SOC3710: Youth Justice


12/9 (Thur): Historical Context of Youth Crime

Children seen as little adults in the past, as compared to Youths today –adolescents 

Canada industrialized later than the US, in the mid 1800s
Canada mostly supplied raw materials, actual manufacturing mostly happened in the UK, and the US – Canada before industrialization (mid till late 1800s)
· Shift from agrarian community to more urban, still continuing to urbanize
·  Labor force that wasn’t very educated, education was not mandatory
· Many children working in factories, no unions at that time, dangerous working conditions, men/women/children working together
· Decline for child labor due to technology and Unions in 1870s 
· Kids became redundant, and unemployed IN URBAN AREAS
· Some people thought they were a threat – they had no money, started stealing 
· Eg. Cabbage town in Toronto – many unemployed kids hanging around
· Industrialization brought about new social organizations – reorganize how work was previously done.

Role of state became greater in protecting young people
· The reform impulse
· Mandatory Education
· Women’s Christian Temperance Union
· Child Savers

 state was seen as a mechanism to create the law, religious organizations ended up providing the care (orphanages etc.) 

1908: law changed in Canada. 
Similar in the United states. 
Education a big factor in reforming young people. 
· The Juvenile Delinquents Act (JDA): different judges/procedures in the court. 
· Youth Court and Correctional Systems 
· “reform schools” instead of the Jail, Youth prisons (very few), probationary order
· Status Offences (eg. Truancy)  a young person could end up in reform schools/courts if they were found guilty with these offences 

 meant to help the youth, aim to reform/rebuild the youth delinquents. 
System was seen as being the “treatment”; the kids were “sick”

1908, 1994, 2003  laws readjusted 

The police were given more discretion in dealing with young people; more options available. Policing took on different role (eg. interacting with parents); more of a social role.


17/9 (Tue): Counting Youth Crime

· Mass media not the best source to turn to for an accurate measure of Youth crime in society  a need for alternative measures:
· Police statistics, court/correctional statistics, self-report surveys, victimization surveys, ethnographic accounts – today we will look at the first 2

Police statistics 
· “Crimes known to the police”
· Reported (eg. via 911 etc.)
· What does the number mean? Need to be put into context. How have levels changed over time?

i. Actual number of crimes: 
· misleading, does not take into acc population size

ii. Rate per 100,000 population 
· All crimes weighted equally. Eg violent crime 

iii. Youth Crime Severity Index / Youth violent crime severity index / Youth non-violent crime severity index 
· Each offence is assigned a weight based on different sentences handed down by the courts

Strengths of police reported crime:
· Consistent definition and measurement of crime
· Can track crime trends over time
· Can compare crime across different jurisdiction

Why don’t people report?
· Some crime thought to be too minor (minor assault) 
· Victims may not trust police/believe that police won’t be able to do anything about it
· Victims are sometimes intimidated by the offender

Why did youth crime decline since mid 1980s? Possible reasons:
· Demographic effect (shrinking population, legalizing abortion)
· 

Court and correctional statistics
· How many young people go to youth court in a given year 
· When you leave court, and how many are there, what kind of punishments
· Males (70%) > females (30%)
· But females more likely to be involved in crime today than in the past
· Indigenous over-representation 



19/9 (Thur): Surveys and Ethnographies

Surveys began in the 1940s
Going to young people themselves to ask, not just collecting police reports

Common belief from collecting police statistics/reports: most youth crimes concentrated among poor SES groups  but after conducting surveys, found out that the issue of relationship between crime and social class was challenged- high SES youth also engage in the same crimes (eg. truancy, drugs)
· Social bonds as an important determinant

Victimization surveys:
· Began in Canada in early 1980s 
· Today: Canadian social survey 

Routines activities theory (focuses on situations of crimes:
· Motivated offender
· Suitable target
· Absence of capable guardian 
(3 necessary conditions for most crimes; based on assumption that crimes can be committed by anyone who has the opportunity. The theory also states that victims are given choices on whether to be victims mainly by not placing themselves in situations where a crime can be committed against them)

Prevalence: qualitative measure splitting a group into 2
Example in lecture- Male VS Female
· Percentage 

Ethnographic research
· Participant observation
· Difficult to do with youth
· Strong in terms of validity
· Unable to make border generalizations 
· Many times, survey questions are based on previous ethnographic research 




24/9 (Tue): The Youth Criminal Justice Act (before and after)

JDA to YOA- 2 sets of forces:

1. Civil right and liberties

In the 1960s: Young people having rights- children’s rights 
· Labour laws  preventing child labour
· Women’s movement  education, birth control etc.
· Civil rights eg. martin luthur king 
· Giving power to those with limited power: a thing in the 1960s; talks about rights and freedom
JDA:
· Indeterminate Sentencing
· The denial of procedural rights
· Lack of consistent age limits (across Canada) – some provinces 18, some provinces 16  eventually came to compromise: 17 years old


2. Crime control models/just deserts

Law and order discourse: Crime was seen to be on the increase; crime up due to post war boom because the population is bigger and therefore more crimes reported to police. Moral panics- post war affluence, drug culture among middle class youth (more of them have disposable incomes; growth of middle class).

· Key thing for discussion: the increase was seen as real, and something has to be done about it.


Youth now seen as “responsible offenders”  its rational thinking; they know what is going on/ what is wrong BUT STILL chose to break the law  therefore they should be held accountable
· Move from treatment to punishment 
· More punitive
· Greater use of custody 

YOA: send them to jail for a shorter period of time  they’re not going to like it; experience life in jail  going to think twice after they got released  hope for deterrence 

Thinking in the 1990s:
· People need to take more responsibility for their actions, more accountable
· Rebuiltation not effective enough 

Therefore, shift from JDA to YOA. 


Move to YCJA (2003):
· Increase use of adult sentences
· Easing restrictions on publishing names of young offenders
· Holding parents accountable 
· Growth of victim’s rights in Canada 
 extrajudicial measures: cooperative process; community-involvement and “sanctions” 
· If the youth admit to committing the crime, then they are eligible for these sanctions; they are to successfully complete the ‘program’
· 95% reported they won’t reoffender  this means that they successfully completed the program, but this does not guarantee that they won’t reoffend 
· discretion of police to put these kids in this program rather than send them to court 


In some police divisions/geographical area: no such programs exist. The police have to know they EXIST in order for them to carry it out. 

Young people seen as delinquents, if adults  criminals 


2012 changes to YCJA (Safe Streets and Community Act):
- protection of public as key goal of act 





26/9 (Thur):  Classical Theories of Youth Crime Part 1

Early / non-sociological explanations:


1. Neo-classical explanations: they are not your normal people; possess evil spirits
· Beccaria, Bentham
· Theory is based upon the idea that human beings will always consider the consequences of their actions; weighing up the proposed pain of punishment against the gain of the crime; rational calculus (weighing benefits/costs)

2. Early Biological Positivism 
· Lombroso; disputed the concept behind the classical school, on the basis that the individual and crime itself are 2 different components
· People are “born criminals”, who are physiologically distinct from non-criminals
· Scientific objectivity



 then changes in school of thought: Sociological Explanations

1. Durkheim and Anomie
· Argued that these biological explanations did not consider the social aspects 
· Had data, had evidence that support his stand  similar to biological positivism 
· Suicide 
· Social forces/external forces have effects on people’s behavior; look at crime in a group – why are some groups committing more crimes than others?  these kinds of lines of thoughts
· Concentric zone model: transition zone  less stability; high unemployment/crime; further away from the core, crime became less of a problem. Crime was concentrated in the zone of transition (in between CBD and “zone of better residences”)
Limitation: but cities don’t always develop in such concentric zones model


2. Robert Merton
· The strain/anomie tradition
· All about opportunity 
· Everybody does not have equal opportunities to achieve goals; some have more opportunities than others 
· Came up with the term “innovators”  people who have goals but do not possess the legitimate means to achieve them; you get frustrated and even might get aggressive to get what you want/think you deserve
· Sees lower class youth crime as a lower-class phenomenon  they are the ones that lack opportunities to achieve their goals  
· Not looking at white-collared crimes; meant to explain group differences

3. Albert Cohen
· Subculture theory
· Observing kids in high school: drop-out etc.  mostly boys; and mostly, working class boys 
· Difference between his theory and Merton’s: instrumental deviance- Merton (crime where you get something out of it or gain something eg. stealing) VS expressive deviance- Cohen (eg. vandalizing, fights)
· Social esteem, status

Others:

4. Control theory (Travis Hirschi)
· If people are bonded, they are less likely to commit crime; bonding system
· 2 sets of control: inner (a person’s belief system, commitments) and outer (attachments- to parents, teachers, other adult authority figures) control 
· Involved in conforming activities / pro-social things (like community activities)  protect you from engaging in criminal activities 
· Rather than relying upon police statistics and say that crime is a lower-class problem, he went around schools around California to observe (self-reportative sources)  found out that it is not class-based  found out there is a bias: over-profiling, over-scrutinizing lower class etc. 

5. Labelling Theory (Lemert, Becker)
· Not so much interested in strains or control
· Looking at how laws come about; how they are expressions of elites of society; laws are not in the benefit of everybody in society
· Policing as an institution; catch crimes that are important of the public 
· Easy to catch: street crimes etc.  therefore not a surprise that they are over-represented in the police statistics 
· Internalize the deviant identity, hang around other deviants, ostracized by the community  “a trap” ; use of treatment instead of criminal justice law

6. Conflict Theory 
· Eg. moral panics that target youth 
· Laws that punish lower class people


1/10 (Tue): Theories of Crime (II)

7. General Strain Theory: Robert Agnew
· Inability to achieve goals (like Merton)
· The removal of threat to remove positively valued stimuli (taking away stuff that are valued)
· Threaten or present with negative stimuli (eg. victim of bullying)

 Agnew would say that all 3 of these explain a lot of youth crime


Gender and General Strain Theory
Differences in response to strain:
· Girls: depression, anger, shame, guilt  self-destruction behaviour
· Boys: anger, violence 



8. A General Theory of Crime: Gottfredson and Hirschi:
· Crime and other analogous behaviours caused by low self-control
· Low self-control leads to short-term gratification and risk taking 
· Self-control is internalized early in life (can be learnt)
· Good, responsible parenting is key
· Can lead to career criminality


9. Control Balance Theory:
 
Tittle’s control balance theory suggests that deviance is likely to occur either when people are controlled too much or too little (i.e under-controlled or over-controlled)

Control deficits: street crimes (people are more controlled than controlling 
Control surplus: white collar/corporate crime (people are more controlling than controlled)



10. Final theory: Critical Criminology 

· Focus more on law than rule-breaking

Mid-term Test:

· … lobbying 
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