain that no matter how many times you repeat, you will get the same info, it is reliable Ex. Weigh someone 5 times itll be the same on scale, but health is not determined by this weight, weight may be reliable but very INVALID measure of health -> Reliability does not presuppose validity
-> Reliability ( and Validity
Official Crime Statistics
-> Must ask, how they gathered this data, how did they get this info, they must tell you and if they don’t that is bad social science
-> Canadian Criminal Justice Statistics-> Tell us more about what those agencies are doing than what is going on in the world- prosecuters decide whether a crime is worth recording- minor offense, if prosecutor decides to record this small crim it goes to court then the court may decide its not a big deal, the numbers get smaller by the time it gets to CCJS
-> Common Crime Classificiations across Canada render national aggregation feasible- but how are we grouping crimes?- seriousness crime
-> Victimisation Surveys- may not have called cops, but will ask have you been a victim of the following crimes? – this helps us record the amount and types of unrecorded crimes, but if you have been sexually assaulted and don’t want to tell police you most likely won’t tell social scientists
-> Self-report surveys- have you stolen object, have you drove vehicle that’s not your withut permission-> problem is they most likely won’t tell you or if they ask teens-> they might exaggerate what crimes they commit if they are going through a “badass” stage – Caucasian kids love to tell about crimes they commit
Crime in Canada
-> most counts of crime have increased, BUT the weight (seriousness,violent) of crimes have declined in Canada, US,etc.
-> But this is not the info we get in media. -> Prison rates have increased
-> Violent crime makes up only 13% of crimes as opposed to property crime which is 50%
2013: 505 homicides in Canada and 642 attempted murder= less than half of 1% reported violent crimes, but are reported all the time as the property crimes are not
-> Fear of crime is massively disproportionate to the risk of victimization
-> Elderly people are least likely to be victimized, young single males are more likely to be victimized because they are out most nights, more opportunity for property crime
-> media= If it bleads it leads
Trends in governance and privatization: crime is big business and it pays for people to be frightened-> advertise scary situations and offer their security in exchange for $$$-> private security
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