Criminal Theories I:
Looking at theory for different analytical tools to sort out the different concepts and find solutions that are necessary. 

1 – Mistrust ; Criminal justice is very reactive. Must figure out what the economics reasons for this. 
2 – Relativity of Truth ; there is not one real truth. We need to be mindful to different facts.
3 – Criminology /Sociology ; the world of criminology. There are variety of levels of analysis which helps us understand crime. 
· Interpersonal relations – or the individual, how we interact with others and how it impacts one’s behavior.
· Group membership – Subculture approach. Group has an impact on one’s behavior. 
· Social structure – Broader macro level analysis. 
4 – Criminological problems – variety of social problems that fall under criminology problems. Ex. Child labor or any type of abuse / domestic violence should be considered as criminological problems, serious forms of victimization. 

Theory construction:
1 - Social Situation / Phenomenon: a particular concern.  
2 - Concepts: identify or try to make sense of the issues/crimes. Sub concepts by looking at people’s living conditions and how it may create an impact. 
3 - Hypotheses: Proposing a reason or may help formulate a good explanation of the problem. (It can be a question)
4 - Theory: an image of reality. Finding an explanation that can be proven. A solution. 

Equation
Why? Crime (the W5’s who, what, when, where and how) Search for explanations  Criminology = answer. 

Paradigms 

Difference between a theory and paradigms: theories fall under paradigms and a paradigms is a family of theories. It is a broader umbrella of theories.  Ex. Classical and positivist theory. 
· There is a basic belief of consensus
· Fundamental image of subject matter

Role of paradigms
· Define and legitimate problems 
· Define rules of research activity
· Draw practitioners into the community 

Review
Demonic
· Structure was recognized in society – Church (God & Divine Law)
· Deviance = Sin (temptation or possession)
· Cause = Supernatural
· Response = Trials, torture 
· Critique = Reliance on belief (not fact)
· Critique = Testability?
· Critique = Torturous mutilation
· Critique = Assumption of consensus 

Classical CRM
· Structure = State & Legislative Power
· Social contract – consensus 
· Deviance = Utilitarian Calculus: Individual Act
· Cause = hedonism (^gain; pain V)
· Response = Punishment (Swift, certain and proportionate – Rational; Deter)
· Critique = Focus on individual
· Effectiveness of Deterrence?
· Assumptions of consensus, Equality.  

Neo-Classical CRM
· Structure = State (Consensus) (mental factors or other circumstances are taken into account)
· Response must consider:
· Mitigating Circumstances 
· Record of the Offender
· Pathology (social inequalities and physical defects) 

Positivism (Bio/Pathological)
· Structure = state and science (different science aspects, ex. Experiments that were conducted and what affected the individual) Micro level. 
· Deviance = Determinism (Pathology)
· Cause = Differentiation – IND BEH (Actors) 
· Response = Treatment
· Critique = Criminals vs. non-criminals?
· Critique = Intrusive treatments
· Critique = Focus on IND; ignores situations 

1. Level of analysis
· macro or micro
2. Temporality
	- synchronic or diachronic 

Micro synchronic – acts; why do some people commit a crime? Metaphor-Resemblance. Social Learning Theory and Classical Criminology.
Macro synchronic – (majority of the theories we will be seeing) Social Organization; Why does criminal activity persist? Synecdoche part/whole. Strain theory. There are different components within society that have an influence in what we do or what we make in the society. 


Ecological Perspectives – The Chicago School
Focus of Perspectives/theories

Demonic/Classical/Biopositivism = factors “insides the person”
Sociological positivism = factors “outside the person”
· sociological factors
· social environment shapes human beh
· different ways of defining social environment.

Social Ecology Theories
· Pathological conditions of communities and neighborhoods 
· Crime = environmental issue 
Ecology = interrelation between organisms and their natural environment
Social/Human Ecology = Humans and their community
Social Ecology = Human geography 

Crime = unevenly geographically distributed
	= Criminogenic areas (inner city) 
= Urban vs Rural 
= Spatial Variation in Crime Rates

Social Disorganization The Chicago School = 1 example of ecological theory
1915-1936

Explanation of Crime = areas where people live
Ethnography:
= method of research used by Chicago school theorists
= branch of anthropology
= scientific description of human societies 
= field research (grounded level)
= qualitative 
Organized areas = people obey rules (motivation)
Disorganized areas = people disobey rules

Social changes
· migration 
· industrialized 
· urbanization
· centralization
· communication

Chicago school = sociology diagnosis for instability resulting from changes. 

Adjustment to changes				No adjustment to changes
Social Organization					Social disorganization
Leads to						Leads to
Cultural transmission of organization		Cultural transmission disorg
Leads to						Leads to	
Personal organization 				Personal disorganization
Leads to						Leads to
High conformity 					High deviance

	Social adjustment

	Organized community 
Increased coordination
Personal conformity
Less deviance



Chicago School
Rapid rates of social change make it impossible to maintain consensus & coordination
· Problem = transience
· Deviance = by-product of rapid social change
· Solution = temporary adjustment: assimilate disorganized people 

Societal changes
A. MIGRATION
· suburbs
· transients in centretown
B. DEMOGRAPHIC
· baby boom
· young people = high % of population
C. CULTURAL VALUES 
· challenges of social system
· community = difficult to organize
· consensus breakdown 

Chicago 
School		= Community Prevention 
Solution


Toronto’s Regent Park – urban renewal project 
· Not safe anymore due to drugs and such. 
· Used to be a slum
· Used to have high crime rates
· They rebuilt the neighborhood 
· Failures and struggles
· Socio-economic ghetto
· Criminogenic urban area
· Proposed modifications to first project
· 2008 – Revilization still in progress 

+ focus on ethnographic & field research
+ changed focus from IND to COM
+ focus on situation
+ more complete picture
· limited definition of crime
· ignores social structure
· Ecological Fallacy
· Solution = individual particiaion
· Should focus on other social situations

Review Test 
Policy implications = solutions 

The Learning Approach:
Why people deviate?
Basic theme = Learn something deviant or bad or problematic, its not about what we learn but the significance of who and how they were that taught us this certain behavior. 

Explanation of crime
· values are different
· organization is different
· socialization is different
What you learn + who you associate with > content (knowledge) 

Sutherland Differential Association (on exam)

1. Criminal behavior is learned – recognizing criminal behavior and comparing this approach under classical and positive thought. Nor is it from a certain personality or way one looks but it is a learned behavior. 
2. Learning by interacting – with others, in the process of communications between individuals is significant, ex. Different words, body gestures which influence what one’s behavior. 
3. Learning in/with intimate groups – greater intimacy within the group the greater the communication, intimacy = closeness. Conforming. Ex. Parents the children listen closely to their parents and children are very influential.  Teens – peer pressure, adult guardians still have a strong opinion to the teen and look at them for support. The work world also can influence people. 
4. Learning a) technique; how we deflect ourselves from the crime b) motives; what drives us, what compels us. 
5. Perception of law = either positive or negative; constantly criticizing the police or justice system. 
6. Excess of negative definitions: not the only basis of knowing someone who is deviant means their going to be deviant as well. Not everyone will adopt one’s deviant behavior it depends on how close the individuals are. 
7. Four Modalities a) Frequency: the more we are bombarded to do something the greater the impact or influence. b) Duration: the extent of the time, viewed something only once for example c) Priority: ex. Children in bad homes are looking for physical and emotional needs. Those who are vulnerable in certain circumstances. Recognizing the time in life, in children especially. d) Intensity: type of relationship you have with those who are influential in one’s life. The stronger the relationship the more likely to be heavily influenced. (Modalities – cumulative effects) 
8. Learning Criminal Behavior = Same learning as for other behaviors (more in terms of content but not in terms of process itself. Learning process and implementing process is similar. Similar skill sets. Ex. Writing an exam and cheating on an exam requires both skills of reading and writing but one includes conforming and deviant behavior)
9. Criminal behavior = expression of needs and values of non-criminal behavior (needs are the same and same interests and the motivation is often what distinguishes us between the deviant behavior or conforming behavior). 

Focus on CONTENT = Re-learn content and un-learn content (teach them a different way, more of deprograming rather than teaching right from wrong, a combination of activities, must have an influence of the content and help them disconnect and have a more greater feeling about abiding by the law)

STRATEGY = Change WHAT people think, change WHO (contacts), Rehabilitation – A.A Programs 

Glaser Differential Identification – focused on how important that relationship is and how much of an influence the person may have.
· Intensity of Associations – how meaningful that relationship is.
· Degree of Identification - 
· Strength of Identification 
String ID with person  Adopt person’s values  Strong ID with deviants  likely deviant behavior

Syke’s & Matza – Techniques of Neutralization
1. Denial of Responsibility
2. Denial of Injury
3. Denial of Victim
4. Condemnation of the Condemners
5. Appeal to Higher Loyalties
When used = deflect shame and accountability (devianceneutralnormal)

Scully & Marolla – Vocabulary of Rapists
Rape = learned behavior (interactions)
Vocabulary of Motive – Neutralize
ADMITTERS = Excuse	< offenders
DENIERS = Justify		< offenders

Becker – Becoming a Marijuana User
Pleasure principle
· Must learn TECHNIQUE
· TO PERCEIVE EFFECTS
· ENJOY EFFECTS

Assessment/Critique of Learning Theory
+Attention to socialization
· Individualism (explanation + solution)
· Overly deterministic learning
No attention to
· Structure
· Crimes of passion
· Deviance committed alone
· Gendered or cultural learning

Implications of Denial
· Individual level (human dignity, self-worth of victim)
· Community/Societal level (struggle against boundaries of acceptability)
· Where is right and wrong? Ex Sandy Hill
· Global level (collective suffering: atrocities, disasters, deceit, corruption, state-organized denial, cover-up, indifference, inaction, normalization, Truth commissions, trials, memorials)
· Violence against women (normalized?)
· Holocaust deniers  damaging to Holocaust survivors/families

Functionalism
What purpose crimes serves, the dynamics.
Emile Durkheim:
· Significant founder of modern sociology, functionalism

Adaptation: changing to the behavior in society (whether criminal or not). 
Crime is a normal adaptation (or response) to abnormal circumstances. 





The Social System: 
A. Society: how each institution works, and their interconnections that makes up the broader system. How the broader functioning works, pursuing effectiveness.
B. Functional prerequisites for social system survival: what guarantees the survival of the system: 
a. Adaptation: How does the system adapt to crisis to be efficient? 
b. Integration: Ability of the institutions to interrelate and interconnect but be as independent as possible, but they need to be in sync = needs to be a great deal of communication and awareness within each other. 
c. Goal attainment: Recognition of the broader vision/collective vision as a whole. There is communication and dialogue, so they are perceived as a whole
d. Pattern maintenance: Preserve the status quo, ex. The educational system, a family, religion/Church, criminal justice system, economy, political system. People need to play specific roles to ensure there are a certain number of people who will take part in the functioning of certain systems. 
C. Social Boundaries:
Defines range of activity: Social system is made up a network with different relationships; the way that they have healthy relationships is mostly by conforming. 
Pattern of constancy and stability
Defining conformity vs. deviance = certain boundaries are set for general functioning. What is right in specific situations (ex what you do with friends vs. parents/Church)  = boundaries.  
Reference points: Comfort in geography, gender, religious identification, and culture (brings people together, sense of membership, collective identity) 
Dependency: on the boundaries (socially constructed, or routines) to feel in control and organized, they help us set what is expected and unexpected. 

Functionalism & Crime
· Necessity + Utility associated with crime and deviance 
· Horrifying experiences of victimization = negative feedback = serves as reminders of what is acceptable (society’s lawful boundaries)
· Contributions to society = optimistic viewpoint
· “Goal-directed system”: were all working towards the same achievement, recognize that when we set collective goals (guides members beh.)
DEVIANCE = 
Functional 	Normal	Necessary	Universal





Durkheim & Functions
1. Boundary-setting function
a. Expectations to behavior (moral boundaries), right vs. wrong, rewards for conforming (family/school setting) and punishment when deviant. Mechanism of social control
2. Group Solidarity
a. Formal context, criminals/ex-cons vs. non-criminals = sense of identity/labels. Consequences with the identities (Insiders/ Outsiders) 
3. Innovation Function
a. Political/Social dissent
b. Ex. Rosa Parks: started the Revolution, made changes.
c. Ex. Pro-homosexuality, special Olympics, left-handed individuals (beginning to include the excluded people of the society) 
4. Tension-Reduction Function
a. Safety valve strains within society, drains off tensions
b. Less harmful = more acceptable. Ex. swearing, playing violent video games to relieve stress without harming others. 
5. Latent Function
a. Unintended/Unrecognized contributions of deviance
b. EXCESSIVE DEVIANCE IS NOT NORMAL, BUT IS SEEN AS RATHER PATHOLOGICAL
Mechanisms of social control
· Socialization (ideal*)
· Profit (awards, rewards to encourage to comply) 
· Persuasion  (campaigns to encourage us to comply, ex. MADD)
· Coercion  (control that is punitive, should be last resort) 

All is interrelated, interdependence of all the actors/players
Just because a system is efficient doesn’t mean that it is effective (may not be better experiences for victims)

Critical Assessment: 
1. Overly mechanistic image of society: efficiently vs. effectiveness
a. False teleology: just because crime exist we cannot assume that it fulfills the system (that it is positive) 
b. Assumption: crime is inevitable and is only fulfilling the social system 
1. The circularity of functional analysis: we’re not stopping to question how the system itself may generate inequalities, engage in deviance, etc. 
a. False tautology: some people may benefit more of crime than others. 
2. Optimistic & Conservative bias of functional analysis: we’re not questioning the status quo of the system itself
3. Dichotomizes “Us” vs “Them”: clear division between criminals and “us”, 
4. (Pro) Unique search for the cause of crime: drawn us to analysis of different layers, new perspective of crime
5. Innovation: deviance has lead to lots of changes (like Revolution, anti-racism, etc). Changes that result from it shifts our perception of behavior that was previously deviant to now acceptable and vice-versa. Makes it unclear and inevitable.
In four-quadrant model: macro synchronic. Similar to social disorganization, pays attention to the social system but isn’t paying attention it’s organized, biased. 
Explain synchronic, or show how it isn’t diachronic.  


When deviance (illegal/not the norm) = conformity: examples – underage drinking in high schools/university, speeding (conforming to impatient expectations), downloading…
When conformity = deviance: being religious (society is now less religious), being honest that leads to getting into trouble, intelligent/not socially engaged students, obedience to teacher/authority

Reconsiderations:
· State criminality/state crime
· Oppressive/abusive state control
· =Learned through systematic training
· =Justified as function and necessary
Resulting in human rights violations: state crimes/harms
Complexity of Conformity and/vs. Deviance
Denial of acts as harms – techniques of neutralization

Documentary:
· School of the Americas: school is secretive
· Oppose instead of follow conformity
· School of Assassins: trained to kill their brothers and sisters, they say that they are doing good, instead of taking advantage of their position. 
· “School where the students major is murder”
Learning deviance, functionalized perspective- crime is essential (justify hurting brothers and sisters), when question necessity of crime need to notice who is getting the best of it, need to recognize the ripple effect.

Edwardo was said deviant, he was questioning the political/governmental procedures (in his article) to help the poor people in his society, and he was brutalized (school of Americas) for expressing his opinion. 
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