Overview of theory
What’s the point? 
· Need for theory?
· What is theory? 
Four themes 
1. Mistrust 
Media, internet, peers, corporations, government 
2. Relativity of Truth 
How we response depends on our experiences/perspectives 
3. Criminology/ Sociology 
a. Interpersonal relations Immediate environment 
b. Group memberships 
c. Social structure 
4. Criminological Problems 
Behavior or actions have been criminalized or perceived as a form of victimization 
Theory construction 
1. Social situation/ Phenomenon 
Problem you are trying to address 
2. Concepts 
Factors are developed and prioritized to help draw definitions and associations to criminality (correlation/causation) 
Operationalization of concepts 
3. Hypotheses 
Predictions/Assumptions/Associations/Projections 
Development of an explanation for the problem based on that 
4. Theory 
Explanation of circumstances 
Intervention/Prevention
Solutions to the problem
Equation 
Why crime? (Who, when, where, how, what?) 
Search for explanation 
Criminology= Answer 
Paradigms (Collection of theories) 
· Basic unit of consensus (Common denominator) 
· Fundamental image of subject matter 

Role of paradigm 
Define and legitimate problems 
Define rules or research activity (Methodology) 
Draw practitioners into the community 
Review
· Demonic 
· Classical 
· Neo-Classical 
· Positivism (Biological/Pathological) 
Demonic 
· Structure= Church (God & Divine Law) 
· Deviance= Sin (Temptation or possession) 
· Cause= Supernatural 
· Response= Trials, torture (Lex talionis) 
· Critique= Reliance on belief (not fact) 
· Critique= Testability? 
· Critique= Torturous Mutilation 
· Critique= Assumption of consensus 
Knowledge came from the church 
People were conditioned to expect this to be true 
Nothing was questioned 
Taken for granted 
Classical criminology 
· Structure= State & Legislative Power (Nation-state, legal organizations) 
Contest between the Church and the State 
· Social Contract= Consensus (Assumption that this is positive) 
· Deviance= Utilitarian Calculus: Individual Act
· Cause= Hedonism (Maximize gain (pleasure), minimize pain) 
· People are responsible for their actions 
· No longer conditioned by the Church 
· Response= Punishment (Swift, Certain and Proportionate- Rational; Deter) 
Making sure the punishment fits the crime 
Fairness 
· Critique= Focus on individual (Understanding people’s actions but the answer stays at the individual level rather than the social level) 
· Effectiveness of Deterrence 
· Assumption of Consensus, Equality 

Neo-Classical Criminology 
· Structure= State (Consensus) 
· Response must consider
· Mitigating circumstances (Taking the “why” into consideration)
· Record of the Offender (Taking the “who” into consideration) 
· Pathology (Social inequalities & physical defects) 
Positivism (Biological/Pathological)  
· Structure: State and Science 
· Deviance= Determinism (Pathology) 
· Cause= Differentiation- IND BEH (Actors) 
· Response= Treatment 
· Critique= Criminals vs Non-criminals (Problematic dichotomy) 
· Critique= Intrusive treatments 
· Critique= Focus on IND; ignores situations 
· Critique= Individual is allegedly too passive 
Modern Theorizing in Criminology 
Breaks down modern theorising into a four quadrant model & canvases: 
1. Types of questions 
2. Methodologies employed 
3. Level of analysis 
4. Treatment of temporality 
5. Voice 
Post-Critical Criminology 
The 4 quadrant model is based on 2 axes: 
1. Level of Analysis 
a. Or scope or scale of analysis 
b. Unit of analysis 
c. Macro or micro (Dichotomy not always clear) 
2. Temporality 
a. Synchronic= Slice of time (Specific time) 
b. Diachronic= Through time (Overtime) 
Reflection of modern theories 
Micro-Synchronic INDIVIDUAL-BEHAVIOR 
Acts: Why do some people commit crime? (Positivism, Classical Criminology) 
Metaphor (Comparison: ex. Lombroso)-Resemblance 
Ex. Social Learning Theory 
Micro-Diachronic REACTION-CONSEQUENCES-REPERCUSSIONS 
Interaction: What is the process by which individuals come to be defined as criminal?
Concern of long term impacts/societal reactions 
Still focused on the individual and individual’s care 
Diachronic is more critical, questioning, pushing boundaries
Allowed emergence of critical criminology by changing fundamental ideas 
Metonymy (Reflexion of image: Ex. Crown=King&Queen) -Essence 
Ex. Labeling theory 
Macro-Synchronic 
Social Organization: Why does criminal activity persist? 
Explain individual behavior because of societal factors (Ex. economic factors) 
Held back by the solutions only targeting the individual 
Not fundamentally changing societal factors 
Synecdoche: part/whole 
Ex. Strain theory  
Macro-Diachronic FUNDAMENTAL QUESTIONS 
Social change: What are the dynamics by which crime and criminal justice change? 
Why and how criminology has changed? Critique of origins of criminology 
Pushing boundaries and creating new ideas/questions/solutions 
Defining what crime is 
Irony (Contradictions/Inconsistencies) 
Ex. Critical Criminology 
Saul Alinsky’s Parable 
A man is walking down the riverside when he notices a body floating down stream. A fisherman leaps into the river, pulls the body ashore, gives mouth to mouth resuscitation, saving the person’s life. A few minutes later the same thing happens, then again and again. Eventually yet another body floats by. This time the fisherman completely ignores the drowning person and starts running upstream along the bank. The observer asks the fisherman what on earth he is doing. Why is he not trying to rescue this drowning body? “This time”, replies the fisherman, “I’m going upstream to find out who is pushing these poor folks into the water”. 
Downstream= Micro (Reactive) Upstream=Macro (Preventative/Proactive) 
Ecological perspectives: The Chicago School 
Focus of Perspectives/Theories 
Demonic/Classical/Bio positivism
=Factors “inside the person” 
Sociological positivism 
=factors “outside the person” 
· Sociological factors 
· Social environment shapes human behaviour 
· Different ways of defining sociological environment 
Social ecology theories 
· Pathological conditions of communities & neighbourhoods 
· Crime= environment issue 
· ENVIRONMENT
· Physical, social and cultural context of human activity 
· ECOLOGY
· Interrelation between organisms and their natural environment 
· SOCIAL ECOLOGY/HUMAN ECOLOGY 
· Humans & their community (Wider proximity of community level) 
· SOCIAL ECOLOGY 
· Human geography 
· Understand the geographic dynamic 
· Socially, culturally economically= what impacts deviance? 
· What occurs in a specific area is also of interest for victims, not just for crime and deviance 
· Used for rates of victimization 
· CRIME
· Uneven geographical distribution 
· Important comparisons of higher crime rates in specific locations 
· Criminogenic areas (inner city) 
· Urban vs rural 
· Tends to be higher rates of crime in urban areas 
· Certain types of crime? Concerns? 
· Underreporting in rural areas?
· A lot more people in urban areas? 
· Drug users get caught in urban areas but the source comes from rural areas 
· Spacial variation in crime rates 
· Industrialized societies/Trans-global 
· Specific areas have a reputation of being problematic 
· Ex. Vieux-Hull in Gatineau/ Vanier in Ottawa
· SOCIAL ORGANIZATION = KEY FACTOR OF EXPLANATION
· 1 example of ecological theory 
Social disorganization: The Chicago School 
1915-1936 (1920s) Key time for positivism 
Explanation of crime 
Areas where people live (People= Normal/ Situations= Different)
Interested by the idea of difference 
What is different are the communities/geographical locations 
ETHNOGRAPHY
· Method of research used by Chicago School theorists 
Unique contribution of looking beyond science, beyond statistics
· Branch of anthropology 
Looking for a more comprehensive understanding 
· Scientific description of human societies
· Field research (grounded level) 
· Qualitative 
The work is still systematic and scientific (info gathering) 
Understanding the human context more deeply 
Looking out into the community itself 	
Observations/Interviews/Case studies/Life histories (Longitudinal) 
Looking to hear the voices/experiences/own interpretations of the people
Understand prevalent dynamics that are present 
Create a much more comprehensive and global image 
Objective 
Social disorganization 
Organized areas 
· People obey rules (increased motivation) 
Motivation to maintain order 
Conformity and organization 
Disorganized areas 
· People disobey rule (decreased motivation)
Deviant behaviour because of less motivation
Confusion

Social changes 
· Migration 
Shifting from rural to urban 
Challenging cities to maintain social order
Often less resources made available 
· Industrialization 
Sources of income 
Changed city organisation
Flow and influx 
· Urbanization 
· Centralization 
Bureaucracy of government 
Various layers of governments (Municipal, provincial, federal) 
Infrastructural resources 
Created a more systematic bureaucracy 
Application of resources is not always shared 
· Communication 
Greater access to information 
Different geographic areas have access to each other more easily 
**Created many difficulties for adjustment** 
CHICAGO SCHOOL (sociological diagnosis for instability resulting from changes)
Understanding the problems of these changes 
Chaotic & confusing circumstances 
Adjustment to changes People adapt organization to personal lives
SOCIAL ORGANIZATION 
CULTURAL TRANSMISSION OF ORGANIZATION 
PERSONAL ORGANIZATION
 HIGH CONFORMITY
=Maintains social order 
Breakdown: No adjustment to changes People adapt disorganization to personal lives 
SOCIAL DISORGANIZATION 
CULTURAL TRANSMISSION OF DISORGANIZATION 
PERSONAL DISORGANIZATION 
HIGH DEVIANCE 
=Vulnerability & victimization 
Social adjustment 
ORGANIZAED COMMUNITY 
INCREASED COORDINATION 
PERSONAL CONFORMITY 
LESS DEVIANCE 
Chicago School 
Rapid rates of social change make it impossible to maintain consensus & consensus 
Understanding of right and wrong, values 
· Problem: Transience 
Impact in adjustment 
· Deviance: By-product of rapid social change 
· Solution: Temporary Adjustment: Assimilate disorganized people 
**But, different ways to organize our/their world** 
Judgement made in ways people organize themselves= Organization may be seen as disorganization 
Societal changes 
A. MIGRATION
· Suburbs (Not balanced, plays with community dynamics) 
· Transients in centretown (Bad hydraulic balance) 
B. DEMOGRAPHIC 
· Baby boom 
· Young people= high % of population 
· Compared to before, parents were outnumbered 
· Larger families 
· Levels of employment 
· Young people= Higher population that  tends to engage in deviant behavior 
C. CULTURAL VALUES 
· Challenges of social system
· Community= difficult to organize 
· Challenge
· Unpredictability 
· Impact on social level of personal organization 
· Consensus breakdown 
· RESULTS= Transient cultural lag: incomplete adjustment, confusion= disorganization remains 


Chicago school solution 	
Situational/community prevention (Emergence within society) 
Projects promote: 
· Increased community cohesion (urban planning) 
· Decreased community disorganization 
· Increased social order 
Community initiatives: 
· Recreation & school facilities
· On the street social services 
Return to Regent Park 
· Toronto’s Regent Park (NFB 1994) 
· Urban renewal project
· Failures and struggles 
· Socio-economic ghetto 
· Criminogenic urban area
· Proposed modifications to first project 
· 2008- Revitalization still in progress 
Assessment of Chicago School
· Focus on ethnographic & field research 
· Changed focus from individual to community 
· Focus on situation 
· More complete picture 
· Limited definition of crime 
· Ignores social structure 
· Ecological fallacy 
· Not every criminal is deviant because of their geographic location 
· Solution- individual participation 
· Should focus on other social situations 
 Quadrant Model
Macro-Synchronic 
· Macro: Focuses on social organization 
· Synchronic : Focusing on particular neighborhoods at particular times in history
**Micro (Solution is individualistic: the dependence on individual participation) 
 

As you view the documentary on the Return to Regent Park this coming Friday in light of the emphases placed within the social disorganization perspective (Chicago School and social ecology theories), be attentive to the following details:
Population in 1994: 10 000 people 
House center/2 community centers/Agencies 
What are the challenges faced by the residents of Regent Park?

· Spatial Challenges (space)
· Buildings are falling apart 
· Dirty area 
· The urban planners are to blame 
· Placed apartment structures around grass 
· Lots of open space 
· Barely no streets 
No streets= Isolation 
Physical decay of the building (hygienic and safety issues) 
Free space

· ‘Crime’ Problems
· Drug dealing
· High crime rate 
· Drug/alcohol abuse 
· Prostitution
· Robbery 
· Break and Enter 
· Violence 
· Homelessness 


· Obstacles encountered in identifying and implementing solutions
· Add stores to Regent Park to create a community and create employment 
· Funds?
· Social redevelopment (Chicago School – adjustment to change) 
· Of the people 
· Of the community 
· Government funding for renovations 
***You are changing the housing but you will not change the people
· Eviction policies 
· Problem of management 

· Political Obstacles (Lack of Attention)
· Police does not care
· Government does not care 
· You never hear about the nice things or people 
· Mayor does not even go to the meetings 
Lack of dialogue with the mayor (lack of political will/political interest) 

Return to Regent Park 
· Toronto’s Regent Park (NFB 1994) 
· Urban renewal project 
· Failures and struggles 
· Socio-economic ghetto 
· Criminogenic urban area 
· Proposed modifications to first project 
· 2016- Revitalization still in progress 

1995- Tenants approach Toronto Community Housing about Revitalization 

Displacement 
· Hundreds of families have been displaced 
· Relocation based on a lottery system 
· Community supports are lost 
People are being pulled apart from their families 
· Often relocated to “rougher” parts of Toronto 
Youth moving in other parts of Toronto are targeted by gangs because they come from a “tough” area 

Regent Park Stories 
· New project to record stories of Regent Park’s rich history 

Dixon Hall Youth Centre 
· Resource centre for Regent Park youth 
· Safe place for youth (Tyson Bailey – 2013) 
Was shot in the high rise/ 15 years old/ No relation to gangs or drugs 
· Their building was demolished
· Looking for $3million to build a permanent building
Youth in Regent Park actually uses it
Informal counselling 
Community aspect cannot be lost 

Plans for 2016 
· Phase 2 
· Nine active construction sites
· “2016 the biggest year yet for Regent Park” 
· Toronto Community Housing 
Mix of market housing and community housing 
300 000$ for a condo, will bring middle and upper class to the community 
Great but problematic as well 

Reflection
· Person who is a positive mentor/teacher
· What did they teach you? 
· What did you learn from them? 
· Person with a negative influence over you
· What did they teach you? 
· What did you learn from them?
· Excuses/Justifications/Denials for Wrongdoing
· What are your best/worst excuses? 
Processual perspectives: The Learning Approach
Why people deviate? 
Basic theme: What has been learned through content acquired in interaction with others? 
Explanation of crime 
· Values are different 
· Organization is different 
· Socialization is different 
What you learn + Who you associate with = CONTENT (knowledge) 
The process of learning is the same whether it is positive or negative 
Positivism (Trying to distinguish criminals and non-criminals) 
Emphasis on what is learned (the content) 
Sutherland’s Differential Association 
Sub-perspective 
A bit later than the Chicago School 
Anyone can be trained to adopt a deviant behavior 
1. Criminal behavior = learned 
Propensity is neither inherited or a biological defect
Focus on process of learning 
Certain skill level is required 
Ex. stealing a car (you need to be able to drive it) 
1. Learning in interaction 
Communication 
· Exchange of words and gestures 
Teaching (how to perform criminal acts) 
1. Learning in/with intimate groups 
Nature, quality and context of interaction
Greater influence when relationship is intimate 
Learning is maximized in group context 
Communication is more effective 
Intimacy= Key in different points of our lives 
· Degrees of intimacy changes overtime with different groups 
· Intimacy with parents is typically weaker in adolescence 
· People are then typically more influenced by peers during that period 
1. Learning 
3. Techniques 
Individuals need to be able to applied techniques to engage in deviant behavior 
Ex. Being able to drive a car to steal it 
      Being able to break open a lock to get into a safe 
Behavior can be learned intentionally to perform deviant act 
Actus reus 
3. Motives 
Motivation of actions is key 
Mens rea 
1. Perception of Law = either + or –
Individual and peers’ perception of the law has a great influence on whether or not an individual will favor deviance or conformity 
Negative perception of the law= Justification for actions/Motivation (Mens rea) 
Ex. People critical of government or police will more likely act defiantly 
1. Excess of negative definitions 
Content and intensity of the content and interactions is going to be key 
Exposition to content 
1. Four modalities 
6. Frequency 
How often
Exposition to behavior 
(Excess) 
6. Duration 
Extent of exposition 
6. Priority
Time of exposition 
Vulnerability 
Ex. Adolescence 
6. Intensity 
Strength of bond (intimacy of relationship with deviance/deviant) 
Proximity 
**Modalities= Cumulative Effects**
Connection between all of the modalities 
Simultaneous influences  
1. Learning Criminal Behavior = Same learning as for other behaviours 
Mechanisms/Process of learning 
Same learning processes as “good” behaviour 
Only the content is different  
1. Criminal Behaviour= Expression of needs and values of non-criminal behaviour 
Conformists and deviants are sharing the same goal 
Idea of consensus 
Social organization 
Motivation for conformity and deviance is the same 
Ex. Selling drugs to take care of family VS. Working to take care of family 
· The goal is the same 
· The action to get there is the same 
· One is deviant, one is not
Focus on:
1. CONTENT=
· Re-learn content 
Criminals need to relearn some of the content (conforming based content) 
· Un-learn content 
Criminals need to unlearn some of the content (criminal based content) 
1. SRATEGY=
· Change WHAT people think (The content) 
· Change WHO (contacts) people interact with (The associations) 
· Rehabilitation 
· A.A programs 
· Big Sisters/Big brothers
· Community-based organisations 
· Elizabeth Fry and John Howard society
· Housing systems 
· Transition programs 
**In Criminal Justice System:
· Probation orders (conditions) 
· Protective orders 
· Sanctions (Rehabilitation progams) 
Glaser Differential Identification 
· Intensity of Assocations 
· Degree of identification 
· Strength of identification 

· Stronger ID with a person 
· Adopt Person’s values 
· Strong ID with Deviants 
· Likelihood of deviant behaviour 
Sykes & Matza techniques of neutralization 
**To engage in deviant behaviors, the individual needs to free themselves from the guilt**
1. Denial of responsibility 
Admitting to actus reus but “renaming” the mens rea
I just “borrowed” something from work
1. Denial of injury 
“There is no real injury involved” 
No physical injury= no real victim 
Ex. Taking drugs because it does not hurt anybody else
1. Denial of victim
Retribution and retaliation 
Ex. An eye for an eye lex talionis 
1. Condemnation of condemners 
Shift the blame/attention to the motives of the people who are disapproving of the act
Deflecting attention to other deviant behaviors 
Negative perception of the law 
Ex. “The police are hypocrites so who are they to arrest me” 
1. Appeal to higher loyalties 
Blaming other individuals 
Ex. “The devil made me do it” – initiation process in gangs 
        Peer pressure 
        War crimes 
        White-collar crimes 
        Honor killings 
        Certain religions 
Scully & Marolla Vocabulary of Rapists 
1. Rape= Learned behaviour 
                        =Learned through interactions with others
1. Vocabulary of motive- Neutralize 
Accessing vocabulary that allows them to negotiate guilt  
Negotiating criminal identity 
1. Admitters = Excuse (ADMITTING TO RAPE, WITH REASONS) 
Excuse: “I did rape and kill her, but I’m a nice guy, I was gentle and killed her quickly”
· Explanations to defend themselves
· Providing reasons  
· Admit act is wrong
1. Deniers = Justify (ADMITTING TO SEX BUT NOT TO RAPE) 
Justification: “She asked for it” 
· To declare themselves free of guilt 
· Removing themselves from blame/perception 
· Projecting stereotypes (victim blaming) 
Scully & Marolla: Sexual objectification of women trivializes, neutralizes & normalizes “rape” 
Rape= Deviance or Conformity? 
Fundamentally recognizing it is wrong= Deviance 
People conforming, conditioned, for example to sexism (ex. victim blaming stereotypes= Conformity)
Becker: Becoming a marijuana user 
Learning the techniques 
· Pleasure principle 
Classical criminology: Hedonism – Maximizing pleasure 
· For pleasure, must learn:
· Technique 
Individual needs to learn how to do it correctly 
· To perceive effects 
Association of effects with marijuana use 
Understand that you are “high” 
· To enjoy effects 
Effects are not always enjoyable= Disconnection 
Individual needs to learn to maximize the pleasure 
· Continued use= LEARN 
· To smoke= effects 
Reinforcing initial techniques with practice 
· To recognize effects and connect them with drug use
· To enjoy sensation associate marijuana with fun 
1953- User’s quotations – Contemporary Relevance 
Motivation to use drug is not mentioned 
New techniques used – not only joints 
Some people have withdrawal symptoms (ex. bad dreams) 
Assessment of learning theory 
· Attention to socialization 
Importance of transmission of actions/values/beliefs 
· Individualism (explanation + solution) 
Still focused on the individual 
· Overly deterministic learning 
Recognizing that individuals might not replicate the behavior they are exposed to 
No attention to: (flaws of learning theories) 
· Structural foundations of offending
Not paying attention to macro-level 
· Crimes of passion / Impulsive behavior 
· Deviance committed alone 
Limitation: focuses on deviance caused by interaction with others 
· Gendered or cultural learning 
Not inclusive or multicultural 
· Manipulation (Peer-pressure) 
Conditioning/Cohesion
Four Quadrant Model 
Micro-Synchronic: 
Why do some people commit a crime? 
· MICRO: Only focused on the individual (psychological dimensions) 
               Does not pay attention to structural foundations 
· SYNCHRONIC: Concise focus because it explains techniques and motives (explaining deviance at a moment in time) Ex. Explaining one specific crime 
Implications of Denial 
· Individual Level
· Human dignity; self-worth of victim 
Victimization 
Perception of society 
Degrading 
Denial of victim 
· Community/Societal Level
· Struggle against boundaries of acceptability 
Deviance vs. Conformity (Difficult to distinguish) 
Boundaries of acceptability depends on criticism of broader society
Conditioning of morality 
· Global level
· Collective suffering: atrocities, disasters 
· Deceit, corruption, state-organized denial, cover-up, indifference, inaction, normalization
Ex. Stories of war are told by the victorious, therefore the elements can be framed as the individuals decide what is said and what is not  
· Truth commissions, trials, memorials 
· Stanley Cohen (2001) States of Denial 
Functionalism 
Émile Durkheim
· French social theorist 
· Father of functionalism 
· Founder of Modern Sociology 
Crime & Deviance 
· Adaptation 
Crime is expression of adaptation 
Optimistic outlook 
· Normal response to abnormal circumstances 
Circumstances= challenges 
Explanation 
· Organization of the whole society 
Not certain neighborhoods, the whole society
How deviance is understood and controlled 
· Social structure 
Macro Synchronic – Broader level of macro than social disorganization 
Focuses really on the society
The Social System 
A. Society (Wider social structure) 
· As a whole 
· System of interrelated parts 
· Interconnectedness 
· Functional contributions of all parts 
Interrelated parts than make up wider social system 
B. Functional prerequisites for social system survival 
Parsons (inspired by Durkheim) 
· Adaptation 
Social system adaptation
Various components must be able to adapt to changes 
Preparedness (to future, to changes)
· Integration 
Interdependence, inter-collaboration between systems
Expression of similar values/goals 
Complementation of work/ Sharing information 
Ex. 
· Nurses coming to school to speak about health 
· Dentists coming to school to speak about dental hygiene 
· Goal attainment 
Consistency of goals 
Coordination of goals 
Efficiency/Effectiveness of social system  
Working towards the same goal= creates a functioning social system
Broader social order
· Pattern maintenance 
Maintaining status quo
Reinforcement of functionalities 
Ongoing recruitment of employees= Creating productive members of society 
Individual roles do contribute on the broader social system 
Expectation of being a productive member of society 
Awareness of different roles and functions (presumption of importance ex. hierarchies) 
Social status might be associated with certain careers which create divisions (social classes) 
C. Social boundaries 
Complex network of relationships
Conformity/Maximizing social order 
· Defines a range of activity 
Expectation that certain activities are allowed and some are not 
· Pattern of constancy and stability 
We become familiar with what we are supposed to do and what we are not supposed to do= creates a stability= “structure” 
· Reference point for people 
Identification
Help guide us towards life priorities 
Representation of values/social identity/social contribution 
Experiences have an impact on choices we make 
Ex. Geographic locations, traditions, language 
**help us learn what is acceptable and not
· Dependency 
Benefit from routine/schedules/calendar
Dependency on routine 
Expectation to maximize efficiency 
Can also create challenges because of the rigidity 
Functionalism & Crime 
“Crime is … necessary … It is bound up with the fundamental conditions of all social life and by that very fact it is useful”
-Émile Durkheim (1938)
The Rules of the Sociological Method 
Please identify:
1. Deviance you cannot live without 
Ex. Speeding 
2. Deviance that is useful but optional 
Ex. Cheating on a test 
3. “Essential” social institutions (ones you CANNOT live without)
Ex. Family 
4. “Obsolete” social institutions (ones you COULD live without) 
Ex. Police 
Functionalism & Crime 
· Deviance= negative feedback= secures society’s lawful boundaries 
“Light at the end of the tunnel” = function or purpose to crime 
Order and stability
Negative feedback= helps us understand boundaries (ex. right & wrong) 
Purpose to crime= preservation of stability of society
· Functionalism= optimistic viewpoint 
Optimistic viewpoint= inform what is expected and unexpected 
Citizen goals 
· Society= goal-directed system = guides its members behaviour 
To help system stay on course (social order) 
· Durkheim on deviance 
· Deviance 
· Functional (has a purpose) 
· Normal (normal response) 
· Necessary (necessary for understanding of right & wrong) 
· Universal (international challenge) 
Durkheim & Functions 
1. Boundary-setting function 
a. Moral boundaries 
b. Right vs. wrong 
2. Group solidarity (Othering)
a. Us= Insiders vs Them= Outsiders 
3. Innovation function 
a. Political and social dissent 
b. Revision of societal rules 
c. Blurring between conformity & deviance 
** Blurring happens during the transition during criminalization and decriminalization processes ** 
Ex. Catholic Church: 
Nuns (sisters) – Laypeople of society/not part of the hierarchy of the Catholic Church 
Live in convents – controlled by male hierarchy 
Nuns started to question their own institution (too strict, too disciplinary) 
Control of other individuals in other institutions (ex. residential schools) 
Self-flagellating (1950-1960s) 
· Sister would hit the table instead of herself (resisted partially)  
· The mother superior refused to self-flagellate 
· Two sisters shaved their heads to not be sent home
· One sister would run to every doorway to answer other sister’s questions because they could not speak in the hallways 
Resistance led to major changes in practices 
Eventual shift in practices – democratic process/ dynamic process
4. Tension-reduction function
a. Safety valve for strains within society
b. Drain off the tensions within society 
5. Latent function 
a. Unintended or unrecognized contribution of deviance 
b. Excessive deviance is not normal, but is seen as rather pathological 
There are limits of acceptability 
Practical Implications (Solutions) 
Mechanisms of social control 
a. Socialization
Proactive 
Ideal option 
Conditioning process to teach and model expected values of behavior 
· Internalize behaviour that is expected 
First step of departure **If accomplished successfully, we do not need other solutions 
b. Profit 
Payoffs if we carry out good behaviour 
Compensations and rewards (ex. allowance for chores) 
Reward system 
c. Persuasion
Advertising, sermons, preaching 
Informal and/or formal 
Media plays a big role in advertising expected values and behaviour 
d. Coercion 
Last resort 
Proactive engagement 
Only if it is absolutely necessary 
Form of social control (Reinforcing lines of conformity) 
-Interrelated/Interdependent (Criminal Justice System) 

Critical assessment (Strengths and limitations) 
1. Overly mechanistic image of society 
Limitation 
Society is fluid and dynamic (messiness) 
Society does not operate mechanically and institutionally as demonstrated by theory
· False teleology: 
· Assumption of functionality: Recognizing that deviance exists because it is fulfilling the goal of the system 
**People do not wake up in the morning saying “I need to commit a crime to fulfill my duties as a citizen” 

2. Circularity of functional analysis 
Limitation 
· False Tautology: Things happen for a reason 
· Self-reinforcing itself 
· Circular reasoning 
· Always looking to explain the function of everything that happens (Assumption of functionality) 
**Does not take into account how the social system might generate crime** 
3. Optimistic bias of functional analysis 
Limitation 
Important to recognize that some people benefit more than others from deviance 
Consensus vs. conflict
Does not question wider concerns that could be at play 
4. Dichotomizes “US” vs. “THEM” 
Limitation
Reinforces distinction between US and THEM 
Moral superiority over individuals that engage in deviant behaviour 
Only tries to explain the dichotomy and not critique it (Does not go far enough to address inequalities that reinforce this dichotomy) 
False image of deviance 
**We are not always the US** 
5. Unique search for the cause of crime 
Strength
Does not look at causality 
Unique and limited 
6. Innovation 
Strength 
Draw attention to innovation because it does not focus on problems 
Change = Human progress 
Social vitality 

Four Quadrant Model 
Macro-Synchronic: 
Macro: 
· Social Organization (Social system and its functions) 
· Synecdoche (part vs. whole): Recognizing the specific functions of the system within the wider functions 
· Micro: Individual dimensions 
· Individuals reacting and responding to the social system & changes 
Synchronic: 
· Trying to explain a particular crime at a particular moment in time 
Reconsiderations 
· When deviance = conformity 
Ex. Speeding to keep up with the flow 
· Speeding is deviant 
· Conforming to social pressure  
Ex. Drinking underage & smoking marijuana 
· Deviant behavior 
· Conforming to social pressure 
· When conformity = deviance 
Ex. Not speeding 
· Conforming to the law 
· Deviating from social pressure  
Ex. Not drinking underage & smoking marijuana 
· Conforming to the law 
· Deviating from social pressure  
Chapter 1: 
Introduction 
General overview of theory
· Product of the scientific approach
· Simple or complex
· Concrete or abstract 
· Allow us to develop and test potential solutions to problems we encounter in life 
· Generalizations
· Product of selective observations 
· Criteria of a good theory 
· Can be tested 
· Fits the evidence of research
· Examined and tested using multiple methods
· Re-examined and retested over time 
· Local soundness 
· Ability to make sense out of several conflicting positions 
· Degree to which the theory may sensitive people to things they otherwise would not see 
· Does not propose illogical relationships
· Internally consistent
· Suggests new way of thinking 
· Worthy of discussion
· Popular
Levels of abstraction 
· Micro: Ex. Social control and social learning theories 
· The most concrete theories
· Explain how people become criminals
· Focus on specific groups of people or on the individual
· Not interested in social structure and crime rates 
· Macro: Ex. Anomie and conflict theories 
· The most abstract theories
· Explain social structure and its effects 
· Not interested in individual behavior 
· Bridging: Ex. Subculture and differential opportunity theory 
· Attempt to tell us both how social structure comes about and how people become criminal 
· Epidemiological
· Etiological
Classification schemes
· Classical VS Positivism: 
· Classical: Focuses on legal statutes, governmental structures, and the rights of humans 
· Positivism: Focus on pathology in criminal behavior, on treatment, and on the correction of criminality within individuals
· Consensus VS Conflict:
· Consensus: Focus on the assumption that there is agreement among people in a society
· Conflict: Focus on the assumption that disagreement is common and people hold conflicting values 
· Structural VS Process: 
· Structural: Focus on the way society is organized and its effect on behavior
· Process: Focus on how people become criminal or delinquent
Chapter 2: 
Chapter 3: 
Introduction 
The Positive School
· Scientific exploration and discovery of other aspects of life 
· Behaviour as determined by psychological, biological and social traits
· Deterministic view of the world 
· Focus on criminal behaviour instead of legal issues 
· Prevention of crime through treatment and rehabilitation 
· Theory of evolution (Charles Darwin) 
· Known as the modernist perspective today 
The heritage of the school 
1. The social heritage 
a. Invention and discovery 
b. Revolution of knowledge 
c. Advanced communications 
d. Complex, industrialized, urban societies 
e. More attention on social problems 
2. The intellectual heritage 
a. Development and verification of own knowledge
b. Importance of tested and systematized experiences 
c. Concept of evolution 
i. Standard form of thinking about subjects 
ii. Criminals viewed as less evolved 
iii. Racist view or criminality 
iv. Field of eugenics 
d. Emergence of anthropology 
i. Other societies are more primitive  
The perspective of the school 
1. Enlightenment philosophy= Importance of reason and experience 
2. Logical Positivism= Mathematical reasoning and formal models of thought 
Statistical analysis 
Interest in classifying any subject of interest 
Approach that studies human behavior through the use of the traditional scientific method 
Focus on systematic observation and accumulation of evidence and objective fact within a deductive framework 
· Auguste Comte and the methodology of positivism
· Insistence on testable hypotheses 
· The use of comparative methods 
· Careful classification of societies 
· Systematic approach to the study of social history 
· Study of abnormality as a means to understand normality 
· Early 19th century positivist work 
· Adolphe Quetelet & Andre Guerry 
· Concept of the average person (probability theory) 
· The normal distribution (bell curve) 
· Crime rates by climate and season/ age and sex 
· G. Baptista della Porta
· Characteristics of the body in relation to criminality 
· Franz Joseph Galle & Johann Gaspar Spurzheim 
· Relationship between bumps in the skull and behaviour 
· The Italian Positivists 
· Cesare Lombroso
· Father of modern criminology 
· Multiple physical abnormalities of an atavistic or degenerative nature in criminals 
· “The born criminal” = biological throwback 
· Criminals’ manifestation of traits of sensory impairment (ex. lack of moral sense) 
· Emphasis on biological factors 
· Types of criminals (insane, epileptic, occasional) 
· Enrico Ferri
· Introduction of physical, anthropological and social factors to the causes of crime 
· Positive observation 
· Law of criminal saturation: In any given social environment, with generally fixed conditions, only a certain amount of crime could be realized 
· Raffaele Garofalo 
· Criminal= deficiency of altruistic sensibility 
· More common within “inferior races” 
Classification 
· Consensus perspective 
· Assumption of a core asset of values in society that can be used to determine and treat deviance 
· Either structural or processual 
· Sociological theories have, as a rule, been structurally oriented and macrotheoretical
· Biological and psychological theories have been processual and microtheoretical
Summary 
· First real concern with studying the behavior of the criminal 
· Find factors that cause criminal behavior and remove them 
· No legal focus 
· Only reasonable definition for criminality is a social one 
· If behavior is undesirable= treatment to return to normal 
· Positive application of science 
· Modernist theory 
Major points of the school 
· Humans live in a world in which cause and effect operate. Attributes of that world exhibit order and can be uncovered through systematic observation 
· Social problems, such as crime, can be remedied by means of a systematic study of human behavior. Through the application of science, human existence is perfectible, or at the least the human condition can be made better 
· Criminal behavior is a product of abnormalities. These abnormalities may be within the person, or they may exist as external social forces 
· Abnormal features can be found through comparison with those that are normal 
· Once abnormalities are found, it is the duty of criminology to assist in their correction. Abnormalities should be treated and the criminal reformed 
· Treatment is desirable both for the individual, so that he or she may become normal, and for society, so that members of society are protected from harm 
· [bookmark: _GoBack]The purpose of sanctions against criminals, then, is not to punish but to provide for treatment 
Comparison of Classical and Positive schools 
	Point 
	Classical School
	Positive School 

	View of human nature 
	Hedonistic; free-willed rationality, morally responsible for own behavior
	Malleable; determined by biological, psychological, and social environment; no moral responsibility; consensus oriented 

	View of justice system 
	Social contract; exists to protect society; due process and concern with civil rights; restrictions on system
	Scientific treatment system to cure pathologies and rehabilitate offenders; no concern with civil rights 

	Form of law 
	Statutory law; exact specification of illegal acts and sanctions 
	Social law; illegal acts defined by analogy; scientific experts determine social harm and proper form of treatment 

	Purpose of sentencing 
	Punishment for deterrence; sentences are determinate (fixed length) 
	Treatment and reform; sentences are indeterminate (variable length until cured) 

	Criminological experts 
	Philosophers; social reformers 
	Scientists; treatment experts 









