CRM2310 

January 12 
Why Community Action and Intervention?
The Ubiquitous (prevalent, widespread, universal) Appeal of “Community”
· Term community itself has broad appeal and seems to be an effective umbrella term under which we will initiate programs or offer services operated by various organizations with differing interests 
· Meaningful unit of social intervention 
· Community as a concept can help people live meaningful, productive lives 
· There is no single definition of the word community – it is often thought of as having geographical boundaries associated with it “neighbourhood” but could also involve individuals who share ideas and interests that are the same 
· People can define it for themselves because they feel enriched by being involved with the community 
· Online communities are used to fill the void of feeling disconnected within someone’s geographical community 
Types of Community 
· Geographical boundaries are put in place by people in power who draw lines to separate subgroups of people 
· Values are no always shared within these communities and sometimes ties are made across different areas despite the geographical boundary 
· If there is a focus on geography, people will generally agree on core values and goals
· Good quality of life, access to education
· Interest 
· Business, research, academic communities comprised of people who are bound together by what is perceived to be a common identity and characteristics fundamental to their identity 
· Externally imposed but internally accepted 
· Diversity within these groups exist but there is a commonality between the members that binds them into the community 
· Attachment 
· Used to explain senses of connection and attachment, the belief that one belongs to a community despite not having anything in common with the others who are part of it 
Community as Imagined
· (Anderson 1991) community is a social construction that is imagined by those who believe themselves to be part of it
· Mental image of affinity to others
· As a concept it is abstract and diffuse 
The Dark Sides of Community 
· People who feel excluded, actively discriminated against because of their opposing values or by virtue of how they look or what they are affiliated with 
· Justification to actively discriminate a group of people based on their affiliation with certain undesired values, norms or institutions of society 
Theorizing Community in Social Life 
1. “Community lost”
· Wellman (1979) 
· Processes of urbanization/industrialization causes a decline in personal association – lack of strong interpersonal connections between individuals
· Cities characterized by anonymity and people are not interdependent 
· Loss of self sufficiency and direct dependence on people that we know  
· Impersonal, transitory, segmented individuals because they lack strong social ties 
2. “Community saved” 
· Used to explain after doing ethnographic work in the communities talked about by Chicago school theorists 
· Neighbourhood systems of support and sociability persist 
· Local identification 
3. “Community liberated” – community being transformed (social media influence)
· Increase in suburbanization and technological change allows people to interact globally without restrictions
· Non-spatial communities, non-geographical 
· Shift away from previous thoughts about making connections and building relations
· Focus on private spheres such as within our homes, through social media or games
· There is a fear associated with the public sphere and there is a danger presented to them 
· Distancing between people due to lack of personal relationships – unwilling to communicate with strangers 
City as an Ecology 
· Community is important when thinking about crime 
· Sub-communities with different characteristics but have a mutual dependence on one another and the larger ecology as a whole
· Crime concentrated in certain areas – certain features of these spaces make crime more endemic 
· Assumption that everyone has the same goals and placing value on things that if aren’t desired shows deviance 
· Theory of place however it is about specific people 
Social Disorganization of Communities 
· Social disorganization caused by:
· Residential instability – people constantly moving  
· Racial and ethnic heterogeneity – diverse ethnic and racial backgrounds 
· Why is this considered a problem? 
· Cultural conflict 
· Poverty – creates strain in the community and leads to social disorganization 
· Resort to illegitimate means to achieve goals, students unable to meet middle-class status and goals, reaction formation
· Broken windows theory 1980s classifies communities that are often un-kept as ones that do not care 
Crime in a “Lost Community”
· Community disorganization cycles with crime 
· Because of a lack of relationships there is little to no intervention within the community 
· Cause or effect?
· Circular – what comes first community disorganization or crime?
· Theorists find it difficult to differentiate which is a criticism of “community lost” 
Crime in a “Saved Community” 
· Densely knit ties protect against poverty, oppression, effects of crime 
· Isolating and being isolated from broader society 
· People stick to themselves because they do not want to rely on anything external from their community due to perhaps a stigma 
· Conflict around social distribution of resources and power 
· Even in communities where there is a connection  
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Rethinking the Definition of Community
Bauman (2001)
· Relating to people in the old ways less and less
· Frames things in terms of “togetherness” – in public we are in situations where we operate together 
· Mobile: travelling through the city alongside one another
· Stationary: waiting alongside one another (bus stop, traffic, in line)
· Temporal: togetherness in time (working with one another, performing a function, being in class)
· Manifest: togetherness in a crowd (concert, sporting event)
· Postulated: virtual togetherness on the internet (playing games)
Crime in the “Liberated Community”
· New types of crime: cyber crime, cyber bullying
· Intensification of “stranger danger”
· If we retreat from the social world into private realms – and most relationships are facilitated through the private sphere – the public sphere as a site of danger
· Public space: any space that doesn’t belong to a private owner 
· Benefits: you don’t feel watched (security) and lets people feel a certain amount of freedom and privacy 
Location, Location, Location!
· Not only to see how interventions arise at the neighbourhood level, but Sampson believes there are opportunities for individuals to make their lives better by focusing on the areas which they live in 
· Communities can become better when they are socially organized 
· Locations matter even though we don’t necessarily want to have relationships with people around us 
· Social problems bundled by neighbourhood and they are not randomly distributed in cities or towns 
· Crime is but one social problem but it can intersect with poverty, race – things that are bundled together are done so in certain locations 
· Race and economic inequality by neighbourhood 
· Concentrations of poverty, racial segregation and social dislocation are increasing 
· Result of political decisions that forces people in certain groups to relocate in order to gain access to housing (as per the banks and government decisions)
· Areas are depository for people who are poor and of a certain racial group 
· Prevents us from falling into traps about thinking as certain places as breeding grounds for crime which implies those people possess criminogenic values 
· Neighbourhoods constructed as bad and individuals labelled as criminals are actually just criminalized 
· Presence of CJS influences crime rates 
Community Social Organization
· Ability to realize common values and maintain social controls will be higher essentially making peoples lives better which is important in neighbourhoods where people experience a multiplicity of marginality 
· Change without state help acts as a buffer for the negative effects of things like racism and poverty – easier to cope with 
· Collective action using expertise and resources (social connections outside communities) they possess to achieve common ends 
Importance of Community 
· Social networks intersect with relationships 
· Ties are strong (emotional intimacy) or weak (connections with people that can help in powerful ways like getting a job or making connections with others)
· Has profound influences on people’s quality of life 
Importance of Communities 
· Social capital – web of respect and trust 
· Derived from social networks and is comprised of networks, norms, and trust
· Facilitates coordination and cooperation for mutual benefit 
· High levels of trust and respect means you are high in the social capital 
· Located in social organization 
· If a community has social problems associated with it, the social capital of its inhabitants will be lower 
· Less likely for individuals to collectively act together to change things for themselves and where they live
· Simultaneously privately and publicly good – can be used on behalf of yourself but also to use one’s own social capital to help other people 
· Voluntary organizations signify cohesiveness in the community
· Social capital as a resource – facilitates actions 
Domains of Social Capital (in order for social capital to be ‘rich’)
· Tolerance 
· Belonging helps characterize – feeling connected to one’s ties 
· Reciprocity 
· Support and altruism – supportive and do things on behalf of others in the social network not only for individual benefit (help connections)
· Trust
· Reliability and cooperation 
Importance of Communities 
· Collective efficacy: capacity to solve collective problems 
· Occur when community has the means to come together and tackle problems in their midst 
· Ability to achieve common goals 
· Self-interest tied to collective interest to be able to deal with situations like crime that emerges (altruism)
· Individual self interest should be tied to the interest of their neighbours
· Effectiveness as a collective 
· Informal social control (outside collective efficacy) 
· Realizing common values and maintaining effective social control 
· Capacity of the community to define common goals and values and then work together and use them as a mechanism to maintain effective, informal social control 
· Working together to maintain a certain level of stability 
· Self governance when the community takes responsibility and then tries to react and repair 
Crime in the Community 
· Street crime proliferates in areas that lack in informal social control 
· Lack of informal social control contributes to crime 
· Lack of social capital and lack of collective efficacy 
· Community action as potential solution to crime
· Communities doing things for themselves is more effective and preferable rather than state agents trying to fix the communities for them 
Community Approaches to Crime
· Citizens as ‘co-producers’ of safety along with the state or formal agents 
· People who are affected by crime should have say in how to best deal with it 
· Access to resources is limited and depends on people who hold power 
· Alter way of life to make it seem like the community is effective 
· Communities do not want to work with the state at all and that affects the access they have to programs to eliminate crime as well as people’s willingness to participate in trying to minimize crime
· Interventions and approaches to combatting crime in communities 
· “Top-down”: authority figures telling communities what they have to do and defining the problems for communities
· Gate keeper to access to money, funding, institutional resources which essentially lets them tell the community what to do in order to get access 
· “Bottom-up”: community groups asking to access resources from the state and initiating their own strategies and programs 
· Vertical relationship with the state driven from the bottom 
· Community as a resource (innovation at the community level) 
· Residents possess knowledge and expertise about what goes on around them ad provide solutions
Why the State Focuses on Community 
· Alternative motivation that don’t have to do with the idea that the community has expertise or anything to offer – it is ultimately beneficial for the state
· Result of overburdened state – loss of confidence 
· Changing relationship between the citizens and the state 
· State takes a step back and no longer uses intervention to help control crime 
· Shift in responsibility (“responsibilization”) 
· State used to take responsibility shifts and certain types of crimes now force the community to take responsibility 
· Forcing people to take responsibility indirectly through commentary that places the blame on people and criminalizing otherwise “normal” behaviour (telling women how to dress to avoid being sexually assaulted) 
· Implication of citizens in governance = wider social control 
· Often still able to dictate terms of how people do that – schooling people how to police themselves and their communities and potentially making citizens more manageable and governable, acting more in line with the goals of the state 
· Being able to potentially blame people should things fall apart and exercise a form of control 



Cultivating “Community” in Urban Spaces 
“Neighbourhood Effects” 
· Attempts to looks at residential environment and the outcomes for youth and adults living in the community 
· Life chances but it’s important to note that this research assumes that individuals are relatively passive because it suggests the environment has a lot of influence over them 
· Location does matter and impacts life however people are not passive and they do in fact attempt to change their environment and change how they fit in no matter their socio-economic status (poor, etc.)
· Local service quality: recreational spaces, banks which can demonstrate community stability while “cash for money” institutions are situated in other areas 
· Banks cycle money through the community while money marts funnel money that they know people cannot pay back
· Do they enhance the quality of the space?
· Shared norms and values that are strong to attempt to create a sense of cohesion 
· Peer influences impacted by services and shared norms and values 
· Drinking and driving becomes socially acceptable 
· High levels of crime and threat of violence have negative effects because they experience anxiety and the fear of someone’s life and well-being being threatened consistently 
· More or less chance of “getting away”
· Job access is limited due to the lack of local services available 
· Travel outside community or seek other opportunities to obtain goals through illegitimate means (entrepreneurial ventures) 
· Improving the lives of people is hard because we cannot point the finger and only blame those people for coming into contact with the law 
Using Space 
· Move away from the idea that spaces just “work” on people but it is now something that people use as they go about their day to day lives 
· Stigmatized identities because they live in communities labelled as “bad ones” 
· Challenge or resist imposed stigma by virtue of where they live 
· Space shapes life “practical knowledge”
· Movement and interaction 
· Informal social networks can be perpetuated 
· Security and trust 
· Personal identity developed 
· People are actively working on the spaces themselves 
· Manage stigma by disassociating with the places in the neighbourhood that carry stigma with them 
· Social capital protects residents from effects of poverty which can improve their quality of life
· Residents are not passive victims 
· Us v them within the community 
· Placing oneself in a position that avoids taking with them any sort of stigma associated with their physical space 
· Physical infrastructure includes quality, placement
· Regent Park: isolated from the city
· Areas that are run down and viewed as problem areas that people avoid 
· Assume a certain symbolism and have meanings assigned and individuals determine these meanings and symbols 
· People construct ideas about what constitutes both safe and dangerous spaces but this doesn’t always align with police conceptions 
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Clara Court Article
· Examination tries to show how space is going to exercise certain impacts on people but also how people are not passive as they move through space 
· Space with meaning and symbolism and attempt to negotiate their identities in the neighbourhoods that they live in 
· Public housing 
· Low-income, no sidewalks, people specifically avoid Charles Parkway
· High density, 3000 residents, 41.14 acre self-enclosed 
· See people who are poor as passive victims of larger social structures 
· How do people try and negotiate and move away from the courtesy stigma because of where they live?

Safe Spaces 
· Allows people living in Clara Court to feel as if they are able to protect themselves, provide a sense of security but also to allow themselves to operate in situations amongst people who they trust 
· Complain about the effects that poverty has on social cohesion in the community, so some people seek to create social ties 
· Creating safe spaces within the neighbourhood and larger area – safe settings are public spaces but close to where they lived (porches, areas near apartment buildings) which makes them feel like they have a capacity to control what is happening, close to where they live 
· “Eyes on the street” surveillance afforded by the safe settings
· People are actively taking steps to ensure their own safety in the neighbourhood by maintaining contact with others (whereabouts)
· The physical space is not what makes people feel comfortable but it is a metaphor for the sense of security women feel as a result of safe spaces – taking control they have access to and exercising it in the spaces they have access to, which doesn’t guarantee their safety – allows them to create their own social reality 
Hot Spaces (Unsafe) 
· Spaces as seen with high rates of crime, violence, drug use and to be avoided at all costs 
· Characterized by abandoned buildings and disintegration, frustration with authority and amongst residents 
· Sites of danger 
· “us” and “them” 
· People say that they are good people living in bad neighbourhoods 
· Reinforcing they are good by avoiding the spaces where “bad” people are supposed to hang out
· Acceptance of stereotype – denial applies to all 
· Based upon past experience/interactions
· Construct safe spaces as well as establishing the areas that people have to avoid 
· “Street wisdom” 
· Develop a certain amount of knowledge – know where to go, who to avoid, learn which places and what kinds of people or times of day are safe or dangerous – interpretation constitutes people’s reality 
· Has an impact on how people feel about where they live
· Social capital is used as a protective mechanism to acts as a buffer on the effects of poverty 
Contested Spaces 
· Redevelopment schemes – conflict 
· Social engineer: sense that the original plan for the community has failed so it must be redeveloped which can actually cause more problems 
· Different factions represent “true” community 
· Different individuals will try and represent through their thoughts and beliefs, that they articulate on behalf of everyone in the community 
· Usually those with most human, economic and social capital become the ones who develop crime prevention programs and speak on behalf of the community since they have the connections outside the area
· “Embracement” or “distancing” 
· Some people claim to embrace or enjoy the community (strong social ties within the community) that they live in while others try and disassociate 
· Some residents discuss how their “project identity” is complicated – Clara is all they know, but the project is not “in” them 
Commodification of Community 
· Affects the cultivation of communities 
· Commodity: good or service that can be bought or sold 
· Process of commodification: turning something that in the past would have had no economic value into something that can be assigned a value 
· Market values replace the social values that these things would have possessed 
· Commodification of a community as a tangible object: a community is seen as a geographic space and agents will develop buildings to create neighbourhoods and associated with that area is a lifestyle that people will want to buy into 
· Commodification of a community as intangible: creating and enforcing an ideal lifestyle, belong to a community of people who can afford to and desire the same lifestyle as you 
· Thoughts of what constitutes a community turned into reality through the habitats 
· Niche of consumption: space for consuming goods and services and so good areas have the opportunity to consume while undesirable areas are limited
“Public” Space in the Contemporary City 
· Public space changes and become commodities – people with money can make profit off of the space
· Constructed as site of danger and threat – those who you don’t know are potentially dangerous 
· “Crisis of criminalization”
· Behaviours, usually regarded as deviant but mostly disorderly that is common among strangers, are being transformed into crimes
· Retraction of public space – far fewer things are allowed in these spaces and so certain people are prevented from even going into these public spaces 
· Increasing privatization as a result of criminalizing 
· What is considered public space, places we were allowed to move through freely, are now being given over to private interests and corporations for the sole purpose of making money 
· Gentrification 
· Process whereby areas of the city that up until this point in time have had low property values, rental rates and consequently not many amenities actually see an influx of a new population of people 
· People who are moving in do so because they can afford to live and buy property there with leftover money to able to transform the space around them 
· New people bring in new demands and require new services and with the new development the property values go up, rental rates increase and new businesses develop 
· People who used to live there get pushed out – priced out 
· Municipal government is intrinsically involved in letting this process happen or even cause it to happen 
· Re-zone areas to allow buildings to be put up and develop commercial establishments 
· Spaces are not adapted to people’s needs or wants for their community 
· Will have higher surveillance 
· “Safe diversity”: public spaces are restricted in their uses and we have come to see the development of space in the city where upper middle class, white individuals (generally) can sample other cultures and have exotic experiences that are commercialized versions of the real thing 
· Privately own so access can be limited and restricted
· “Bourgeois playground”: developments should look like they came about over time but are actually sections that were installed at once in order to build surveillance opportunities so we can actively monitor the activity taking place and the goods and services 
· Projects of reassurance to help the upper middle class individuals to not be scared of homeless people or even youth 
· Low intensity warfare on the poor – changes in the physical space to prevent people from staying in it 
Restricting Access to Spaces
· If we contain certain people to certain areas the belief is that others will be safer 
· Also security is achievable by creating spaces that cater to a more homogenous population 
· Security through homogeneity 
· Affiliated with money – similar income households share more in common than areas with variation 
· Associate with people who look like us 
Film Notes 
· Brooklyn NYC was diverse and cultural 
· Government decided to recreate the space to compete with LA 
· Displaced individuals 
· Brooklyn separated into 66 zones and graded from A – D 
· Predominantly white communities got As 
· Predominantly African American communities were labelled as dangerous 
· Districts packed with African American communities and services and programs are denied 
· Process of ghettoization of the neighbourhoods: targeted by the government 
· Promises to reshape Brooklyn for the better were replaced with building luxury apartments 
· Instead of creating jobs 
· Process of gentrification is about corporations sectioning neighbourhoods and planning the removal of people and profit 
· Tear down and build new neighbourhoods 
· City not having a role in doing good for the community 
· By 2011 the small businesses are completely shut down and the community is bare 
· Politicians on behalf of developers and lobbyists want to transform 
· Gentrification*
· Government allow cooperate interests to define what happens in neighbourhoods (not natural)
· Crime is socially constructed
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“Suspect Consumers” in the Contemporary City 
· Citizens are consumer’s attributes expectations to individuals
· Inclusion and benefits awarded based on image of being a consumer 
· Social position on hierarchy determined by mobility 
· Ability to choose where you want to be, move freely in the city
· People’s degree of mobility 
· Fastest growing homeless population: youth 
Space and Power (p. 284) 
· Foucault “Space is fundamental in any form of communal life; space is fundamental in any exercise of power” 
· Reference to geography or territory because space dictates our quality of life – relationships, safe or not – all CJS interventions use space to define communities;
· If you dictate how space is used, you will be able to exercise power over others  
· “Tactics of resistance” 
· Tactics of survival constructed by authorities as tactics of resistance which is the site of criminalization 
· Without private space, you are forced to act in public which is an effective mechanism of control
· Criminalize participating in these actions in public 
· Actions that people in these spaces have no choice over
· “Neutral” type of law: same for everyone but discretion to apply to whom they want to 
Whose Community is it Anyway?
Defining “Safe” Communities
· Certain behaviour is deemed out of place in public 
· People who participate are challenging our conceptions of what nice communities are 
· Challenges cultivation of community 
· Antisocial, uncivil, obscene, harmful behaviour 
Community as Site of Struggle 
· Space itself is not just a container in which power will exist, but the very nature of the space is a place where power relationships exist – space becomes fundamental in the exercise of power 
· State governs spaces in an effort to govern people
· Tactics to govern people bound up in tactics to govern space (bound to one another) 
Whose Community?
· Garland 2001 (socio-legal scholar): entered a period of time where citizen’s relationship to the state is in flux(changing) on the one hand the state is willing to say “we can look after crime and institute certain measures to try and control it – leave things to us” but on the other hand and at the same time the state says “well, wait, we can’t control crime all on our way, we need individual citizens and community groups to step up and take ownership of this problem as well”
· How we will know this is a reality is that we see two different ways of thinking about what constitutes crime, what criminality comes from (root causes) and what the role of the CJS is and should be 
1. Criminologies of the other 
· In this way of thinking, frame criminal behaviour as something that emerges from outsiders
· Danger from outside – stranger danger 
· Stigmatized others (seen as threating to us because of their parasitic relationship to society so they are constructed as taking more than they give back – labeled as people of society are not “in” it) v exceptional/absolute others (seen as posing an immediate threat to other citizens – operating in society but not actually “of” it. We maintain a social distance from them since they don’t share values with us, we have nothing in common)
· Ex. Homeless, sex workers, squeegee kids, those on social assistance
· Disadvantaged associated with danger 
· Public sphere is scary, strangers pose a threat 
· Threatens the social structure 
Homeless as Stigmatized Others 
· Caricature of homelessness (ugly) so there is a sense that because of how they look and what they represent – they must be controlled 
· Embodiment of incivility and disorder 
· “Invisible poor” 
· Avoid stigma 
· Preserves stereotype that homeless people look and act certain ways 
· Maintain ideas of who the homeless are and the dangers they pose 
Moral Framework of Homelessness 
· Homelessness through circumstance – lead these people to this place and situation 
· Constructed as deserving of help or at the least sympathy 
· Homelessness as a lifestyle – bad choices that have been made keep individuals in this position 
· Judgement around how homeless people spend money, what activities they engage in

Social Death 
Socially excluded 
· Deprived of recognition – they are not seen, they do not matter 
· Lack of social value 
· Lack of money (not alone)
· Disenfranchised – deprived citizenship rights because of consumerism  
· Stigmatized and labeled by others
Geography of the City 
· Marginal and prime spaces (where to make money) are separate
· Tactical use of space for the homeless and move through the city in a way that lets them avoid being sought after by authorities 
Civility Laws
· Necessary to create a sense of community by outlawing behaviours that are believed to be anti-social or uncivil 
· Target what is perceived to be disorderly conduct but in targeting that, we also target people we believe embody that behaviour 
· Ruddick – frame gestures of people (how they move, what they look like) as aggressive 
· Moral framework of homelessness through circumstances still believes in sympathy but there is a need for social control 
· Moral framework of homelessness through lifestyle attributed to the space they are in 
· Displace individuals to decrease visibility of the unwanted population 
· Once laws are created, you identify a group of people who are worthy of stigma and who are constructed automatically as someone we should be fearful of 
· The problem becomes that laws instruct everyone in society about how we should feel about those in need and how we are to respond – reinforcing the fear and instil the need for management of them in particular ways 
· Dangerous not disadvantaged 
Example of civility law – Ontario Safe Streets Act, 1999
· Constitutional challenge to the Act but its validity was upheld in 2005 because it was argued that this criminalizes poverty 
· Solicitation in an aggressive manner prohibited 
· In person request, immediate provision of money or another thing of value (solicitation) 
· Likely to cause a reasonable person to be concerned for their safety (aggressive) 
· Solicitation of a captive audience prohibited 
· ATM, telephone, public toilet or transit, taxi stand, parking lot, vehicle (captive audience) 
· Disposal of certain dangerous things prohibited in outdoor public space 
· Broken glass, used condom, new or used hypodermic needle or syringe 
· Not limited to sidewalk, street, parking lot, swimming pool, beach, conservation area, park, playground, school grounds 
· Offence: every person who contravenes section 2 3 or 4 is guilty of an offence and is liable on first conviction to a fine of no more than $500; on each following conviction to a fine of no more than $1,000 or to imprisonment for a term of not more than 6 months or both
· Arrest without warrant: police can arrest someone without a warrant if they see someone going against 2 3 or 5 or if: before the contravention the police directed the person not to engage or if the officer believes on reasonable and probably grounds it is necessary to arrest the person without warrant in order to establish the identity of the person or to prevent the person from continuing or repeating the act
2. Criminologies of the self 
· State says “we can’t control crime on our own, we need individuals and groups to step up and participate in crime prevention strategies and be responsibalized for their own protection” 
· Crime is a normal social fact that is not a result of the hostile responses of bitter others it is something that is going to inevitably happen as people go on about their normal daily lives 
· Who constitutes a criminal: constructed as a rational consumer, opportunistic person who perpetrates crime is taking advantage of existing resources 
· Create a partnership with communities 
· Opportunistic rational consumers
Community Based Organizations 
· Aim is to foster collective efficacy in the neighbourhood – effectiveness of people coming together to define and then solve problems 
· Define issues that they find in their midst, stimulate interest among others, get people to use generated resources, and then implement programming – collectively acting 
· Premises they operate under and their practice actively prevent collective action 
· Problematic: participation – factor of interaction 
· Outreach is successful among people who interact and is used to mobilize support
· Communication – determining what message to sell to the neighbours and how to disseminate information 
Mount Pleasant
· Considered disadvantaged but transformed around the time the Olympics were held
· Homeless displaced
· Developed to get rid of street level sex workers 
Barrier to Success 
· Homogenous groups and conception of community identity 
· People working have same ideas about who constitutes the community and its identity
· Participants are white middle class homeowners who are educated 
· Because of similar ideas and values and any conflicts that emerge are silenced through a certain amount of social closure 
· Middle class vs others who can be positioned as the problem 
· Collective action is not fostered in these programs 
· Program implementation problems cause the goals are not accomplished
· Weak outreach because there is little awareness and little promotional material 
· Funding shortages – focus on raising funds to keep storefront 
· Weak communication as the services were only available in English 
· No consultation or customization – no outreach to marginalized groups 
· Instrumental program focus: want to do specific things in specific ways that do not enhance collective action or a broad sense of community 
· Stress the opportunity reduction approaches 
· Reduce opportunity to commit crime to feel more secure
· Target residents who have property that can be stolen without discussing with others what the problem in their opinion is 
· Could have been gangs
· Social, political and economic power
Does this foster community participation?
· Opportunity reduction programs do not make people feel a sense of collectiveness so it doesn’t foster collective action – only those with power will participate 
· Opportunity reduction is technical, rational, instrumental 
· Collective action is empowerment, political advocacy, capacity building 
Goals = sense of belonging, social interaction 
Means = technical rational, instrumental 
· The goal is not achievable since the means are instrumental and not about making people feel connected 
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Co-Producing Safety?
Police and residents must operate and partner at the same time in the quest for safety – at it’s most pure, community policing suggest that police is just a tool to be used to prevent and possibly control crime
	
The Political Era
· Officers are uneducated, underpaid (if not volunteers) and members of the community which can lead to corruption 
· Police can’t police their own community because they will only perpetuate corruption 
· “Watchmen style” principle function was order maintenance, keeping the peace – minor violations could possibly be overlooked 
The Reform Era 1920s 
Professional model
· Police as crime fighters advertised on television
· Militaristic, hierarchical organization implemented in the forces
· Insulated from corruption because individual officers are separated from the community which keeps them from engaging in corrupt activities 
· Measurable success to determine the level of accomplishment of the force in a literal sense 
· Closure rates, record management system, uniform crime reports
· Crime prevention through reacting to calls for service
· Initiation of the patrol car
· Wilson’s theory: preventing crime on a reactive base
“Legalistic style” law is what directs officers’ behaviour instead of giving them discretion 
· Narrow job description and the police is conceptualized as having a negative personality 
· Personality of the individual based on the public’s opinion 
· Rapid response ineffective 
· Routine investigations did not solve crime
*Rising crime rates = questions about legitimacy 
The Community Policing Era 1980s 
· Broad blue line encompasses more people 
· Thin blue line places the responsibility on police 
· Reduce psychological distance between residents and police officers 
· Participation of community needed to be able to control crime and make the police force effective at their jobs
· Philosophical change about what policing is
· Community is a co-producer of safety and the police needs the trust of citizens for there to be an effective partnership 
· Organizational change that needs to happen 
· How effective is the militaristic, hierarchical organization going to be?
· Vertical power – top down to frontline officers 
· Operational change 
“Service style” 
“New” Role of Police 
· Domestic conflicts                
· Landlord-tenant conflicts 
· Residential neighbours                           [Police as mediators requires a different skillset]
· Residents and establishments 
· Mutual recognition of authority and legitimacy 
· Potentially asking a lot 
· If things operationally and organizationally don’t change its unclear how police will fill these roles
Potential Problems 
· Burnout as a result of the job 
· Tunnel vision occurs when people fail to see other alternatives to dealing with problems 
· Negotiating with humans who withhold information or omit details 
· Can try and manipulate the officer or sway them to their side 
· Personalization occurs when an officer is an interested party in the conflict 
· They end up becoming responsible for solving these problems 
· Ego is mixed into work as an officer 
· Over-identification 
· You see yourself as more on one side than the other 
· Identifying with one party more so than the other which impedes on the ability to be unbiased 
· Over-commitment 
· Neglect to understand conflict cannot be handled – fail to see and use other alternatives 
· Unintended consequences 
· Behaviour not predicted 
“Innovations” in Policing 1980s-mid 1980s 
· Characterized by problem oriented policing and broken windows theory 
Broken Windows Policing
· Maintaining order 
· Responsive to community’s concerns and fears around the disorder in their midst 
· What people are afraid of is not crime per se but disorder (loitering, homeless, graffiti, youth associated with committing petty crimes like breaking windows or hopping the bus)
· Individual rights – community interests (to be safe) 
· Miranda decision: cases thrown out because policed abused their power and withheld these rights 
*Discriminatory practices, zero tolerance tactics (no discretion and crack down on minor disorder instances), incompatible with partnerships (power differentiation is too rigid) 
Compstat Policing
· Computerized crime data, analysis, mapping specific goals, accountability 
· Ever refined data and use quantitative methods to analyze the data 
· Mapping crimes
· Emphasized: sense that it makes police more accountable 
· Measuring success of the officers
*Counterproductive 
· Reinforces traditional hierarchies that we claim to want to eliminate 
· Incentive to manipulate stats 
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Reinforcing the Status Quo 
Community policing – co-produce strategies 
                                                                                              |    conflated (merged, fused and confused for one another)
Broken windows policing – dominant police power 
*linked through informal social control
· Reason according to Herbert why it’s easy to merge the two approaches is because they both emphasize how crime will be heavily determined by levels of informal social control in the community 
· Community has to participate because the police can only do so much 
· Both forms of policing come at it in very different ways 
The Community Empowered Through Co-Production 
· Police as a tool 
· Law abiders / law breakers blurred 
· Active role for citizens 
Police Empowering the Community – Broken Windows
· Doesn’t see community as empowered without the police 
· Dominant role for police – community subordinate (police need to go into communities and crack down to make sure no disorder flourishes in order for people to come out of their homes) 
· Power differentials in this concept
· Communities characterized by disorder residents feel insecure and unsafe and so people think the area is neglected and has little surveillance so crime is perpetuated there 
· Hot spot – no supervision, “good” people avoid this area or retreat
· Disorder (vagrancy, loitering, graffiti, homelessness – keep in mind this doesn’t necessarily mean crime) allowed to flourish 
· Flourishing crime as a result of criminalized behaviour for the people who choose different paths to make a living 
· Crime is behaviour that we so label (not natural) with the help of the state and so people who have less power are automatically labeled as criminals 
· Crime is imported because the broken windows community is thought to have no surveillance
· Reasonable entrepreneurial activities for people without other options 
· Maintain boundaries between good and evil – traditional police methods (arrest, apprehension) as a mechanism to fix problems which can in turn create problems 
· Problems in logic of the approach – why wouldn’t communities already use informal social control?
Contemporary Police Culture 
· Hyper masculine culture or hegemonic masculinity (idea of what a real man is) coupled with the fact that in policing the ideal cop is the ideal man – situations with approaches that favour behaviour closely linked with femininity, communities will have less buy-in 
· Attributes that define an ideal man (gender is performative): straight, powerful, upper-middle class, control, emotionally invulnerable, physically dominant, initiator correlated with ambition, not aggressive but not passive, physically hard and can endure punishment on the body, rigid gender roles like being a caretaker without nurturing, independent 
· “warrior in the fight against crime” more closely aligns with hegemonic masculinity – consultative not policing – seen as having a moral purpose (heroic in their efforts)
· Do people buy into this? No it legitimates coercive force
· Moral purpose 
· Hero catching bad guys 
· Anything that people do in the name of their job becomes legitimate and justifiable due to the fact that their position is regarded as heroic 
· Engaging in corrupt practices because it’s a means to a better end 
· Budgets and hiring prove that we as a society do not think poorly of the profession – nothing that we say amounts to a fundamental change 
· Could be because of our understanding of crime 


Cultural Understandings of Crime 
“Faulty system” 
· System is flawed and too lax (not tough enough) so people feel they can get away with things, people engaging in crime are doing so because they make the choice to (fundamentally rational choices) 
· Cost benefit analysis – rewards outweigh the risk 
· Rational choice must be deterred
“Social Breakdown” 
· Broken informal social controls leads to criminal activity emerging and stabilizing 
· Society is pathological in some way 
*Middle class fearful of invaders 
Politics of Crime 
· Emergence of “get tough” approaches 
· De-legitimation of social welfare – governments take a step back from offering social safety net for citizens finding themselves in trouble 
· “othering” of dangerous classes 
· Communities as sites as troubles 
· Opportunity for the state to extend social control; direct barrier to social change; use the system as an emergency safety net that otherwise wouldn’t be used 
· Community policing doesn’t resonate with how we think of crime or the politics – community is an empty word 
Broken Windows Policing “Works”
· Not works as in its effective – works as a mechanism to reinforce politician’s rhetoric about crime 
· Policing as segregative mechanism – separate good from the bad which allows bad people to be deterred in theory and be incapacitated (get tough) 
· Othering of suspect consumers (p. 468)
· Seeks to deter and incapacitate – augments larger criminal justice policies 
Doing it Better?
Corrections in the Community 
If corrections operate in the community it will do a better job of reintegrating individuals than merely putting people in prisons 
Giving prisoners the opportunity to be able to reintegrate 
Consider: how have individuals who come in conflict with the law been shaped by the communities from which they come? Upon release from prison and see that communities have not changed affect their reintegration?
Community Corrections 
· Move away from traditional incarceration 
· Emphasis on rehabilitation/reintegration once incarcerated 
· Supervised early release aka parole 
· Create supervise opportunities for testing, using and refining legitimate skills learned in prison 
Probation itself is the punishment 
· Most common sentence in Canada – average probationary period is 14 months 
· Imprisonment is conditionally suspended 
· Supervised in community 
Probation Conditions 
· General: standardized form filled out by judge – court mandated 
· Specific: particular guidance in the form of community service 
· Fine: reimburse system for it’s time in the form of a fine 
Intermediate Sanctions 
· Sentences that represent a hybrid between jail time and probation 
· Split sentences are examples of intermediate sanctions – brief period in jail and a period of probation 
· 90 days in jail and 2 years probation
· Intermittent sentences happen when there is probationary supervision in the community during the week and then perhaps serving time in jail on weekends 
· Contributing to society, keeping a job, maintaining social ties but still punishing them for their actions 
Conditional Sentences 
· Designed to be an alternative to imprisonment in provincial facilities 
· Imprisonment is imposed but served in the community 
· Judge should not be sentencing someone as a means to be more punitive than probation 
· Alternative to prison 
· More restrictive than probation – idea that individuals are going to serve better if they are in the community rather than in prison 
· Punitive and rehabilitative 
· Tools: home confinement or house arrest, electronic monitoring or ankle monitor 
Prison as “Correctional Institution” 
· Prison itself is an institution for correction 
· Medical model of imprisonment 
· Clients are sick and we rehabilitate them to fix them with the goal of reintegration 
· Treatment model: vocational training, therapeutic interventions, pro social values – anger management, drug addiction counselling, family violence  
· Medical model as coercive making it repressive – compelling people into programs as mandated by the institution 
· No ability to exercise choice and so by not choosing to participate, then can we expect change to emerge?
· Does it facilitate real change?
· Socially? Individually?
· Can we expect individuals to effectively reintegrate back into dysfunctional scenarios?
Decarceration Movement 
· 1960s – deinstitutionalization movement 
· Questions if prison is effective at helping people 
· Prison further stigmatizes 
· Makes resocialization harder 
· Stigmatized identity that when others deal with you they associate you with the label and see you as your label 
· Impacts interactions with other people which impedes on their ability to reintegrate 
“Nothing Works” Doctrine 
· Martinson, 1974 lead author 
· Cast doubt on treatment philosophy 
· Is rehabilitation possible?


Reintegration Approach 
· Rhetoric (narrative implies that there is a script or story that is being followed) that is governing corrections in Canada 
· Correctional ideology/rhetoric 
· Acquisition of legitimate skills allowing you to become pro social instead of anti social 
· Creation of supervised opportunity for testing, using and refining skills in a supervised environment 
· Recidivism – risk analysis 
· When people don’t reoffend they are fixed 
· Risk – static (things that indicate potential to reoffend but cannot be changed hence they are static)
· Age, criminal history, gender
· Needs – dynamic (things that we can intervene upon in order to augment them)
· Mental health, addiction issues, community function
· Case management process 
· Offender Intake Assessment (OIA) 
· Domains: 7
· Institutional parole officers think about a person’s attachment, status for static risk analysis
· Community management strategies is a program run to help individuals to find pro social acquaintances
· Programs to determine if someone is able to reintegrate into society   
· Domains also are analyzed to tell whether or not someone dynamic needs are being worked towards 
· Correctional Plan / Supervision 
· Case preparation for release 
· Parole Board decision 
· Release/community supervision 
Risk Assessment 
· Likelihood of recidivism 
· Clinical opinions used to asses – professional opinions 
· Asking qualitative questions but results are quantifiable 
· Actuarial – collection and measurement of data
· Statistical and mathematical and seemingly pure and scientific (value neutral) 
· Reasons to ask questions: we feel that we know the key predictors of risk because of our experience with prisoners 
· Does this represent the entire population considering we only look at a population of sentenced criminals? 
“New Rehabilitationism” 
· Attempting to determine riskiness by looking at their static Risk(iness) – and dynamic needs as a mechanism to tailor their plan (things we ask them to do) 
· Lack through no fault at all – we are allowing these needs to constitute riskiness so the problem becomes that people might have issues not their fault making them prone to criminality but then we use those things to define those people as riskier than others 
· Intervenable 
· Use to get criminals to desist (process of seizing to participate in criminal activities)
· Responsibilization of prisoners – we give them the tools and programming and so now they have to take advantage of what is being offered (you will be seen as being able to reintegrate) 
· Risk assessment and risk knowledge merged with rehabilitation
· Rehabilitating in more tailored ways 
· Effective risk management and treatment strategy 
· Rather than making it a blanket treatment it is individualized 
· Measuring stick automatically disadvantages groups in conflict with the law because the data that authority uses to determine key risk predictors is based upon people who they studied already in contact with the law, if we keep in mind that the people who are criminalized generally come from certain communities, namely those who are already structurally disadvantaged we can see that logically if we want people to fit the hetero normative, they will fail 
Critiques 
· Transform individual’s risk:
· Measuring stick automatically disadvantages groups in conflict with the law because the data that authority uses to determine key risk predictors is based upon people who they studied already in contact with the law, if we keep in mind that the people who are criminalized generally come from certain communities, namely those who are already structurally disadvantaged we can see that logically if we want people to fit the hetero normative, they will fail 
· Transform risk of the individual: criminalized 
· To look like whom? Who is used as the example of the model citizen?
· White middle class heterosexual male normative 
· People are automatically disadvantaged because of where they come from and who they are 
· Morally laden scales that assess people’s conduct and their character 
· Social problems individualized
· Compel people into programming and put the responsibility on the person to take advantage of the programs and to transform themselves (women prisoners told they will become empowered)
· Problems within the individual that the prison tries to fix however nothing structurally has changed so upon release they are at a disadvantage 
· Distrust between authority and prisoners (do not use fists but the environment is violent and demeaning) 
March 2
Exam tutorial: 2:30-4 next Wednesday VNR2095 FSS13305 office 
First test as to whether or not people have accepted the messages inside: 
Parole
· Based on the belief that prisoners should be slowly released back into the community and it should be supervised 
· “Carefully constructed bridge between incarceration and return to the community”
· Something that authorities will enable prisoners to reintegrate with their feet solidly planted on the grounds 
· Conditional release and forms of parole as the same thing 
· Supervised early release from correctional confinement 
· Still considered to be imprisoned, just serving the remainder of the sentence in the community
· Probation is a sentence handed from a judge to serve time IN community; parole is serving the remainder of the sentence in the community 
· Granted by a parole board; assess level of risk on the basis of how well you have done your time in prison
· Parole Board of Canada
· Provincial parole boards
Types of Conditional Release
1. Temporary Absence (from the institution): could be escorted or unescorted; typically the first type of release someone is granted; granted because: you need to visit a doctor, participate in a program in community, visit family
2. Day parole: inmate can participate in community activities; typically given to an inmate before they are granted full parole (6 months)
3. Full parole: can request/apply to parole board after serving 1/3 of sentence or 7 years in federal prison; by the time 2/3 hits then usually day parole is transitioned into full parole; once granted: general and specific conditions upon release
· Why might people not apply?
· Too high risk; institutionalized people who would rather stay inside rather than think of going out; distrust the system and want to avoid being monitored
4. Statutory release: requires federally sentenced prisoners to served the final third of their sentence in the community; under supervision with conditions similar to those granted full parole; reason: reintegrate federal offenders back into the community, provide them opportunity to gain experience on the outside
· Mechanism put in place to prevent people from having their warrants expire; some people are too risky that there needs to be a trial or none at all: dangerous offenders, violent offences, etc. 
Support for Community Corrections 
· Rationale: “its better if people serve their sentence in the community”; allows people to more easily live a pro-social life and avoid criminal activity 
· Lower cost: cheaper to have people serve their sentences in the community
· Increased employment  restitution: people will be able to maintain contact with their families; fewer people go on social assistance; pay taxes, get wages, spend money in the community in local businesses; families might be able to stay together; greater likelihood for prisoners working to pay restitution to victims and society for their crime
· Community support: more likely to exercise informal social control over the person; more subject to forces of control; develop positive networks; model pro-social behaviours
· Less “criminalized socialization”: less opportunity to socialize criminogenic ways when people avoid prison
· Increased use of community services 
· Better chance for rehabilitation according to proponents of community corrections: access to therapy, community groups, access to outreach programs that people say have greater influence than seeking help from authority; more humanitarian: avoid stigma of having served time, avoid detrimental impacts of being locked in a total institution, better chance of staying healthy
Critiques
· Not punitive enough: not considered punishment; people need to be sent away to be punished or it doesn’t constitute punishment 
· Lack of understanding with this critique: things like conditional release or probation are actual sentences of imprisonment but served in a community; over-simplistic
· Insufficient control: prisoners are criminals who have done bad things and we need to control them; authorities are human too and are incapable of handling too many offenders (big case load)
· Increased costs to the community: not everyone does this successfully; having to deal with new victims or deal with the costs of figuring out what people have done (trying them again); ‘burden’ to the community and require social assistance
· Sentence disparity: people are not serving the time they have been sentenced for in a uniform way between one another; people who feel this way encourage mandatory minimums and remove discretionary power from CJS
· Too much discretion: people making decisions based on what they feel, through assessing someone’s file: correctional officers, parole officers, correctional authorities; there could be potential human error; no uniformity
· Net-widening of the CJS net – arms of the state: suck more people into the system; cost-benefit analysis of the CJS: supervise people in the community but for less money; if these options are available, we are more likely to use them (try to convict, get a case together, investigation)
Desistance
· Comes when people have the skills that they lacked in the past and they are now using those to make better decisions to be more prudent and responsible
· Problematize: does not take into account structural forces that lead people into contact with the law; ignores marginality, criminalizing certain people
· Interplay of structural forces and individual choices 
· Building human and social capital
· Structural things that impact one’s ability to make certain choices; however, these don’t always make sense in people’s lives or are sometimes not available; so people make choices based on their environment 
· If we don’t change anything on the outside, are the opportunities we claim that are available really there? Are they recognized as true opportunities?
· Saying they can get work out of prison
· Opportunities 
· Available: are jobs really available to people who have a criminal record? 
· Recognizable: upon release, do they realize their opportunity to succeed?
· Accessible: are the opportunities themselves accessible considering their criminal record?
· Requires a comprehensive approach; holistic; target individual trauma that people have experienced and explain to people and be real to people that they are deprived in society and come from positions of deprivation and also build human and social capital
Community Corrections
· Individuals released will have an impact on the structure of the neighbourhood upon release 
· People in conflict with the law said to be from the same types of the community to which they will return, then we have to attend to the fact that those places and spaces will impact how successful someone is in their attempt to reintegrate and make better choices 
Communities
· Socially marginalized communities: structural barriers put in place that impact the choices available to the people in these spaces 
· “coerced mobility” describes the involuntary movement in and out of individuals who are being sucked in the CJS net and then being released and returned to those places
· Geographic concentration: class positions, ethnicities 
· Revolving door: arrest  incarceration  release  re-incarceration  release and so on  
· Hard to break the cycle 
Neighbourhood Choices versus Constraints 
· Women prisoners would like to live in ideal communities however upon release this is not their reality
· Most go back to their home communities
· Ideal: peaceful, convenient, diverse, low crime 
· Reality: racial segregation, poverty 
· Subsidized housing, “reasonable rent”
Economic Well-Being 
· Employment: 
· Lack of education: grade 9 average level of education
· Lack of skills: lack of access to jobs and opportunities; jobs previously available have disappeared 
· Disappearance of industrial sector: jobs in this sector do not exist which would potentially overlook a criminal record 
· Successive incarceration erodes employability 
· Stigma of past life visible: tainted identity attached to prisoners that impede their ability to access jobs
· Past life leads to indivisibility: lack SIN numbers and other documentation that gives people identity as a citizen
· Invisible punishment: poverty, employability and social exclusion all become part of the invisible punishments associated with prison
Family Stability 
· Regaining custody is difficult or next to impossible and sometimes children are placed into the system themselves – although it is a top priority 
· Reunification most difficult aspect of reintegration 
· Must prove they have a job; live in adequate space to provide for children 
· Barriers of being in a unit that isn’t big enough according to authorities or in a halfway house that doesn’t accommodate children 
“Embracing” Old Neighbourhoods
· 12 step messages  avoidance of people, places and things 
· Suggest must like prison therapeutic programs that they should avoid the things that triggered them to abuse drugs in the past 
· Women feel that their options are limited – people choose to exercise their agency and reframe the AA messages in ways that make sense to the reality that they find themselves in 
Three common frames that allow women to embrace or tolerate the areas they have to live in; position it as neutral or possible positive: 
· Drugs are widespread and unavoidable: I have skills to obtain drugs anywhere, so living in a different neighbourhood does not prevent them from using drugs 
· Peoples choices are constrained to their barriers in the community
· Comfort and desire in familiarity: new neighbourhoods can provoke anxiety; push people away from their family which harms them emotionally
· Benefit in being reminded of past: being around triggers reminds them not to go back to old patterns and try and avoid past ways
Holistic Approach to Desistance 
· Structural forces that might be crime making including racism, income inequality, over enforcement
· Cultures that are structurally marginalized or individuals identified as culturally different even if they don’t feel that way themselves
· Biography of the individual which are events that happened to people, have to be attended to if we want to help people move away from criminal activities 
· Interplay of forces 
· OPK: Indigenous youth who were involved with gangs working with newly released provincial and federal offenders trying to help bring about new options to prevent people from going back to gang life in more reasonable ways
Structure and Culture Impacting Individual Agency 
Colonialism: impacts of processes started years ago still affect this population
· Formalized domination (structural): reinforced the domination of Indigenous people (Indian Act); things that prevent Indigenous people from using the land we force them to be on; remove right to vote
· Removal and replacement of customs, values (cultural genocide): intent of residential schools was to kill the Indian in the child which ends up with a distrust of the RCMP 
· Intergenerational trauma: people who didn’t grow up in their communities or didn’t have parents who saw members of the community die in residential schools, or be abused 
Holistic Healing that leads to Desistance 
· Individual biographical trauma that former gang members possess: growing up in foster care; trauma in their youth in prison or on the street; significant factors when considering criminality; cannot transform if they do not deal with these issues 
· Indigenous practices: sweat lodges, talking to members of the community: ways to heal, regarded highly and resonates with Indigenous traditions 
· Mechanism to counter stereotypes
· Countering racial stereotypes  stigma: they experience their whole lives and some say they harbour inside themselves
· Traditional Indigenous experiences helped them make sense of their reality and move forward with their pride 
· Explanations for social marginalization: why you are treated the way you are; why communities look the way they do; importance of getting people to understand
· Development of new social capital: home renovation companies so that upon release, people could gain real world job skills working for companies so that they were ultimately employable through the help received 
· Giving skills but also allowing them to make connections to change and gain social capital 
· Positive associations with their Indigenous identity, embracing pro social values, enabling them to cope with trauma experience  desist from crime 
New Directions?
Peacemaking and Restorative Justice
· Restorative justice comes from a peace making paradigm – (positivistic criminology) but true restorative justice is not accomplished in the criminal justice system the way it is right now 
Criminological Paradigms 
	Mainstream Positivist Criminology
	Critical Criminology

	· Rather than talking about people in conflict with the law as criminalized people it emphasizes criminality
· Humans are determined by forces beyond their control
· Society characterized by consensus over how society should be set up or what is wrong
· Willingness to work within the establishment as it is – need for reform but they say the system is working  
· Criminologists may be objective and do objective work – job as a researcher is to uncover the truth
	· Crime is behaviour so labelled
· Humans are both determined and determining (still having choices and agency)
· Society characterized by conflict so those with power are the ones in control of what constitutes crime; manipulates people’s consent even though the ideals only benefit those with power
· Crime is a rational rational response to inequitable conditions – not because they are bad but because they make choices that make sense in their lives – do not advocate for rehabilitation of offenders because that puts the idea that people should be fixed because the system works
· Value neutral work is impossible – acknowledge bias 



Peacemaking Criminology
Foundation: critical criminology, feminist criminology but also comes from spiritual orientation 
· Critique power arrangements  emphasizes social justice – society should be more equitable
· Idea that a more egalitarian society that recognizes the dignity and worth of individuals is something that is achievable but we must dismantle current power structures in society
· Income redistribution, different forms of taxation, dismantling of capitalism, respect human rights, getting rid of CJS as it is 
· See the things people cannot or do not want to see 
· Crime is a form of suffering: when people commit things that are harmful its because they themselves are suffering
· Crime is a result of suffering 
· Crime cannot and should not be regarded neutrally: from the point of understanding, you can’t say crime is inevitable or something we should work towards policing; something as a result of people suffering because of the way that society is set up 
· Once you know things, it becomes important for you to actively try and change things structurally 
Tackling Criminal Justice Problems
· Nonviolence: violence cannot solve violence; coercive measures, oppressive practices and the use of force must be left behind; war making in an attempt to solve problems is illogical 
· Social justice: socially unacceptable relations that exist because of things like racism, sexism, etc. have to be eradicated in order for there to be justice, work so that the benefits of society are distributed equally among members
· Inclusion: multiple parties must be included in the process of reducing crime; all possess valuable insight as to how we should address the problem of crime rather than the state taking control 
· Correct means: principles that emphasize respecting rights (due process) that have to be used in resolving conflicts – used in current system even while we search for new means to deal with conflict – correct means is the opposite of the ends justifying the means
· Ascertainable criteria: any procedure or variable that informs decisions has to be understood by all parties’ part of the conflict and must be agreed to them by those parties (agreed to and understood by all)
· Made aware or the process is unfair 
· Categorical imperatives: philosophical concept that suggests the moral reasoning that informs solutions and decisions must be applicable to other times and places – moral compasses used should guide all actions in all circumstances because they are ends within themselves 
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The Legacy of Deinstitutionalization?
The Criminalization of the Mentally Ill 
Film – The New Asylums 
· Crimes against property, theft, trespassing – people with mental illness seek shelter and store owners will call the police on them to get them arrested; parole violations; medium or minimum security facilities was where they were initially housed until they showed signs of restlessness and disobeying orders which in turns spirals into putting them into a max. security facility 
· 500,000 of 2 million inmates are mentally ill housed in prisons compared to 50,000 house in mental institutions 
· No safety net for those treated for mental illness – state hospitals replaced by state prisons 
· Ohio Corrections gave Frontline unprecedented access to see what goes on behind bars when the prison is used as institution for the mentally ill 
· Group therapy in maximum security: individual cages
· Population at risk in institutions and upon reintegration because of the extensive care they need
· James Schmidt talks about his experience and talks about the conditions that inmates live in
· Could be a person’s first time seeking treatment – level of care might only be introduced once incarcerated 
· Violent outbursts, paranoia, “different world, another world inside a world” described by correctional officer Eric Neff
· Constantly need someone takes their medication, intermediate relations between staff and inmates – importance of workers understanding the environment and the people behind bars while paying special attention to security 
· Inmate Bennie Anthony served time and was supposed to be rehabilitated but upon release in 1987 he set his girlfriend’s house on fire
· Suffers from paranoia that people are going to kill him so he seeks protective custody 
· Wishes for parole because he believes he can function outside the facility 
· Doing better upon release into a treatment facility 
· Providing effective psychiatric care is difficult in maximum security prisons: inmates who suffer from mental illness worsen and try to self harm, commit suicide and their condition worsens and they develop paranoia 
· Nurse Eric – inmates get sicker and they blame it on the medicine and so they stop taking it and so their condition gets worse 
· They have to film everything; nurses and officers take turns and make statements in a video when there is a situation 
· In this case an inmate was banging his head against the wall and resisting – he was stripped naked and a heavily armed team was called to restrain him – he was placed on mandated meds
· Stole a purse which is what started his sentence and life behind bars – Robert 
· Reginal Wilkinson – Director of Ohio Corrections 
· Was behaviour resembling deviant behaviour induced by mental illness or just deviant
· Disciplinary hearings held after psychiatric consultations – if mental illness is detected charges can be dropped 
· Conduct reports used to create files on inmates – if found guilty then inmates will be sent to segregation
· Eric Neff believes that inmates should be locked up and segregated and James believes that using force is appropriate to prevent situations from getting worse – therapunitive approach is not helping inmates; these officers believe that there is an ability to administer treatment in a punitive environment like prison so they struggle to apprehend inmates while at the same time treating their condition 
· Disciplinary teams called in to cells to handle unruly inmates 
· Oakwood Facility used to house inmates who are taken out of the prison and put into psychiatric care 
· Inmate has been sent there 18 times and says he is more calm, is doing better, getting to spend more time doing what he wants, taking medication 
· 24-hour treatment environment meant to help with the mental conditions of patients 
· Sigmund Clarke visits Oakwood frequently: kept his disease regardless of what his situation was (going in and out of other facilities) 
· 90 days in Oakwood before being sent back to prison despite his doubts in the meeting he had with counsellors; he seemed hesitant that his condition would stay improving once he is put behind bars – every time he goes back to prison his condition worsens and he is sent back to the psychiatric hospital 
· He says he is stuck in a cell with too many thoughts in his head; seen smoking in cell (?) 
· Turn around hospital – short term acute care; stabilize patients so they return to prison 
· Gary Beven Chief Forensic Psychiatrist 
· Inmate who once had severe condition ended up have a less serious condition which Dr. attributes to the treatment he received in the facility 
· Mental health treatment inside prison is better than what these people would get outside the facility according to judges, correctional officers and Mr. Wilkinson 
· 98% of inmates get out and Mr. Wilkinson does not believe that releasing inmates who are still sick is smart, believes in treatment 
· Inmate meets with treatment team: killed two people because of a paranoid schizophrenia attack – he didn’t even know his condition before he was incarcerated (Louis) he doesn’t have psychotic episodes which he appreciates 
· Carl McEachron is an inmate who disagrees with the treatment behind bars; “cure all”; prison contributes to the problems that these inmates face; feels hopeless; never eligible for parole and was held 13 years past his sentence because of his behavioural problems 
· Spiral down from medium to max to super max security 
· Spitting, throwing body waste – little sympathy from officers; wanted to lock him away because of his behaviour and not have anything to do with him
· Violated his probation by stealing a bike 
· Segregation is a prison inside a prison according to Carl 
· Segregation causes people’s mental conditions to worsen; segregation can trigger mental illness according to Fred Cohen, inmates will fall apart when put into solitary confinement since they are so fragile 
· Inmate Jerry Tharp doesn’t want to leave after serving 10 years – trying to stop his release; treatment teams he has been with have not helped his condition; he is scared upon release he will murder and so he wants to prolong it and stay inside; fear of society; likes simplicity of prison and schedule; wants to live life in a psychiatric institution sleeping his life away 
· He was released to a halfway house despite his testimony against it; committed a crime two months later to get back into prison  
· Parole meetings ask questions that determine one’s eligibility for early release: family contact is limited; places to live are limited because of a disconnect between family members and inmates
· Parole granted on certain conditions and inmates are put with a PO that monitors their behaviour and makes sure they stay medicated
· Upon being granted parole inmates are put into homeless shelters 
· Most commonly inmates violate parole and end up back in prison
· Release with 2 weeks of medication however it takes 3 months for inmates to get an appointment with psychiatrists outside prison – Debbie Nixon Hughes – engage in criminal activity that sends them back into the facility because they are unable to access help 
· Keith Williams sent back after less than a month outside prison for a summary offence 
· Ensuring the use of prisons if we are consistently using them as treatment facilities even if that is not what they were created to do nor are they equipped to do so 
Criminalization of the mentally ill has emerged from deinstitutionalization 
History
· Common belief: people who suffered from mental illness suffered from a disease of the soul 
· Madness stemmed from the fact that they had an evil within them
· Assumption that God punished them by making mad: the way we treat them is as if they were not human 
· Containment, incapacitation, starvation, not providing services
· Later on… less reliance on discourse and trying to uncover the causes of the behaviour and using treatment methods to cure individuals but it just ended up being torture 
· Whipping, beating, shocking, blood letting 
Moral Treatment of Mental Disorders 
· Emergence of the moral treatment of mental disorders: should be treating people and providing for their psychological care in more humane ways; moral discipline; merging psychiatry, psychology with religion
· Emphasis that we should not torture or treat individuals as animals but we should be taking more care of them 
· Shared ideas amongst researchers that there is a need to do research on subjects and gain knowledge 
· Disease of the brain  treatment  cure 
· Different scientists come up with their own theories as to what was wrong in someone’s brain and how to treat it 
· Rotary chair: spins someone at high speeds to rebalance one’s brain 
Psychiatric Facilities 
· State run hospitals or institutional settings that would house people who were believed to have mental disorders 
· Cognitive impairments housed in the same places as more conventional psychiatric illnesses – coexist 
· Live and work in facilities 
· Guidance and supervision required from others 

Total Institutions 
· Question the use of spaces as either to make people well or have a good quality of life 
· Critique of all institutions that emerges in 1960s is written by Goffman
· Asylums: ethnographic experiences as an orderly in a long term mental health facility 
· Total institution 
· Small, segregated society (work, live, do activities but do not live), people and institutions removed from larger society (Goffman) 
· Spheres of life merge is on place must have an effect on a person 
· Social hybrid
· Residential community 
· Formal organization with a specific purpose
Typology of Total Institutions 
· Provide care to incapable but harmless 
· Provide care to incapable but threatening 
· Protect community from intentionally dangerous 
· Pursue work 
· Provide retreat: remove from outside society and provide a space where people can reflect, pray, meditate and ultimately change who they are 
· To be considered a total institution….
Institutional Life 
· Watchful eye of authority is central: continually monitoring inmates in the institution; put in place so that things can run more smoothly 
· Al individuals live by same routine: strict order as people move through their day
· People’s time and space are controlled; limited variety of things to do; certain activities will be enforced to everyone 
· Organized around institutional goals: specific reason as to why a person is sent there, whether it’s to correct bad behaviour, cure people, make people smarter, make people closer to God; so if that is the end goal, Goffman would say everything put in place is seeking to accomplish that goal
· Individual goals matter much less than if at all in this context
· Means of enforcing that goals are realized through surveillance 
Life in a Total Institution 
· Process of initiation into one’s new role as an inmate starts when someone is admitted 
· Admission procedures = "programming”
· Ways by which you identify in the past start to be erased within the context; institution decides what attributes they use as the basis for one’s new identity 
· Products that comprise our identity kit or stable identity or stable sense of self start to get removed
· Ultimately one is supposed to feel a certain tension between your old self and the new self that the institution is trying to mould you into being 
· Mandate is to transform so there needs to be on some level, someone to let go of who they were on the outside
· Police academy training; military training: submit to the total institution
· Goffman realizes we sometimes voluntarily enter into the institutions but the way things are carried out is the same as places that people go to involuntarily 
· Inmates “worked on” as objects with an eye to make people better 
· Shaving hair, cutting hair to be European during colonial era
· Idea that someone is ignorant and they need to be reconstructed 
· “Mortifying” experiences 
· Shaming people is an attempt to show people that who they are upon entry is not okay and they should reshape themselves 
· Goffman says that there are humiliating poses that people were forced to put themselves in
· Raising one’s hand in school (giving someone permission to talk which reinforces that people are inferior), standing on one foot: on some level you are forced to place your body in a way that brings you shame 
· Put yourself in a pose that indicates to you that you should feel a certain sense of shame 
· Physical exposure such as strip searches, communal showering; you cannot decide where and when you use your body 
· Emotional exposure such as forced confessions in church 
· Humiliating verbal acts: forcing someone to call you by a title like Mr. or Dr. or Sir: forcing someone to do this reinforces that one person holds the power
· Mechanisms used to tell inmates they have no power or authority and they must follow the rules; ultimately who these people are is unworthy 
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What criticisms lead to us as a society, not wanting to put people into these total institutions?
· Inmate is used by Goffman to describe anyone who resides in any total institution not just prisons
· Total institution: space whereby people are transformed into something better; people worked on as objects – idea to transform them; places with official formal mandates; everything that happens in the space is done to meet the mandate: making them mentally healthy, incapacitating them because they are “bad” and “dangerous” 
· “Mortifying” experiences: meant to shame the person 
· Humiliating poses: demonstrate subservient status to authority
· Bowing, being forced to use certain utensils 
· Humiliating verbal acts: demonstrate a level of authority 
· Asking permission to go to the bathroom 
· Experiencing humiliating verbal acts: someone calls you a name 
Exposure in Total Institutions
Total institutions = total exposure 
· Institutions lack the ability to create of a private reserve, a boundary that allows you to keep certain things private, and only divulge certain info or expose things about yourself when you decide you want to – the private reserve is constantly because everything done in the institution is done to avoid creating it
· Emotional exposure: through coercion people are forced to share information regarding our emotional trauma
· Dis-credible facts or info is made available to different audiences in the institution over which you have no control like a file that changes the way people interpret you 
· Physical exposure: can’t prevent people from seeing you in a physically exposed manner 
· Humiliating circumstances that you are forced to expose your body such as body cavity searches or strip searches – could be indirect or through surveillance like Jail Cam
· Exposure to contamination: sharing prison uniforms with someone who has previously worn it or living conditions that are inadequate
· Forced social relationships: not being able to decide who you sleep with in a cell or who you are forced into therapeutic relationships with or who you deal with on a range in prison as well as who you share a hallway with – these people could be someone who you otherwise would never socialize with
· Exposure of significant relationships: contaminated by the fact that you cannot keep things private about people in your life 
· Contamination brings an outsider into contact with your personal relationships
· Read your mail, listen to your phone calls, force you to talk about your family and loved ones in therapy 
· People do not want to divulge all information because it could cause them to be kept in the institution longer and the context of prison influences a person’s ability or willingness to participate in therapy and disclosing information 
Life After a Total Institution?
· Goffman states that life after will pose problems and this is why it is a problematic way to deal with people even if we feel it will help them. Two process that happen a total institution:
· Disculturation: when inmates experience a loss or a failure to acquire some of the habits that are required to fully participate in society 
· Institutionalization is a word also used to describe this
· Upon release prisoners struggle to take the bus because you are not supposed to look people in the eyes behind bars so that happening is something they cannot handle or understand
· Saying that the processes of the total institutions (what people are being molded into) are literally going to strip them of their culture and self-awareness and possibly replace that with behavior and values that do not match with wider society so your ability to function becomes irrevocably impaired 
· Constraints of the institution themselves change people: how they view themselves, the world, how they are to connect with others – to the point where “normal” functioning is impossible to achieve 
· Things radically change in society especially with technology 
· Stigmatization: once you have that label of having done time or having the criminal record, the reception that you receive upon leaving the total institution and having stayed there might not be welcoming from the outside 
“Spoiled Identities”
· Goffman (1963) 
· Stigma is an attribute that is deeply discrediting
· Stigma = spoiled identity 
· When you posses a stigmatized identity you possess attributes that are regarded as tainting or spoiling you, reducing you from someone who is whole into someone who particularly embodies the taint 
· Where they could come from: physical attributes; something representative of your character; mental health issues; criminal record; blemishes of the physical character
· “a negatively valued aspect of an individual’s life comes to dominate their social identity and self-concept” because others deem you to be tainted; because you have a spoiled identity 

How Others See You Becomes Who You Are
· In figuring out who we are, we are analysing the impressions we make on other people 
· Becker’s concept of master status can come into play 
· Deeply discrediting attribute that one holds cuts across all our personality 
· Master status  dominant identity is our spoiled identity that overrides all our statuses in all contexts which we cannot avoid or get rid of because they are so highly adhesive 
· Does not have to be stigmatized but in class context we use stigmatization 
Challenges to Institutionalization 
· Total institutions further stigmatize people and:
· Prevent resocialization / reintegration 
· People experience disculturation and the institution itself stigmatizes the individual 
· Disability rights movement particularly in the US when veterans returned from war with PTSD 
· Rehabilitation acts pop up in the 1970s with the goal of gain equality for people who not only had physical but mental disabilities 
· Canadian Human Rights Act 1976 – Canadians with disabilities equal to everyone and have the same rights 
· Accessibility and safety rights in the environment; equal opportunity to education, independent living, employment; and, the freedom to live without violence, abuse or ableism
· Institutions become a prime focus for advocates – why should people tell you what and when to take medication? Why do people decide how long your stay is before you are fixed?
· Accompanying these newly publicized voices are three revolutions in mental health care:
· Medical model
· Widespread use and development of psychoactive drugs: use chemical therapies and medicines to change someone’s mental 
· Deinstitutionalization: need to move away from warehousing people in these spaces
Pharmacological Advances
· Medications developed to have anti-psychotic effects 
· Drugs being developed that can effectively treat people and stabilize them which allows people to consider how they can administer these drugs themselves 
· Personal medication regimens 
Deinstitutionalization
· Movement in 1960s and 70s states that we can have mental health care in the community so as a process it was intended to eliminate (provincial) facilities 
· Less isolating places 
· Two ways that it could be realized:
· Reduce institutionalized populations: by releasing people and closing institutions; prevent people from being readmitted by taking them to emergency hospital
· Change procedures and policies: decriminalize certain acts and change laws to make it harder for people to be involuntarily admitted into institutions in the first place
· Learned helplessness and hopelessness as a result of prior processes – change how easy it was to be involuntarily admitted
· Self advocacy: individuals should be able to speak on behalf of themselves and even if they require aid or care, it doesn’t mean they have to give up all control
· Intentions are complicated by socio-economic changes that accompany the change they wish to see: no strategy in place and no outpatient opportunities built; housing market changes and there are less affordable places for people who are let out of institutions who are forced onto the street; neo-liberalism; responsibilization; money saved didn’t translate into anything useful for the community
Community Psychiatry or Psychiatric Community?
· Creation of new psychiatric communities within the community: movement from one total institution to another 
· Inner city ghettoization characterized by the spaces where the services they need are located
· Community-mental health facilities construction met with opposition from neighbourhoods 
· NIMBY: people have benevolent values but not in their backyard (NIMBY) 
· Influx of the mentally ill in certain neighbourhoods with services – begs to ask whether or not these communities can support these needs? 
· Prison populations  mental hospital populations
· Negative correlation: as prison populations increase, people institutionalized for mental health reasons decrease 
Criminalization of Mental Illness 
· Depending on your issue…
· Inability to understand and comply with laws since you are unaware that your actions constitute a crime 
· Not knowingly committing crimes; your situation and geography affect your actions that are criminalized
· Lack insight into illness: don’t know they’re sick or take medication and feel side effects; go off the medication and feel better when they are off; could cause someone to act out
· Self-medication with other substances because you are aware of your mental condition 
· Could be illegal drugs or using licit drugs illegally 
· Lack information about rights and options 
· Lack social support upon reintegration
· Limited access to where you can live and with who 
· Hospital rules: when police pick someone up and decide that they need to visit the hospital; if you exhibit aggressive behaviour then people are not willing to take you in as you pose a security threat so they are put back into the CJS; threat to shelter workers and others using a facility pushes people out
· “red tape” 
· Legislative changes
Poverty and Mental Illness 
· Wages that people get – total income under $18,000 a family is considered poor 
· Income threshold below which a family is likely to spend more money on food, shelter and clothing than the average family 
Intersection of Mental Illness and Homelessness 
· Mental illness is not a crime nor is everyone who is mentally ill a criminal 
· Homelessness is not a crime nor does it cause people to commit crimes 
· Categorized as homeless because they lack shelter, lack financial resources to acquire shelter, or if someone requires facilities to provide them with basic needs 
· Both mental illness and homelessness might be considered to be criminalized in certain behaviours that those individuals might exhibit are labeled crimes in certain context 
· 2015 minimum necessary income $30,000 for two people
· Serious and persistent disruptive mental or emotional disorder that is disruptive to your life
· Lack of shelter and financial resources to acquire it 
· Food and shelter sought from facilities 
Mental Illness, Homelessness and Criminalization 
· Activities that homeless people are forced to engage in are criminalized but they are a mechanism of survival
· Expectations of how others should act are based on the way we interact with the social world: we are more closed off, to ourselves so we want others to mimic that same behaviour
· Survival strategy 
· Appearance of dangerousness 
· Ruddick: something that has happened because of civility laws that have an instructive function so that we link the appearance of certain people with dangerousness 
· Substance use that can be illegal or legal but used criminally
“The System That Can’t Say No”
· More systematic and predictable for agents of social control 
· Not in their expertise to diagnose people and figure out if they should go somewhere else
· Mental health agencies unable to deal with violent, intimidating, security risks 
· Policies stated that they do not have to deal with people who are seen as a security threat 
Supported Housing
· A way that we can institute care in communities while avoiding institutionalization that might end up avoiding what Goffman terms disculturation and stigmatization
· Affordable, regular housing: tied to this is the need to provide people with flexible, individual support services which allows people to feel fulfilled
· Landlord and service provider roles separated 
· Benefits to supported housing where you live in market housing
· You can avoid community opposition when building centres or services; not asking for permission
· Require “homes” rather than housing: problem with institution is that people are warehoused but in this case people are given the opportunity to live in a home
· Reduce stigma because people feel as if they are part of the world since they don’t have to live in institutions 
· Problems that arise with supported housing
· Reports of loneliness and isolation 
· Lack of informal support networks 
· Lack of affordable spaces since the rent is so expensive in communities and people’s income are lower, it impairs their ability to use supported housing 
· Discrimination by landlords should they figure out that agencies are giving people money to pay rent because of their mental illness, they could oppose and resist 
· “life is independent, life is as you make it day by day, most honorable and honest because once you go indoors you start having syndromes of living in an industrial society which makes you soft” 
· James (Toronto) wishes he still lived on the street but is forced to live in supported housing because of his income – he cannot go back to the streets 
· $55 a night in supported housing versus $170 a day in jail
· Ongoing and intergenerational trauma (abuse, where they used to live, history of colonization and how it impacts because) that persists even when they live in supported housing so the fixes are surface in these cases since they don’t address the underlying issues - Winnipeg
· $51 a night to receive support services versus $162 a night in jail
Risky Offenders
Sex Offenders as Members of the Community
Risk Society
· if we assume society is increasingly organized around risk: mitigating risks; figuring out what risks to citizens are
· Not claiming society is risky but everything is organized on the basis that we are to predict what riskiness might happen and prevent possible things from happening to us
· Everything in life oriented around calculating the likelihood of risk and mitigate their impact should they take place – taking precautions so that we never actually encounter risky things
· Different orientation – inserting itself into all different avenues 
· Risk itself as a concept deeply embedded in CJS particularly in conceptualizing how we deal with offenders 
· As a correctional approach, we assess one’s risk of reoffending and tailor rehab strategies towards mitigating that risk 
· Preoccupation with future and trying to foresee what may happen in society
· Western fixation with mitigating risk
· Large scale modernism threats such as terrorism or things that change us genetically
· Increasing risk is not being spread around and instead individualized 
· Make individuals more accountable 
· Risk is supposed to be looked after by oneself: responsibilization*
· People are supposed to foresee possible situations and so we are told to take measures that work towards lessening the blow of the consequences that will arise in the future 
· Crimes end up becoming a convenient fixation when dealing with things that we are told we can do something about 
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Risky Offenders
· Special population in eyes of CSC 
· High risk – crimes as disproportionately serious to other crimes and more likely to reoffend according to traditional CJS determinants 
Crime in a Risk Society
· In a risk society where the focus is on mitigating bad things that could happen to you, there is generalized anxiety and many of these risks could be characterized as modernization risks:
· These risks are emerging out of human modernization and development globally and societally 
· These risks are seemingly unsurmountable and sometimes incomprehensible for the average person that people struggle to figure out how they are, on an individual level, able to intervene in order to mitigate the risks to themselves 
· This includes technological advancement; loss of jobs through technology; terrorism (religion, geopolitical conflicts, cross-border access); climate change
· Knowable 
· Crime is a focus in a risk society because of the way it is presented: it is something that we can know a lot about (whether or not its true) 
· We know where crime comes from, know a lot about crime and because of that we can take action with respect to crime and mobilize CJS to prevent/control crime
· Sense that this allows us to take definite steps to increase our safety and mitigate things that could happen with respect to crime around us 

· Actionable 
· Sense that this allows us to take definite steps to increase our safety and mitigate things that could happen with respect to crime around us 
· Potentially controllable 
· Products, goods and services sold
· Being vocal about it shows that the person in power is making a difference 
· Deflect or shift people’s attention onto other things and off of bad politics or other things we should actually be concerned with
· Create fear in a large group of people and then control their actions by guiding them to serve your interests and motives 
· Keep people in power and transition people into power, create new laws
· Create us v them society 
· Identifiable victims / blameable villains 
“Responsibilization” in a Risk Society 
· “Victimization avoidance” 
· Personal safety through partnership with state to engage in victimization avoidance 
· Crime is the result of people taking opportunities presented to them through cost benefit analysis 
· In a risk society people must take precautions 
· Safe exchange station at a police station to monitor online trades
· Critiques: 
· Blame gets shifted unless people take all precautions
· “Offenders”  control strategies oriented towards risk management 
· These individuals end up being responsibalized for their own success as far as treatment goes *(New Rehabilitationism, therapeutic interventions) 
· Net widening: state control extending into the community at large* 
· Partnerships with communities
Culture of Control
· Garland, 1999 – discourses on how we think about crime, criminality and CJS and in the culture of control it exists right at this time. Two discourses are fundamentally different but operate at the same time in society. They can come together with certain types of crime and criminals.
· “Criminologies of the self” 
· Assumption that crime is a normal, social fact because the people who engage are opportunistic consumers who make a rational cost-benefit analysis and then deciding to engage in this criminality 
· To prevent crime, you have to mitigate the opportunities that people have to engage in it
· Role of CJS is to partner with communities and create programs at arms length 
· “Criminologies of the other”
· Crime conceptualized as the result of bittered, dangerous others – people outside the community with whom we share very little and we wish to maintain great social distance 
· Danger from “outside” – “Stranger danger”: they are seen to erode our social structure
· Stigmatized others 
· Exceptional others: disproportionately dangerous to society who need to be stopped to ensure people don’t get hurt 
· Role is to use strong laws and state intervention in order to isolate the “others”
Sex Offenders as Exceptional Others
· Dangerous because of how we construct the people they hurt in the context of their crime 
· Constructing perpetrators as men and survivors as women and children 
· Predominant way: we see women and children as inherently more vulnerable in society 
· Gendered way of conceptualizing this offence based on our beliefs on biology, stereotypes because women and children are seen as helpless
· Represented as monstrous since they target the vulnerable which fits with the discourse of them being exceptionally dangerous – they share nothing with the average person – without taking into account that they are actually people which might preclude us from actually using methods which prevent recidivism 
· Master status is monstrous which is heavily stigmatized 
· They possess a spoiled identity and this label is exceptionally hard to shake off even if they serve time 
Sex Offenders in Canada 
· Differentiation between 3 levels of sexual assault 
· Sexual interference or sexual exploitation different category 
Christopher’s Law 
· Ontario Sex Offender Registry 2000
· Government claims compliance rate is 95% 
· Purpose: tracking sexual predators and assisting police in these investigations
National Sex Offender Registry 
· Sex Offender Info Registration Act (SOIRA, 2004) 
· Registration is court ordered and must re-register annually 
· Registered for 10 or 20 years to life 
· Penalties for failing to comply 
· Not available to the public 
Past Approaches to Dealing with Sex Offenders 
1. Clinical approach: suggests that risks aggressors pose is because they have a mental disorder 
· Sex offenders are mentally disordered 
· Diagnose and treat offenders 
· Sexual psychopath laws (1930-1950) experts say that deviance of al sorts was caused by psychopathology 
· Law emerging out of the assumption emphasized indeterminate confinement 
· Serve 2 years and then have preventative detention indeterminately
· Deprivation of people’s liberty, even those who are stigmatized, was a lesser evil than the potential harm that those people could pose  
· Community safety through individual care 
2. Justice approach: increase on emphasis that people shouldn’t be involuntarily confined nor should confinement be based on the discretion of doctors
· Reaction to therapeutic tyranny: doctors who have knowledge and use it to confine people to their terms for whatever length of time – saw people not as using medical judgement but moral  
· Offenders are rational and engaged in cost benefit analysis (not legally insane) and that the offence itself must be taken into consideration when punishing individuals rather than just the idea that they are mentally disturbed 
· Cannot unduly restrict anyone’s civil rights and doctors cannot be allowed to restrict people’s rights on the basis of their personal opinions
· Dangerous offender legislation (1962, 1977) which applies to a broader category of people as of 1977 which also allowed for indeterminate sentences but also determinate sentences on the basis of the acts they committed
· Resisted by victims’ groups and women’s groups who stated that community protection should come first while the rights of offenders be secondary to that 
· Argued that determinate sentences that sex offenders receive were not proportionate to the harm they caused 
3. Risk Management-Community Protection Approach 
· As we become sophisticated in our use of technology, technology itself is increasingly sophisticated 
· Privileging of coming up with measurable ways of assessing risk – technology used as a mechanism to create data that allows us to assess risk in ways that we feel are value neutral and scientifically objective 
· Actuarial data used to predict the possibility that people will offend or reoffend in ways that we feel are now scientifically objective
· Technology of actuarial justice merged with populist social movements: people led by moral entrepreneurs in attempting to neutralize the dangers that potential offenders pose to them 
· Law enforcement is an arm of the state and state sanctions mobilize the public in dealing with this population of people (crim of the other merged with crim of the self) and politicians capitalize on this frequently 
· Moral entrepreneurs 
· Panoptic control + synoptic control 
· Community surveils dangerous few
· Community is involved in managing and socially controlling this proportionately dangerous population  
· Shift occurs because of various factors in society including a sense of anxiety and desire to mitigate threats i
Panoptic Approach to Social Control 
· Few experts control entire risky populations through surveillance 
· Like the Panopticon, there is the few watching the many
· Merging this with synoptic approach 
· The many surveying the few 
· Community notification starts to become offered as a mechanism of social control that the many are going to exercise over the few who are in the offenders group  
Campaigns to “Name and Shame” 
· Community based efforts 
· Fuse of Panopticism and synopticism is merged within the community and the community is mobilized into managing the dangerous 
· Collective punitive and incapacitative actions (efforts to hurt people after they serve time are both efforts to punish and the idea that we can contain people even though they are not confined)
· Double jeopardy in a way
· Disintegrative shaming – “othering” 
· An effort to concretely “other” individuals 
· By virtue of what people have done, they are irredeemable – what they have done is representative concretely of who they are 
· Effort to continually shame people for what they have done 

Latent Consequences of Notification and Registration 
· Unofficial dissemination and inappropriate use of information; identification of victims; courtesy stigma; vigilantism and harassment 
· If what we say is that we oppose these actions, there is a possibility that if we harass people enough or make them feel excluded people will go into isolation and be at a higher risk of reoffending 
· Social exclusion reinforces that people are not welcome and never will be welcome 
· Lose informal social control because we lose our sense of mutual obligation 
· Excessive fear and an unrealistic sense of security 
· Lack of efficacy in terms of public safety and security; expensive; negative effects on housing market 
Shame 
· Campaigns to name and then shame people perpetually 
· Shame might actually be a productive force as well 
· Action against another individual and then they are met with social disapproval – embarrassed by others for their action 
· Based on that mortification, they actually end up experiencing a certain emotion out of it 
· Emotional response by that individual is remorse which can lead people to change their behaviour 
Shaming
· Disintegrative shaming: punishment and then social exclusion forever 
· You did a bad thing, you are a bad person and you cannot move beyond this stigma 
· Reintegrative shaming: socially disapprove of wrong-doing without stigmatizing offender repeatedly 
· Addresses the action and not the person 
· Community still accepts people when they try and repair their harm 
· Humiliating people occurs here: sex offenders with a sign
Desistance (OPK Article) *
· Process rather than a single event – for people to desist from crimes in a cemented way, there needs to be the ability for these people to develop social capital which becomes key in getting people to stop participating in crime. Range of factors that let people gain social capital:
· Primary: emerges in a period of time when people stop committing crimes (fleeting or temporary) usually occurring because of external instances in their lives that cause them to temporarily stop committing crimes
· When someone gets a job; have kids; relationship starts
· Secondary: emerges when someone’s identity changes and they see themselves in a new light
· Tertiary:  cemented state of desistance when individuals are integrated into the community and see themselves as someone who belongs so they experience a sense of true belonging 
· People who don’t engage in crime for long periods or forever 
· True reintegration leads to desistance
· Comparing correctional approaches like New Rehabilitationism with OPK – people were given skills that didn’t allow them to reintegrate 
CoSA (Circles of Support and Accountability)
· Synoptic approach that resembles restorative justice
· Synopticism doesn’t need to be punitive in its stance, there can be the many watching the few in ways that could be productive (informal social control) 
· Hold people accountable by having people watch over and support an individual and help the integrate them into their community and social network 
· “no more victims” | “no one is disposable” since they argue for a pragmatic approach to prevent recidivism while still adopting a strength based approach rather than a deficit model that correctional programing would use to reinforce that individuals are capable of doing better and make amends for what they have done – they are not defined by this one act and they can be reintegrated
· Volunteer Members form the circle and Core Members are offenders
· Covenant formed between them which is an agreement where there are rules: no secrets; committed to living a pro-social life; recognize what they have done is wrong 
Reintegration Ceremony 
· Disapproving of the even that took place but not the person
· Identification with multiple interests (community, victims, offenders)
· Community has a right to be safe as do victims or potential victims 
· Perpetrators themselves also have interest in this process that must be met 
· Non-authoritative actors are privileged and this is not associated with CSC 
· Members volunteer 
· Offender acknowledges wrong-doing and commits to upholding societal values and not reoffend as part of the covenant
· Rituals of inclusion that happen in the context of the circle 
· Develop and foster trusting relationships 
· Mutual obligation established because people are less likely to commit offences if they feel close to people and have mutual obligations to one another
· Civic engagement through volunteering in the community and fostering relationships with the community to avoid isolation to help change attitudes of the members of the community
· Anchor moments of desistance because people feel like they belong, they have people they can turn to and they have expectations placed on them and they have a purpose 
· Radically inclusive 
· Success is the end-goal which constitutes no recidivism pursued despite setbacks
· Volunteers still visit offenders if they are put back into prison for breaching parole 
Evidence-Based Practice?
· Longer time until first offence 
· Control group – three times as many instances of recidivism 
· CoSA group – 70% lower rate of sexual recidivism 
· Harm reduction function represented by CoSA because even though there are rates of recidivism, it is less severe
How can community be used as a way to help people rather than responsibalize them?
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Eliminating the “War on Drug Users”
Myths About Drug Use
· Drug uses causes crime 
· Idea that users participate in acquisitive crime and although there might be a correlation between property crime and drugs, talking about things in terms of causation is problematic and we do not want to overstate the link
· Certain drugs and their use is criminalized which is what causes crime – no drug laws, no crimes
· Users have particular lifestyles
· Illicit and illegal drug users are assumed to be homeless, lazy, selfish, using social assistance
· Middle class or upper middle class lifestyles who have families, jobs, children, who are white still engage in drug use 
· Certain drugs are naturally worse than others which is why they are prohibited 
· Crack cocaine criminalized because of our association with it being instantaneously addictive and it was also associated with being going on binges frequently
· Drugs are obtained through predatory pushers 
· Contagion theory: people infecting one another with the disease of addiction
· High levels of self esteem needed to avoid pushers who are trying to get you hooked on drugs 
· Enslavement hypothesis 
· Drug use = addiction 
· You become a slave to the addiction because once you start using you cannot stop 
· Abstinence as the mechanism to deal with harm of using substances and fits in with a prohibitionist approach to banning certain substances 
· Gateway hypothesis 
· “soft” drugs  “hard” drugs 
· Once you allow people to use a drug like cannabis, it opens the possibility that people will move on to worse drugs 
· As people become bored or habituated, people will seek new highs 
Psychoactive Substances
· Properties that are capable of entering blood streams and altering the central nervous system 
· Can affect the brain (mood, perception, consciousness, cognition, behaviour) 
· A person has to learn what to expect when they are ingesting substances in order for them to experience that as a high 
· Social environmental, cultural, physical factors that affect how the drug hits you 
· Drugs are banned when we are using them for recreational, pleasure seeking purposes 
The “Drug Problem”
· “Drugs” = generalized category that encompasses a lot of substances that can have differing impacts on people 
· Encompasses how people perceive what the conversation is about (not pharmaceutical) 
· Catch all phrase with core assumptions about the discourse on drugs 
· Generally used as justification for why the drugs are illegal and considered socially unacceptable (illicit):
· Addictive: more harmful to individual users
· Extreme social costs associated with them and they erode the social and moral fabric of society 
· Increased health care costs associated with them 
· Lower rates of productivity 
· Law enforcement expenditure because people are engaging in this bad behaviour  
· Criminogenic
· Irrational, impulsive actions of people when they take drugs 
· Turf wars breaking out because of the black market 
· Problematizing:
· Extreme social costs: would the costs exist if the drugs weren’t illegal? Would not be a criminal justice issue
· Criminogenic: not everyone who does drugs engages in crime; associating with a certain group; addiction leading to crime

Addiction 
· More likely to occur because the drugs have pharmacological properties that are inherently dangerous 
· Pharmacological equivalents that are legal while other spectrum has drugs that are illegal  
· Use v abuse “misuse”
· Characterizing both use and abuse in a problematic way 
· Use is misuse which constitutes abuse which has more to do with how we conceptualize the drug and less how we use it 
Continuum of Drug Use 
· Far end is those who do not use 
· Situational use 
· Managed use 
· Problematic: could consider themselves to being close to have an addiction
· Complex addiction: population of people who are punished the most for their use of drugs 
Prescription Pharmaceuticals 
· Average prescriptions / Canadian is 14 
· Obtained legally from professionals with whom we trust our money and our health and increasingly we are told to rely on these drugs in order to live a good life and survive the constraints of the culture 
· 1,035 new drugs approved by FDA 1989-2000 in USA
· 28.8 billion invested by Canadians in drugs 
· Anti-depressants and birth control used by most women in a certain age range 
The Case of Licit Psychoactive Drugs 
· Drug culture that is legal because it is associated with respectable classes and bound up in ideas about the medical consumer as being someone who is deeply embedded in middle class life 
· Pharmaceuticalization: legal drug culture of the respectable middle class 
· Looking after oneself and being able to function according to norms is something that using certain drugs is thought to aid and increasingly just become the expectation of proper citizens 
· Exercise discipline by not using for overt pleasure; do not obtain from people other than docs 
· Using pharmaceuticals is the way to go (to go to sleep, survive work)
· Tension between licit psychoactive drugs and illicit psychoactive drugs 
· Drug use enables normal functioning: alieving chronic pain or change one’s brain chemistry
· Physical dependence is desired 
· Certain subjects entitled to alter consciousness often times because they resemble the ideal citizen 
Free-Market Society 
· Achievement orientation 
· Individualism 
· Universalism 
· Success = money 
· Exaggerated emphasis on monetary success through any means necessary 
· Dark side  anomic imbalance 
· People experience anomie, people who are alienated and disaffected and isolated 
· Eliminated or diminished in importance 
· Personal worth judged by what you achieve rather than who you are or how you relate to people 
Dislocation and Free-Market Society 
Alexander, 2001 
· Psychosocial integration inhibited: people’s ability to feel integrated or profound interdependence between themselves and society cannot be developed; psychosocial integration is experienced as a sense of identity because of their ability to have stable social relationships and that these relationships provide them with a set of duties and obligations through which an individual defines who they are  
· Free market society: the ability of people to achieve integration is lost because the emphasis is on individual achievement at any cost, chasing monetary success
· New media: inhibit psychosocial integration because we lack the ability to socialize properly 
· Dislocation = ‘poverty of the spirit’ 
· When people cannot achieve psychosocial integration 
· Absence of people being able to identify with family, community and society; absence of spiritual values that make life bearable on most days and joyful occasionally 
· This type of alienation is what leads to addiction 
Addition as Adaptation 
· People vulnerable to addiction are those who are far from psychosocial integration 
· Absence of achievable, healthy possibilities 
· “substitute lifestyles” when people are not able to figure out how to integrate in a healthy manner so these lifestyles are about excessive habits
· Create response to ease pain 
· People adapting to their social reality 
Regulating Drug Use
Strategies 
· Prohibition: barring drug use; drugs themselves and use itself are criminal activities
· Decriminalization: possession of small amounts of certain drugs for personal use is not a criminal offence but everything else to do with that drug is still criminal 
· Harm Reduction: based on a public health philosophy; assumption that people have always participated in activities and people will continue to engage in the activities so this approach seeks to reduce the harm that participating in these behaviour but not necessarily geared to preventing the behaviour from happening or compelling people to stop 
· Supervised injection sites; crack pipe initiatives; needle exchange
· Legalization: scenario in which drugs, regardless of the purpose would be regulated like any other commodity 
· Differentiating between use and trafficking: amount that one person has 
Therapeutic Jurisprudence 
Drug Treatment Courts (DTC) 
· Rehabilitative punishment 
· Strong arm of the law used in collaboration with the humaneness of treatment 
· Offenders are addicted 
· “sick”  curable: they are treated which should diminish the contact with the CJS and make the community safer 
· Commit crime  CJS 
· Coercion to compel them to change and then deterrence from engaging in the same behaviour, just deserts 
· Can the CJS be a therapeutic agent of change?
· Therapunitive paradigm 
· Coercion into situations and holding threat of punishment can prevent people from changing in meaningful ways 
“Tomahawk and Healing Balm”
· Chronic disorder overcome by personal willpower discipline 
· Conceptualizes addiction as a mental disorder or a disease that can be overcome using willpower and discipline – behaving in responsible ways 
· Individuals as self-determining and should be given the opportunity to become a better person
· Holding an axe over someone’s head and then compelling them to apply the healing balm 
· Incarceration  new disciplinary techniques 
· Motivational sanctions term used in the court: punishments put in place to motivate people to do better and live the right lifestyle 
· Target  lifestyle correction (Fisher) 
· What is associated with DTC: moving to better neighbourhoods; better programming
“Individualized Justice” 
· Function of judiciary changes 
· DTC is about a singular court with a judge(s) who are in the court and get to know the participants and their role is not the role of “normal” judge who is supposedly a neutral arbitrator of justice but now they become part of the team so their goal is to make sure people finish the program 
· Focus on ends rather than means 
· Function of defence counsel changes 
· Instead of making sure Crown proves case they are now part of the team: makes sure client understands what is happening and the expectations 
· Due process not protected: plea guilty so if you mess up you have already plead guilty so you are put back into the system
Why the Emergence of DTCs?
Political strategy: state can claim it is doing something new about an old problem (symbolism)
· Symbolic message – “doing something new” 
· Practical effect – reinforcing the status quo (prohibition)
Why are these individuals in the system in the first place? Would they be there if drugs were not criminalized? 
Warmaking Criminology 
· Conventional criminology thinks that there is a reason to wage a war on…in this case drugs 
· “war on crime”  “war on drugs” 
· Emphasizes coercive punishment and practices
· Use violence to stop violence 
· Prevent crime through punishing people 
· Prevent social problems by strong state intervention 
· Depoliticizes 
· Failing to acknowledge that harms are the result of social inequality, dislocation, violence at the hands of the state 
· Crime is behaviour that we so label
· All harm comes from structural inequality, alienation 
Peacemaking Criminology
· Offers a different way: critique power arrangements and what the causes of social harm is while emphasizing equality and social justice 
· Crime is a form of suffering 
Peacemaking and “Real” Drug Education 
· Focus  process of sharing information and exercising personal responsibility 
· Mores, lore, norms of drug use 
+ = accurate information
· Effects, duration, doses, dangers 
· Drug users provide one another with accurate information as well as the customs that people replicate 
· When we prohibit drugs we prevent the dissemination of this information and inhibit people’s ability to participate in drug use in safer ways 
Benefits of Drug Use?
· Misinformation avoids possible benefits 
· Expression of innate desires 
· Never talk about how it is a functional adaptation or how people benefit from using the drugs themselves
· Often times it’s the fact that it makes people feel good
· How do people maintain healthy relationships with drugs? 
· [bookmark: _GoBack]Who gets to decide what we ingest? 
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