Exam Review
· Go over statistical findings for fill in the blanks for exam 
· CONFLICT THEORY QUESTION 

Week #1
· Psychopath: people born with an inability to feel empathy 
· Sociopath: a person with a personality disorder manifesting itself in extreme antisocial attitudes and behaviour and a lack of conscience 
· Serial Killer (FBI): a series of two or more murders; committed at separate events, usually but not always, by one offender acting alone 
· Muti Killings: The murder of someone in order to excise body parts for incorporation as ingredients into medicines or concoctions used in witchcraft 


Week #2 – Classical Theories 
Early Criminological Development
· Demonology: ideas that argue that crime was rooted in demonic possession 
· 17th/18th century: as the scientific revolution took place and Europe became more secularized, the earliest criminological theories on crime and deviance emerged
· Caesar Beccaria: brother had access to the prison and he would go in and was very concerned with what he saw happening; brutal and inhumane 
· He thought not only was crime normal but that it was logical and rational 
· It is a choice to steal the chocolate bar or buy it 
· Crime being a cost/benefit analysis in the same way we make rational choices in our life 
· This is called deterrence theory: the notion or idea that we can prevent crime by making it unappealing 
· The punishment should fit the crime  because of morality and the most effective form of punishment, crowding prisons was ineffective
· Opposed capital punishment  because you could always be sending an innocent person to death 
· Punishment becomes effective with 3 factors
· 1. Has to be swift (celerity): having to pay your parking/speeding ticket right away would be effective according to him
· 2. Severity: severity should fit the crime 
· 3. Certainty: punishment for a crime should be certain 
· Specific deterrence: aimed at preventing the specific person that committed the crime from doing something like that 
· General deterrence: send a message to other likeminded people that these are the consequences
· Deterrence theory has fallen short in many ways
· If deterrence theory was correct than cities in the US like Indianapolis etc. should have less crime because of their large police forces; this is not the case, Cincinnati for example has large crime rates and a large police force
· NO CORRELATION between number of police and crime 
Rational Calculation in an imperfect world: The Enlightenment, 1680-1800
· Modern view of crime
· 5 Central tenets of the classical view:
1. People are hedonistic. They seek pleasure and avoid pain.
2. People have free will. They choose whether to obey or disobey rules based on their needs.
3. Society has a social contract wherein people restrict their liberty for the greater good of social order.
4. Punishment is justified by creating a situation wherein following the law is more beneficial than committing crime (fits utilitarian theory)
5. Chief goal in life is not heaven but the utilitarian goal of greatest good for greatest number
Neoclassical Theory:
· Neoclassicists introduced three new concepts:
1. Mitigating factors
2. Past record (repeat offenders were punished more severely)
3. Differences in free will (some people were not as capable as the average person of choosing between right and wrong i.e. minors, mentally ill, and the insane)
Deterrence Theory:
· Beccaria enumerated the three principles of punishment that became the hallmark of classical deterrence theory by arguing that crime control is a function of certainty, celerity (speed), and severity of punishment. 
· Absolute Deterrence
· Penalties are guaranteed and scary so people won’t commit crime. For example we could change parking tickets to carry a fine that costs more than the car itself, this action would violate other principles of classical thought though.
· Relative Deterrence
· Penalties are frequent and serious enough to encourage other choices. You must increase surveillance as you increase penalties however to be effective.
· General Deterrence
· The “demonstration effect”: we see others caught and decide that we will not do what they have done
· This is a controversial topic because it is not ensured that general deterrence really works this way
· Specific Deterrence
· The “direct personal effect”: the actual personal experience of punishment encourages different choices
· Rewards generally encourage the same behavior but punishments do not necessitate that people will deter from crime 
· Punishment gives an offender attention, negative recognitions, and often a reason for resentment 
· Some offenders believe they won’t be caught twice (the “resetting effect”)
· Restrictive Deterrence 
· The individual avoids punishable acts selectively (a selective reduction of offending) 
· E.g. drug dealers who will stay in business but not sell to new customers in fears of them being undercover officers 
· Fear causes them to redirect their activities but does not make them stop
Economic Theory:
· Depicted criminals of being just like everyone else but they choose to rationally maximize their own self-interest (utility) subject to constraints (prices, incomes) that they face in the marketplace and elsewhere” 
· Cost-Benefit ratios for particular acts
Rational Choice Theory:
· Draws on the Economic theory with a few changes, instead of using math they just say criminals see the world differently than us
· In every situation they see how they can move through the world with the greatest benefit to them
· So in order to deter crime, we must lessen the chances to commit crime 

Week #3 – Social Disorganization Theory 
· Early 20th century sociology on crime became hands on and focused on interviews in Chicago 
· First ethnographers; Clifford Shaw and Henry McKay
· They noticed there was particular patterns in the way crime was distributed in Chicago 
· This was a departure from deterrence theory or a cost/benefit analysis 
· They were suggesting of the probability of one becoming a law-breaker depended on where they were born/raised
· Social Disorganisation Theory: RAPID SOCIAL CHANGE leads to a breakdown in common values and regulation in certain parts of a society, allowing for crime to emerge 
· These neighbourhoods often had poor housing that was poorly maintained 
· Children had little supervision
· There was a breakdown in values and norms 
· People didn’t know their neighbours; people were moving in and out very often 
· This was also reflecting a broader concern for social change in the United States; there was a large influx of European immigrants and a lot of hostility towards these groups 
· Some say prohibition laws were based on targeting these groups that drank 
· Concentric Zone Theory: Crime is linked to living conditions in transitional “slum” areas
· This was the beginning for many immigrants; harsh beginnings with no money and they would eventually make enough money to move out 
· This is where gang activity would start, conflicts between groups, particularly ethnic, and people “true Americans” saw these people of having different values than them leading to a breakdown of values/norms and emergence of crime 
· The outskirt of downtown (zone 2) was where most crime was found
· Inner City: a place in a large city that is populated mostly by poor minorities 
· “Stop and Frisk”: Police practice in which citizens are stopped and asked questions and then searched for contraband 
· Gentrification: renovation and revival of deteriorating urban neighbourhoods by means of influx of more affluent residents, which results in increased values and the displacing of lower-income families and small business 
· If we revitalize the neighbourhood will it result in a decrease in crime
· An example of this in Toronto is Regent Park, it used to be Cabbage Town with a high European immigrant population, it was in the “zone 2” of Toronto 
· They built down the houses that were there and built housing units for social housing 
· At the time crime went down a little, but it began to go back up in the 1960’s when immigrants were coming from Asia and the Caribbean
· They wanted to revitalize it again in the 1990’s
· Social Isolation Thesis: residents of high poverty neighbourhoods are isolated from informal job networks and opportunities, positive role models, mainstream institutions, and “normal” patterns of behaviour 
· If you bring in positive role models and mixed income, there will be incentive to improve conditions in the area 
· In Regent there’s now condos are a cultural arts center 
· In a study they interviewed 440 youth (?) and there was cause for concern that the revitalization effort focused on high rates of crime, as there was an increase in shootings in 2012 after the revitalization 
· 1 youth said there was a code that there were no shootings during the day and in certain places, and that there was no one to keep things under control anymore
· Crime increased up to 1990 and then began to go down, matching the national trend in the US and Canada
· Regent youths said that during this time the community got to know each other and began to build relationships and a tight-knit community 
· This built informal networks: no shootings here, no selling drugs there 
· Revitalization forced people to live in other communities where they put down roots and didn’t wanna come back after  
· Critique of disorganisation theory; the definition of disorganisation: anything viewed and negative or pathological compared to the ideal, small town life 
· City planners didn’t realize there was organization and unity in Regent Park before they went in to “revitalize” it 
· In Jungle the same thing is happening and residents have been promised they won’t have to leave 
Social Disorganization Theory
· Links crime rates to neighborhood ecological characteristics 
Concentric Zone Theory
· Transitional neighborhoods:
· An area undergoing a shift in population and structure, usually from middle class residential to lower class mixed use
· Cultural transmission: conduct norms are passed down from one generation to the next, becoming stable and predictable within the boundaries of a culture 
· Heaviest concentration of crime in transitional inner-city zones where there were a lot of foreigners
· Value Conflict: Deviant values of teenage law-violating groups, an element of youthful misbehavior, conflict with middle-class norms which demand obedience to the law
· The legacy of Shaw and McKay:
· Crime is a result of the destructive ecological conditions in urban slums
· This theory depicted criminality as a normal response to adverse social conditions
· Criticism: they used police records to determine crime rates but that may just depict police’s bias against inner city youth 
The Social Ecology School:
· Social Ecologists: A modern variant of disorganization theory that looks at community-level indicators of social disorganization, including disorder, poverty, alienation, disassociation, and fear of crime 
· Community Deterioration:
· Crime rates associated with social disorganization on a community level 
· Employment Opportunities:
· Low employment = crime
· Community Fear:
· Disorganized neighborhoods suffer social and physical incivilities 
· Siege Mentality:
· A consequence and symptom of community disorganization, where fear causes the belief that the outside world is an enemy out to destroy the neighborhood 
· Population Turnover:
· Urban areas undergoing rapid structural changes in racial and economic composition also seem to experience the greatest change in crime rates
· Community Change:
· Neighborhood deterioration precedes increasing rates of crime and delinquency 
· Poverty Concentration:
· Concentration effect: when middle-class families flee inner-city poverty areas, taking with them institutional resources and support, the most disadvantaged are consolidated in urban ghettos 
· Income inequality: differences in personal income create structural inequalities in society, that might be at the root of crime
· Weak Social Controls:
· Lower social control in ghetto because of mistrust and ghetto gangs and institutions oppose or disrupt the control of the social institutions
· Collective efficacy:
· Communities that are cohesive and maintain high levels of social control develop collective efficacy – mutual trust and a willingness to intervene in the supervision of children and the maintenance of public order 
· Three forms of collective efficacy:
1. Informal social control: Works on the primary level with peers, families, and relatives exerting informal control through positive and negative reinforcement 
2. Institutional social control: schools, churches, business, gov’t, etc.
3. Public social control: stable neighborhoods are also able to secure external resources and are better able to reduce the effects of disorganization and maintain lower levels of crime and victimization. 
· Social Altruism:
· Chamlin and Cochran found that social altruism, defined as contributing to charity, is inversely related to crime rates
· The writings of the social ecology school show that:
1. Social disorganization produces criminality
2. The quality of community life, including change, fear, incivility, poverty, and deterioration, has a direct influence on an area’s crime rate. It is not some individual property or trait that causes some people to commit crime but the quality and ambiance of the community in which they reside. 

Week #4 – Strain Theory 
· Classical Strain Theory: Robert Murton (?)  this theory must be looked at critically, there are strengths and limitations 
· Theory emerged in the late 1800’s early 1900’s 
· Emile Durkheim was the first theorist to bring this forward 
· Durkheim’s argument is that crime is not only normal but also necessary  society needs crime and it serves a function
· Durkheim was a functionalist 
· He saw crime as a thing in position to define morality  if there was no defined crime we would easily forget what moral boundaries were and lose clarity 
· When crime breaks down society it is called anomie 	
· He wasn’t saying crime was a positive thing and that we should still be looking for a way to deter crime, and that the minority of individuals engage in crime
· He theorized that crime would always be apparent no matter what 
· Crime serves as a visible reminder of what is right and what is wrong 
· Murton disagreed with Durkheim even though he was a functionalist 
· He thought crime was a dysfunction
· He felt that crime was the result of not only dysfunctional people or communities/neighbourhoods, it was the result of an entire dysfunctional society  
· This is a structural argument  he pointed to the American Dream: if you work hard you will succeed, he saw this as dead
· Inequality exists because some people work harder than others, and therefore it’s fair 
· Murton was writing during the 1930’s and so his perspective was coming from the Great Depression 
· He revised anomie  strain between the American Dream and the structurally legitimate means to achieve it 
· The strain he’s talking about is also psychological, coming from frustration, and people will react to this in different ways 
· Conformity: when there is little strain that exists between goals and means to achieve those goals 
· Innovation: using ILLEGITIMATE means to achieve legitimate goals (commit crime or engage in deviant behaviour)
· If conformity can’t be achieved they’ll resort to innovation 
· Ritualism: means are accepted in a manner disconnected with goals (they’ll realize that there’s a disconnect and try to live with it) 
· The idea of living with legitimate means is important to them, they’re not willing to take illegitimate means 
· Retreatism: rejection of both the mean AND the goal  drop out of society completely, drug use is the prime example 
· Timothy Leary became famous in the 1960’s for explain that teens explore psychedelic drugs 	
· Leary advocated opposing society not retreatism, he was referring to dropping out of structures of society (voting etc.)
· He encouraged protesting the structures of conformity 
· Rebellion: establishing new means and goals 
· Subcultural theory is an offshoot of strain theory and comes from Murton’s idea of some people rebelling 
· Youth gangs are a prime example of rebellion theory, forming their own goals and dreams that are opposed to the American Dream 
· Frustration of not achieving the American dream but seeing those around u achieving the dream 
· Income inequality was the core of strain theory 
· Strain theory has had a significant impact on social policy 
· Cesare Beccaria’s was the most important but so was Murton 
· JFK came up with the head start program 
· Government information was showing students starting school from low-income families tended to be underperforming 
· Idea was parents were busy working, kids didn’t have enough to eat
· Head start allowed kids coming from economically disadvantaged families to enroll in government funded daycare programs before school and get a head start into schooling and get free food 
· Head start programs have been positive for indigenous children 
· Crime rates went up in the 80’s so it’s hard to see if it had an effect, and people began doubting the relationship between poverty and crime 
· According to self-report surveys it didn’t matter what income background you came from, poverty was not correlated with crime and deviance 
· This put a wrench in string theory and the idea that income inequality was responsible for crime 
· After this the attention on income inequality and crime went away
· International research, from Sweden for example, show that during periods of income inequality at its lowest violent crime was at its highest 
· There is an inverse relationship globally, the lower the rates of income inequality the higher the rate of violent crime 
· General Strain Theory	
· Strain: When other’s take away valued stimuli (sex/money etc.) or when we are presented with aversive stimuli 
· Negative affect: psychological state of disappointment, sadness, fear and/or anger 
· Important point is that this is a very broad general theory  this should be a theory to explain all forms of crime and any valued stimuli taken away can result in an emotional reaction and aversive stimuli can result in the same ting
· Examples: loneliness leads to gang activity, abusive household results in violence 
· The strength of this theory he says is that it applies to pretty much everything
· That’s also it’s weakness he says, not much explaining going on, he’s just finding a big broad general theory 
· In response to general strain theory – wanted to revisit the idea of classical financial strain leading to crime; carried out research between homeless in Vancouver and Canada 
· Rates of crime were higher amongst those who were homeless
· First thing they found was that there was a significant relationship between those who engage in theft and those who didn’t have a home to go to at night (some homeless people are living in shelters or in other places)
· Those who were too cold because of lack of clothing were more likely to engage in theft 
· Females living on the street that didn’t have proper clothing, and those who were hungry were more likely to engage in sex work 
· They found you were more likely to end up on the street in an abusive home  general strain theory would suggest this
· These were specific types of crime: not mostly violent crime 
· It doesn’t matter what background you’re from, if you’re desperate you will commit crime to survive 
· Ontario Safe Streets Act (1999)
· Prohibits aggressive solicitation of persons and disposal of certain dangerous things
· This stopped the squeegee kids from getting money 
· Researcher found kids that used to engage in squeeging after it was criminalized turning to being homeless and selling drugs
· They saw squeeging as a legitimate way of making money, but now that as gone 
· We need to be more specific of what kinds of crime income inequality causes, and what income inequality means
· Extreme poverty: those living on a threshold, is where we will see a connection to crime 
The Normal and the Pathological – Emile Durkheim 
· Crime as a pathology is normal
Social Structure and Anomie – Robert K. Merton 
· Social order as a device for impulse management and the social processing of tensions
· Two important elements of social and cultural structure:
1. Culturally defined goals, purposes, and interests 
2. Social structure defines, regulates, and controls the acceptable modes of achieving these goals
· These two cause stress to people, because everyone wants 1 but cannot abide by 2 to get it
Illegitimate Means and Delinquent Subcultures – Cloward and Ohlin 
· Social norms are two-sided: proscribed and prescribed
· Crime is not an inherited trait, but criminality rises from opportunities and resources to commit crime 
· Learning and Performance Structures:
· Opportunities implies access to learning and performing structures 
· Criminal behavior is learned in interaction with other persons in a process of communication
· Differential Opportunity – A Hypothesis:
· Each individual occupies a position in both legitimate and illegitimate opportunity structures, society prefers to use legitimate structures but will resort to illegitimacy when necessary
General Strain Theory of Community Differences in Crime Rates – Robert Agnew 
· GST argues that strain or stress is a major source of criminal motivation 
· Several characteristics contribute to strain:
1. Selection and retention of strained individuals. Communities with these characteristics, especially deprived communities, are more likely to select for and retain strained individuals. GST argues that these communities are higher in crime not only bc they are more likely to attract and hold strained individuals, but also bc they cause strain. 
2. The failure to achieve positively valued goals. Communities with these characteristics are more likely to cause goal blockage – The first type of strain in GST.
3. Relative deprivation.
4. The loss of positive stimuli/presentation of negative stimuli. These characteristics: (1) increase the sensitivity of residents to certain types of aversive stimuli and (2) increase the likelihood that residents will be exposed to aversive stimuli. 
5. Aggregate levels of negative affect. Frustration from goal blockage, relative deprivation, etc. 
6. Increasing the frequency of interaction with angry/frustrated individuals
7. Increasing the likelihood of a criminal response to strain
8. Community crime rates have a direct and an indirect effect on strain
· The Failure to achieve positively valued goals:
· Economic status
· Status/respect
· To be free of class/race/ethnic discrimination
Broken Windows – Wilson and Kelling
· Foot patrol has no effect on crime, it merely fools the citizens into thinking that they are safer 
· Happens in stages:
1. Untended property becomes fair game for petty crime
2. Untended behavior leads to breakdown of community controls 
3. Now serious crime will flourish 
4. This area is vulnerable to criminal invasion
Online Lecture – Subcultural Theory 
· Cohen: youth delinquency is rooted in blocked opportunities for working middle class youth to achieve middle class status 
· Middle Class Measuring Rod: The ACADEMIC STANDARDS of SCHOOL by which students are JUDGED by the TEACHER. These include completing HOMEWORK, deferring GRATIFICATION (working hard all year and delaying fun until the summer), RESPECTING teachers.
· Reaction-Formation: WORKING CLASS teenagers respond to their ANXIETY and FRUSTRATION by, COLLECTIVELY, turning the “MIDDLE CLASS MEASURING ROD” on its head. They give STATUS and VALUE to activities that are the EXACT OPPOSITE to those praised by the “MIDDLE CLASS MEASURING ROD”
· Delinquent subcultures  gangs: Delinquent GANGS are formed by WORKING CLASS teenagers FRUSTRATED by HIGH SCHOOL and failing to live up to the ‘MIDDLE CLASS MEASURING ROD’.
· Strain theory offshoot  works on Murton’s theory of rebellion 
· Rebellion: establishment of new means and goals 
· Miller’s focus concerns (what gang youth value): toughness, smartness, fate, autonomy, excitement 
· Organized crime: A category of transnational, national, or local groupings of highly centralized enterprises run by criminals who intend to engage in illegal activity, most commonly for money and profit.
· Mafia: A type of ORGANISED CRIME syndicate whose primary activities are PROTECTION RACKETEERING, the arbitration of disputes between criminals, and the organising and oversight of illegal agreements and transactions. Mafias often engage in secondary activities such as gambling, loan sharking, drug-trafficking, and fraud
· Omerta: code of honour that values silence and non-cooperation with police, and the non-interference of others criminal actions 

Week #5 – Social Learning Theories
· Process and interactionalist are interchangeable 
· 1940’s people started questioning relationship between economic hardship and crime
· As living conditions were getting better, crime was still high 
· No significant correlation was able to be found between areas of poverty having higher crime than other areas 
· Social structural theories would think that crime would decrease by injecting money into social problems; in reality the crime rate rose steadily 
· Depart from structural thinking and more process thinking; focusing on social processes/mechanisms that gets people to decide they’re gonna engage in a crime and continue engaging in crime, and why they may quit 
· Less interested in things like finances, more interested in how people interact and communicate and social relations with one another and underlie decisions to engage in crime 
· Differential Association Theory: Sutherland 
· 1. Crime is learned  has to be face-to-face warm-blooded communication with people you know well 
· 2. We learn crime through communication and interaction with others 
· 3. Interaction occurs in small and intimate groups  this is where the real learning of crime would occur, through friends and people who are close to you 
· 4. People learn both the techniques and motives for crime
· 5. Motives and drives are learned from definitions of legal codes (norms of what is right/wrong in the law) that are either favourable and/or unfavourable 
· 6. The ratio of favourable to unfavourable definitions of law is what causes crime!
· It’s too simplistic to think that only our small groups are telling us to break/obey the rules, sometimes and sometimes not we’ll get favourable definitions, but if we get mostly favourable definitions that we probably will break the law 
· 7. Learning criminal behaviour is done in the same way as all other forms of learning 
· crime and deviance is normal just as it’s normal to learn how to ride a bike and get pleasure from it 
· Without societal interaction crime won’t occur 
· This process isn’t necessarily about peer pressure  you’re not doing it just to fit in, you’ve learned that it’s appealing and want to do it 
· We have to make sure that kids are confident enough to say no, BUT ALSO something that is NOT appealing 
· Differential Identification Theory: people are likely to commit crime if they identify with real or imagined actors who regard crime and deviance as acceptable 
· The one point they disagree with differential association is that crime can only be learned in those small intimate groups
· Columbine happened on April 20th 1999, 8 days later there was a school shooting in Alberta 
· Copycat crime: a crime modelled after and/or inspired by another crime that has been reported in the media/described in fiction 
· Many media sources don’t report suicides because people may try to copy methods 
· Video games like GTA have caused concern of promoting and causing harm 
· This causes ratings for video games and movies being 18+ etc.; not wanting kids to be exposed to certain things 
· The evidence beyond sociology is mixed; it’s too simplistic to think playing a video game would get someone to commit crime
· Violent media doesn’t cause people to engage in crime; some say we must look at strain and biological theories 
· Individuals do however look to certain media as a “script” to carry out certain acts  Columbine example 
· Somebody wouldn’t jump in front of a train simply because they saw it in a newspaper  they must have already suffered from mental disorders, the case just acted as a script 
· The idea of forms of media causing crime aren’t new, this has been happening for centuries 
· Comic books from 1950’s and 1940’s 
· Process theories sometimes ignore important variables  it is a whole process 
· Differential Reinforcement (Social Structure/Social Learning Theory): behaviours are learned and acquired when they are seen as most successful in securing the most desired payoff 
· Either they’re going to feel rewarded (not necessarily tangible things like money, also emotional satisfaction) and then want to do it again, or punished (or neutral) and it’s not likely you’ll do it again cause you got nothing for it 
· Skinner Pidgeon Box is an example of this  desired thing is reinforced; touch the key three times when the light goes green 
· Beker: becoming a marijuana user is a social thing; those who continue using it do it with close interactions with other people
· He doesn’t see it likely that you’d use it once by yourself, get hooked and keep smoking by yourself
· First step you need to know how to inhale it; so you need to be with people who smoked before to learn how to smoke properly
· Second step is to learn how to know the drug is having an effect on you 
· Third step is you might smoke it properly, get the effects, but not like it and get a bad trip; in this situation being with friends to reassure you that you’re okay is helpful 
· After this you’re okay to smoke it by yourself, but you need friends to get you on the right track 
· Neutralization Theory: (learning theory; no longer differential association)
· Suggest that one of the things we learn through interactions is to learn to neutralize the feelings of guilt or remorse associated with deviance
· People who break the law, it’s not that they’re twisted or not guilty but they have learned how to neutralize those feelings
· Vocabulary of motives
· 1. Denial of victims – I’m committing a victimless crime
· 2. Denial of victim – What I’m doing is illegal but there isn’t really a victim, the victim is me in anything (I’m smoking weed, prostituting, etc.)
· 3. Denial of responsibility – I know what I did was wrong but it’s not my fault 
· 4. Condemnation of condemners – who are you to tell me what I’m doing is wrong, you should blame yourself for enforcing this wrong law 
· 5. Appeal to higher loyalties – I know what I did was wrong but I had to do it (my wife was about to have a baby so I was driving recklessly) 
Differential Association Theory – Sutherland and Cressey 
· 9 ways someone engages in criminal behavior:
1. Criminal behavior is learned
2. Criminal behavior is learned in interaction with other persons in a process of communication
3. The principal part of the learning of criminal behavior occurs within intimate personal groups.
4. When criminal behavior is learned, the learning includes:
a. Techniques of committing the crime (can be complicated or simple)
b. The specific direction of motive, drive, rationalization, and attitude
5. The specific direction of motives and drives is learned from definitions of the legal code as favorable or unfavorable
6. A person becomes delinquent because of an excess of definitions favorable to violations of law over definitions unfavorable to violation of law
7. Differential associations may vary in frequency, duration, priority, and intensity.
8. The process of learning criminal behavior by association with criminal and anti-criminal patterns involves all of the mechanisms that are involved in any other learning.
9. While criminal behavior is an expression of general needs and values, it is not explained by those general needs and values, since noncriminal behavior is an expression of the same needs and values

Week #6 – Reactionary Theories (Including Labelling Theory) 
· Reactionary theory: crime is a reaction to how someone has behaved or how you have perceived them to have acted 
Social Learning Theories CONTINUED
· Crime is learned through interaction with others 
· Criminals are not different or unusual as normal human beings in regard to emotions, but they have LEARNED strategies and techniques to neutralize these emotions
· The legal defence of duress; you might feel guilty even if you have a completely valid defence
· You might need to invoke a technique of neutralization to achieve not feeling guilty 
· Denial of injury; the victim didn’t suffer 
· A drug dealer can say that he warned the victim and that it was the individual’s choice 
· Denial of victim; there’s no victim to begin with 
· If you’re doing drugs you can say I’m not harming anyone; but in reality people are being hurt and killed in being part of the drug trade 
· Jaywalking: there’s no cars so who am I hurting 
· Condemnation of condemners: who are you to tell me anything 
· Donald Trump after Billy Bush incident speech, starts going at Bill Clinton  
· Even serial killers engage in some form of neutralization 

Reactionary Theory 
· Not blaming victims, but there is a relationship between what the victim had done and the crime 
· The circumstances when you’re walking the street alone at night etc. are statistically the instances in which you’re least likely to be victim of homicide/rape/assault; you’re more likely to be victim at home with someone, and this statistically quadruples when the person you’re with is the person you’re closest with 
· Rate of victimization goes up dramatically when you’re home alone with close people; this is because these crimes are mostly caused by people they’re closest to  
· Bars and nightclubs are places where you’re more likely to be victim of a murder 
· The way we see murders and crime; when it’s a random person, are the extreme exceptions 
· Reactionary theorists explain that this is because most crime is a result of domestic issues; arguments lead to more physical arguments which eventually leads them to take one step too far 
· The same thing happens at bars; looks turn into arguments which turns into fights that eventually becomes a violent crime
· Righteous Slaughter: (Jack Cats) people murdered in order to defend what they feel is “good”
· Through his research and discussion with criminals he saw that they felt that at that particular moment in time the person was so offended/disrespected that they chose to take lethal action
· Crimes of passion: crimes which result from sudden strong feelings of anger or rage 
· Crimes of passion of righteous slaughter is a form of neutralization 
· Cats says that we cant ignore other possible variables such as if they person is psychotic, and in other cases the background of the offender and the victim is the same (demographic variables; gender/age etc.)
· Younger men are the most likely to victimize and be victims 
· Research carried out at Kingston Public Hospital found that in the 90’s there was a skyrocket increase in acid burns (not a result of workplace injury)
· Found that acid is readily available in most stores in downtown Kingston, and that people kept it as a weapon of self-defence 
· People coming in from acid burns were the closest friends of others: “my sister threw it on me cause I said something to her” 

Labelling Theory 
· (1960’s) Deviance is not a quality of the act a person commits, but rather a consequence of the application by others of rule and sanctions to an “offender”… The deviant is the one to whom that label is successfully attached 
· They were suggesting that all of us engage in deviance from time to time  referred to this as drift
· Drift: people engage in crime without fully intending to do so or without possessing values that condone crime 
· What makes the difference between a criminal and non-criminal is not what they do, but whether or not they were caught 
· Primary deviance: Often unnoticed or neutralised/rationalised by others or the self, is situationally induced and not part of the self-image 
· Majority of people just committed some crimes growing up and never continued or got caught
· Secondary deviance: deviance that is the result of labels and sanctions, being accused of an offence is so stigmatising that relationships and employment can be significantly affected 
· Pager says this criminal record is like a mark, it will impact the rest of your life
· This mark can cause STRAIN and work as a LABEL that we internalize 
· Status Degradation Ceremonies: a process that serves to lower someone’s status within a group or within society in general
· Whether you get sentenced or not and are actually guilty or not, going to court is a form of SHAMING 
· Deviance Amplification: (everything leads to this) small initial deviant acts (primary deviance) may spiral into ever-increasing significance (deviant career) through process of labelling 
· Many people are still being stopped an charged for marijuana even though it’s in the process of being legalized 
· Serving time in prison feeds into this amplification further as jails act as “schools for crime”, engaging with other hardened criminals who have committed different types of crimes 
· Recidivism rates are surprisingly high, 1/3 of people commit another offence and go back 
· Although 1/3 commit another offence, that likelihood goes up the longer sentence you have served  This is because these policies harden those labels 
·  While in prison you’re not building your resume or learning anything new, and once you come out your education might be outdated  this labelling can make life very difficult 
· Strain as a result of the labelling means you’re more likely to commit crime 
· Being in a prison environment causes you to network with those individuals and build relationships with them; they become your social group and so you reoffend 
· Disintegrative Shaming: unforgiving shaming that stigmatises, humiliates, and marginalises the offender
· John Breakwhite (?) says the problem is not shaming, but how we do it is the problem; there are more effective ways to use shaming to deter crime 
· Disintegrative shaming: unforgiving shaming that stigmatizes, humiliates, and marginalizes  is seen in things such as courtrooms: you are marginalized and unforgivingly shamed 
· This becomes your identity so you begin to internalize it, and you become a career criminal 
· Reintegrative shaming: they are then asked to undertake a reasonable commitment to restoration of some kind, the goal is to restore and repair the harm done as best as possible 
· Still shaming, but the idea is to have dialogue between parties and work to try and restore 
· Shouldn’t be forced, both victim and offender should want to take part 
· Restorative Justice: focuses on needs of the victims and the offenders, as well as involving the community 
· In Japan, apologies have played a very important role in all stages of CJS
· Mea Culpa: accept full responsibility for actions and apologize 
· Gladue Courts: sentencing courts that are available to native offenders in which alternatives to incarceration are given priority and victims and members of native community play an active role in restorative justice 
· Open discussion and dialogue is encouraged 
· The judge is supposed to consider all types of punishment other than incarceration
· Not a lot of research to support the idea that labelling and identities actually lead to crime by internalizing these labels
Introduction:
· Mental illness is deviant in the sense that it is feared, stigmatized, and statistically unusual 
· Distress and Disorder: mental health deviants are people whose level of distress and disorder goes beyond that observed in the general population
· “being sick” is not a state of fact or condition, but rather a specifically patterned social role
· Sick people are temporarily exempted from normal social norms
· Sick people will not be blamed for their condition
· Sick person has an obligation to get well and therefore to seek help 
· If a sick person does not fulfill their obligations their immunity from blame will be withdrawn
Communities and Subcultures of the Mentally Ill:
· Deviant people often form subcultures 
· Communities of the mentally ill are a result of recent deinstitutionalization
Theories about Mental Illness
· Psychological theories
· Some believe that mental illnesses do not even exist, a social disorder rather than a mental disorder
· Freud says that moral order makes it hard for people to comply and they gain psychosis 
· Freud links psychological factors of mental illness with social/cultural factors and internal factors
· Sociological theories
· Functionalist theories:
· Durkheim argued that social disorganization and environmental factors led to mental illness 
· Because social disorganization and social deterioration are more prominent in cities then mental illness is most prominent in cities too
· Symbolic Interactionist theories:
· Stresses that people wth mental or physical problems are cast into a recognized social role (the sick role)
· SI only see the impacts of labelling and stigmatization 
· Deinstitutionalization was considered a triumph by symbolic interactionists because it demonstrates a public acceptance of the premise of labelling theory
· SI believe that labelling and prejudice are key problems to be solved in relation to mental illness
· Conflict theories:
· View mental illnesses as reflections of the unequal distribution of social stresses, vulnerabilities, and disadvantages in a society
· Postmodern approaches:
Consequences of Mental Illness:
· Social Consequences:
· Crime and Victimization:
· Continuing connection between mental health and crime
Stigma
· Mental Illnesses and Work:
· Mental illness can lead to unemployment 
· Economic Costs:
· Costs of mental illness: employment and earning losses 
Social Policy Implications:
· Education:
· Stigmatization of mentally ill will decline as people become more educated
· Deinstitutionalization
· 5 reasons to avoid institutionalization of the mentally ill:
1. Mental hospitals are anti-therapeutic and ineffective
2. Social scientists opposed a growing medicalization of social problems
3. Lawyers fought for patients civil liberties
4. Traditional shock-therapy was frowned upon
5. Citizens wanted lower taxes and less public spending
Conclusion:
· Mental illnesses are personal but socially structures

Week #7 – Social Control Theory  
Social Bond Theory 
· Late 1960’s 
· There was a dissatisfaction with the state of criminology research 
· Same old questions, unlike other fields (chem, bio etc.) there was no consensus for what causes crime
· It was a fractured discipline, everyone had different explanations 
· Travis Hershy was not satisfied with the question of what explains crime; he wanted a paradigm shift, take it on a new course to develop a strong, general, coherent unified theory  
· He believed failure up to this point was because everyone was asking the wrong question: what causes crime?
· He turned it around: why is it that more people don’t commit crime? Shouldn’t we all logically be criminals? 
· He thought all one of us have a serial killer in us; flawed idea that man is inherently good, we are all BORN deviant 
· He said it’s not just philosophical; proof can be found in seeing how children behave, they’re always acting out or acting bad because we’re born that way 
· We don’t stay that way because society intervenes and corrects these types of behaviours; we become socialized into wider norms that discourage this deviance 
· If it wasn’t for this, we would continue to act like this b/c it’s human nature 
· If we explain conformity, that will be the consensus cause for crime 
· Social Bond Theory: deviant and criminal acts result when a person’s BOND to society is weak or broken 
· Attachment: when someone cares about the opinions and wishes of others in society (could be parents, friends, mentors etc.)
· If someone you care about tells you not to do something, you’ll be uncomfortable doing it because you value that bond with them
· we wouldn’t want to disappoint our parents and so we conform, but if we don’t value the bond then we won’t conform 
· But how do you legislate this?
· Breaking Bread Program: males with kids vulnerable to join gangs would provide opportunity for these parents to spend quality time with kids to strengthen bond with kid
· This is challenging because you have to get parents to participate and youth to reach out to their parents  
· Commitment: investment of time and energy in activities and relationships 
· You’re committed to that relationship/activity, and you don’t want to lose it 
· “state in conformity” is the relationship 
· Good marriage effect: commitment to a “good/strong marriage” reduces crime 
· Tearoom: places men go (public bathrooms etc.) for anonymous homosexual sex where they don’t talk 
· Police officers would go to these places undercover and wait for cars to come, take down license plates and give them to newspapers to publish names 
· It was found that most of the men were in marriages 
· Police used this way of exposing them as a deterrent 
· Moral turpitude contracts: if you’re found in engaging in immoral activity you can get fired; many of these men lost their jobs 
· We conform because we are concerned about the consequences of losing our relationships; losing jobs, getting divorced, separated from kids 
· Beliefs: whether one believes that they should or not obey the rules of society . 
· A small number of people don’t engage in drug use not because they think it’s wrong, but just because it’s illegal 
· We aren’t we all smoking weed; because we think following the law is important despite what the context may be 
· Ideas of police and judge; how are we socialized to see them as good or bad? 
· Why are police at festivals and parades interacting with people? To get us to see them as good, and to get us to trust them and conform
· Most people see police as good and truthworthy, and judges/lawyers as bad and not trustworthy  
· Involvement: person engaged in conventional activities has little time for crime and deviance
· If we want people to conform keep them busy, so they have no time to get in trouble or even think about getting in trouble 
· Why we try to get kids into extra-curricular activities
· Involvement is the weakest out of the four; we need to be careful we don’t oversimplify it by just trying to keep them busy with anything all the time 
· Attempts to get kids involved in extra-curriculars don’t work if they don’t like what they’re doing or aren’t attached to the coach etc.  
· Research says social control theory fairs quite well; research has been positive BUT how do we design policy around this?
· Was Hershey successful in flipping it on its head, and coming up with universal theory?  not really, sounds a lot like the same stuff over again 
· Desistance: cessation of crime and or other deviant behaviour
· Why is it that when we get older we become less likely to engage in crime 
· The reason why youth crime rates are highest out of demographic is because they’re out of parents supervision, not married, no kids, and not working 
· As we get older we reconnect with parents, move back home, get married, have kids, start full-time careers that satisfy us  these commitments make us less likely to engage in crime 
· Hershey didn’t turn crim on its head, BUT he did get us thinking why people quit crime and not just why they start 
· Self-Control Theory: low impulse self-control is the main explanation of crime 
· Travis Hershey comes back with friend 30 years later (Gaufferson) with revision to theory 
· Referred to also as General Theory of Crime
· What gets people to engage in crime is low self-impulse; harder time of maintaining impulses and delaying gratification 
· Create psychological profile of criminal: can’t control emotions, has a temper, doesn’t consider consequences, can’t delay gratification, thrive on excitement 
· Law-abiders can control these urges and can delay gratification 
· Evidence suggests this theory has merit behind it 
· People pay attention to this theory because it has led to policy implications 
· We can reduce crime by making crime harder and less appealing to commit; makes the person lose interest and makes it less exciting 
· Routine Activities Theory (sub theory of self-control)
· Three things for a crime to occur: motivated offender, suitable target, and lack of capable guardians 
· Situational Crime Prevention: preventing crime by hardening the targets and providing them with capable guardians 
· Policy implications of self-control and routine activities theory 
· Not looking at why people commit crime, only interested in stopping them 
· Policy in UK to stop graffiti on double decker bus by putting fare collectors on bus; hardening target of upper level prevents vandalism 
· Stopping incoming calls to phone booths prevented individuals who commit organized crime from communicating anonymously 
· Critique is that stopping crime in one area lets it to pop up in another place/form 
· You have to get focused on specific types of crime and small, inexpensive ways of hardening targets 
· In Sweden subway stations are covered in art to prevent vandalism 
· Putting wheel locks on steering wheels to prevent stolen cars 
· Classical music plays at Bathurst station as crime prevention, make it less appealing to vandalize the place 
· Blue lights in washrooms and the back of buses to stop drug use because it’s harder to find a vein
· Considerable geographical differences of serial murderer 
· Different states had different social circumstances; rates of number of people who were single 
· Correlation between women out in public at night and homicides 
· Serial killers have the from social control theory that is linked to crime; personality that can’t deny gratification, have self-control etc. 
· Trauma Control Model: draws on social control theory to explain homicide 
· 1. Severe childhood traumatization (general strain theory  Ted Bundy grew up thinking mom was sister and grandma was mom)
· This inability to control gratification comes from socialization 
· 2. Exposure to violent subcultures 
· Ted Bundy was exposed to pornography (differential identification theory)  said this violent pornography brought him down this path, ideas and urges etc. 
· 3. Locating a victim
· 4. Dehumanization of the victim 
· Dehumanization: serial killers attempt to objectify their victims 
· Points to sociology, if it was psych they would have no remorse
Situational Crime Prevention 
· 3 low cost factors for SCP:
1. Design safe settings
2. Organize effective procedures (planning and carrying out the best management principles)
3. Develop secure products 
· Class & associates adopted the following policies:
1. Don’t worry about theories get empirical evidence 
2. Focus on very specific slices of crime (e.g. vandalism against telephones)
3. Do not try to improve human character, you will fail.
4. Try to block crime in a practical, natural, and simple way, at low social and economic cost.
5. Do small scale experiments 
6. Use very simple statistics ad charts that let you see comparison directly 
· Can be summed up by “don’t get fancy”
· Prevention accomplished by making criminal acts seem difficult, risky, and unrewarding
Conclusion:
· SCP offers broad repertoire for preventing crime here and now
· It’s idealism is not utopian but offering a quick and effective solution 
· 6 steps to SCP:
1. Build human character
2. Design secure environments
3. Remove crime situations
4. Arrest and process
5. Try and convict
6. Punish and rehabilitate 

Week #8 – Social Construction of Crime and Deviance 
Amsterdam Red Light District 
· Kamers: one-room government licensed cabins illuminated by a red light and containing a window or glass door  prosty’s 
· Perfectly legal 
· There are also porn video places 
· PIC (Prosty Information Center): gives information, has operated since the 1990’s 
· Made to provide as much information as possible, welcome and open to those who may be interested to learn more 
· Also open for women who may be looking for employment; people looking for info on health/safety/security etc.
· Atwerkplek: a sheltered place, provided by the authorities, where sex workers provide their services 
· Parking spots where you can go and have sex perfectly legal, it’s also in Germany 
· Cars in Amsterdam: the letter L on the car lets anyone know that the driver/driver instructor is not willing to provide driving lessons in exchange for sex 
· It is explicitly legal for driving instructors to give lessons for sex instead of money 
Social Constructionism 
· In Canada; legal to sell sex, not legal to purchase it 
· Amsterdam sex workers have legal rights and are government licensed; this creates an environment that legitimizes them and gives them rights 
· In Canada, communication for the purpose of selling sex is illegal  out in public 
· If you can’t do it privately you’ll get in trouble 
· Allice in Wonderland Law: you’re saying it’s legal, but everything around it illegal 
How did the Netherlands Get There?
· There was a large number of sex workers; despite a thriving area of work there was concern for safety and rights 
· It’s not that it’s government run, but the government regulated it  Through licensing, places have to be subject to inspection, workers have to go through tests, strict safety measures 
· Many people don’t like the idea of prostitution, but they see it as a profession nonetheless and there are also other professions of which we question the morality/ethics 
· Surveys in 1970’s showed that this profession deserves rights just like any other (70% support it)
· Gedoogbeleid: a policy of tolerance based on harm reduction 
· People may not like it or accept it, despite this there are harms to clients/workers that must be looked out for 
· Who is paying for this regulation? Taxes  people are willing to contribute their own money 
· Sex workers are paying taxes themselves 
· Harm Reduction: belief that the best way to protect women sex workers is to legalize prostitution
· Trudeau’s legalization of weed is a harm reduction strategy: regulate it to control it and address problems with it better than how we can by prohibiting it 
Social Constructionism
· The social world isn’t objective and tangible 
· When we define and label things we develop shared understandings of what is right and what’s wrong 
· We haven’t defined crime in a way that’s meaningful yet 
· Researchers in the 60’s and 70’s really changed the way we see crime by redefining crime and deviance 
· This was a time of turmoil and war, America was very divided along generational lines  beliefs and values of older generation was in conflict with youth 
· A “counter-cultural revolution”  was a movement to challenge moral boundaries around sex/drugs/gender/feminism/environmentalism/treatment of race 
· Led people to start to question assumptions we’ve been making
· Social constructionism: we understand the world using words and categories that we create and share with one another 
· Deviance: activities or characteristics that come to be perceived as either negative and/or undesirable 
· Crime: anything that comes to be defined as illegal by authorities who have control over the law and the state 
· We run into a problem when we try to find as crime and deviance as objective  how can we explain crime and deviance globally or historically 
· Crime is labels and categories  the act isn’t real, the PROCESS of defining something as a crime is real 
· After 1970’s criminology split into two parts: explaining crime and deviance, and those less interested in explaining crime and deviance and more interested in why define things as deviant 
· The way people viewed the Vietnam War/Drugs/View of the world changed the way youth went forward with criminological research than their predecessors 
· Social Constructionist: crime can very across three dimensions
· 1. The group of people/person: an older person can run away from home drive a car, but for a child it is illegal 
· Status Offenses: action that is prohibited to a class of people; often only applied to offenses committed by minors 
· Age of Consent Under Canadian Law?
· 16 is the age; used to be 14 until 2008 
· Can it really be this simple?
· Under age of 18 anal sex is illegal (unless they’re married 
· You can smoke under 19 in Ontario but not buy, legal age is 18 in other provinces, possession under legal age is illegal in New Brunswick  bare regulations and they’re all different province to province 
· Marijuana laws are different state to state 
· Chewing gum is illegal in Singapore 
· Child marriage is seen as normal 
· Honour killing is still legal in some countries 
· Why is murder legal for them and not for them 
· Why is murder legal by the state and not a crime, murder is the same act in all circumstances 
Week #9 – Conflict Theory 
· Very broad compared to the rest 
· Theoretical roots go back to Marx  class conflict between two groups; haves and have nots of resources 
· Crime can be explained by conflict; consequence between conflict of classes is crime and deviance 
· Those who have power over resources (financial resources) have a greater ability to form law, therefore also have the ability to decide what is illegal and what is legal 
· Reality is some people have a greater access to bodies such as political bodies and government legislation  
· Shape law in a way that BENEFITS them 
· Use of law, practices and decisions to protect interests of the Bourgeoisie 
Explanations of Terrorism 
· How can sociology explain terrorism? 
·  “They’re crazy”
· They must be abnormal or deranged – Media 
· Unstable individuals with a death wish – Psychologists 
· Psychopathy  these people suffer some sort of mental abnormality 
· This was just people back in America doing “armchair sociology”, not interviewing anyone, just at the media  
· “They’re deprived”
· Absolute Deprivation: long standing poverty
· Relative Deprivation: intolerable gap between what people expect out of life and what they get 
· Strain theory (Murtonian classical strain theory)  economic deprivation is what is causing terrorism 
· The best available data suggests that terrorists were actually well-educated, and upper class individuals 
· Subcultural theory  look at Islamic culture and religion 
· According to this perspective, evidence of terrorism within Islam can come from Quran 
· “Clash of Civilizations” thesis: Islamic culture leads to a collective “hatred” towards the West 
· Subtly implied is that Islam is the problem, and is the cause of terrorism 
· Historically we have seen that there has always been great reverence and support for the West in Islamic culture 
· So many things from the West can be traced to the Middle East, and to Islamic culture 
· Terrorists resent Middle Eastern policy, rather than the Western culture 
· There is a large mix of religious/cultural backgrounds when we look at terrorism and suicide bombings 
· Conflict Theory of Terrorism 
· Terrorist activities are strategically rational political actions aimed at coercing a foreign state to remove its military forces from the territory that the group views to be its homeland                
· Terrorist activities are rational acts; there is some sort of cost-benefit analysis going on 
· It is rational because the attacks often come in areas in which the people see the occupation as illegal; rational choice to achieve this goal is through terrorism 
· If terrorism was random than terrorist activity should be random as well; there is no concentration of mental health issues within Islamic groups of terrorism 
· The terrorists can be seen as the Proletariat; stripped of resources, the Bourgeoisie, who have taken the resources become the targets 
· Conflict-Interactionalist Theory
· Some guy (Bob Grim?) said that this is too simplistic: it all can’t be explained by military conflict, and seeing it as hard to believe that committing suicide is a rational calculation  we need to intergrade conflict theory with something else for a fuller idea 
·  When other tactics fail, out of desperation, members of the occupied territories may result to suicide 
· People get frustrated with the lack of response of redress using non-violence, begin to use more aggressive and violent tactics 
· Cycle of escalation until a party decides to out of desperation, all other tactics have been tried and failed, and so a drastic message must be sent  suicide bombings 
· This follows the pattern of the “typical homicide” from earlier in the year 
· Bombing “the hell” out if ISIS isn’t the answer
· More aggressive tactics are not the answer and won’t be effective  it’ll just continue the cycle and escalate the phenomenon 
· Diplomacy and negotiation is the answer 
· Conflict-Interactionalist may be able to explain things like 9/11, but not be effective in explaining what’s going in rn  ISIS beheading people 

Social Constructionism 
· Not just what is crime, but who becomes criminal 
· Bunch of laws and policies prof said isn’t important increasingly restricting rights of Jews
· We can’t pin everything on one individual; Hitler 
· There was resentment of Jews into the 20’s/30’s, and played a large role in undermining Germany in WWI
· Based in a race theory 
· Catholic church supported much of the laws and get Jews to convert; but did not support when they found out about the Final Solution 
· Judaism was not a practice; it was a race and an inferior one 
· Laws were dressed up in ways to be in line with other sentiments at the time 
· Conflict helps us explain what becomes illegal, but also what remains legal 
· These race-based laws were seen as protecting the interests of the upper class 
· Drug policy during the Third Reich was open; was illegal in most of Europe and West but not in Germany 
· This is because of Germany’s crumbling economy, Germany had already a worldwide monopoly over the creation of prescription drugs 
· The authoritarian regime supported the use of drugs for economic incentive; it was for the benefit of the upper class
· Regulating addiction and availability was not in the interest of the top 
· This can explain why white-collar crimes don’t get huge sentences; they are the top and have the power


Week #10 – Feminist Criminology 
· Statistical reality that males commit way more crime than females
Early Positivist Theory 
· Female deviance can only be explained by biology due to its relative rarity (Cesare Lombroso)
· Physiological factors that help to explain crime and deviance 
· He had “pictoral evidence”  photos of females incarcerated; he would point things out about their physique that explains their criminal activity 
· Beginnings of an attempt to explain criminality amongst females 
· It can only be biological because crime is “unfeminine” 
· This became dominant and widely accepted idea of female criminality 
· Popularity declined quickly after the middle of the 1940’s 
· The holocausts and eugenics was attributed to this unpopularity 
· Learning theory, labelling theory; all try to explain crime, and crime committed by men
· These were advanced as general theories of crime, and focused almost exclusively on male statistics and by male scholars 
· There was a tendency to generalize despite a discrepancy between male and female crime
· Can these theories really be taken into account if they can’t explain this statistical difference between males and females
· The Chivalry Hypothesis 
· Rates of female crime are lower than male crime because law enforcement treats females more lenient than males 
· There isn’t really differences between males and females, just differences in how police treat genders 
· This gender gap is a “social construct” by law enforcement 
· The evidence doesn’t hold up to this theory  that police officers are chivalrous 
· Evidence shows that its actually the opposite, to overreact to female criminality 
· The numbers are TOO vast for just chivalry hypothesis to explain the discrepancy 
· Police officers are more likely to arrest females as compared to males 
· Also more likely to arrest them if they’re single moms, from broken families 
· Sentencing can be harsher for females  especially when they’re already perceived as deviant because of race, family circumstances etc. 
· Females face “double punishment”  crime is seen as unfeminine, and so when females commit crime they’re punished twice as hard 
· Backwards chivalry hypothesis 
· The Awakening 
· Criminologists draw attention to the absence of women in general theories of crime 
· We had been studying a phenomenon by focusing males, and females were being “bracketed out” 
· In order to improve our understanding and move forward, they needed to account for both genders 
· The Gender Ratio Problem: the fact that females commit less crime than males 
· The Generalizability problem: questions whether theories for generated for men could describe offending for women 
· The Female Liberalization Thesis: designed for answer to awakening 
· Rising rates of female crime are linked to the liberation of women 
· Difference in crime can be attributed to status of women in the past 
· We’re currently in a movement of females getting more rights and liberties, and so they’re starting to commit more crime and deviance  gaining more employment, becoming more equal with males 
· Women committing crime is just a consequence of them being out more often and being able to do more things 
· Power-Control Theory 
· Gender distributed of delinquency is caused by stratification from gender relations within the family 
· This is an integrated theory; between conflict theory of gender inequality and social control theory of control practices of youth within the family 
· Looking at stats between traditional (mom staying home, pops at work) and non-traditional families and usually two children 
· Statistically found that traditional families there was a discrepancy in the rate of delinquency  males doing more crime than the girls 
· In non-traditional families, girls and boys are engaging in equal levels of delinquency 
· We’re seeing different social control factors rooted in patriarchy 
· Idea is that in traditional family mom can’t look over both kids equally, and so on kid gets more attention (girl), becomes disciplined more significantly and gets more control 
· Mentality that “boys will be boys” 
· Here we have a theory that explains the discrepancy  discipline and control that children are getting 
· However, they’re not taking class into account, single-parent families etc. 
· It’s kinda just a rework of the Female Liberalization Thesis 
· These data sets have not been replicated after the experimenters left UofT 

Feminist Criminology 
· Rape and intimate violence are the result of patriarchy in which women’s bodies and minds are subject to male domination 
· Victimology: study of the victims of crime and victimization as a process 
· One of the first findings was that statistically there is more victimization of women in poor socio-economic countries/less developed 
· Less developed countries don’t have women involved in the public sphere 
· With industrialization you will see more women becoming employed and in more urban centers 
· As females enter the work force they stratification, discrimination, harsh working circumstances  as a result they demand more, become more involved in politics 
· Government policy plays a big role in explaining rates of victimization 
· We see this hand in hand with economic development 
· Exceptions were in very highly developed countries except in the Middle East 
· Rates of female victimization tend to be higher  blamed on Islam 
· Higher rates of victimization in Muslim majority countries 
· By law women were banned from school, more frequently targets of terrorist activity/assault/murder/rape
· Honour Killings: target women whose actual or suspected actions tarnish a family’s reputation  high in these countries 
· Public opinion surveys show large number of people were in support of these practices 
· Study found majority of ninth grade students found honour killings valid in some circumstances  particularly amongst boys 
· Genital cutting: practice aimed at preventing what is regarded as female sexual misconduct 
· Correlation between number of Muslims and these practices
· We’re not seeing Islam is the cause, but there is a correlation 
· Concern over the idea that Islam is anti-woman 
· In these countries, practices such as genital cuttings are high in people of other religions as well 
· Countries like Tunisia: this is outlawed, and they’re ahead of us in addressing and advancing the rights of females 
· What we’re seeing here isn’t religion or Islam, it’s PATRIARCHY 
· Religious texts are used to further patriarchy  interpretations of Islam to justify these things 
· Historical and political circumstances of what is going on in the ME
· Canada is not one of the safest countries to be in for females: moderate victimization 
· ¼-1/5 women on campuses experiencing sexual assault 
· A lot of it has to do with policy, and practices of CJS 
· Going to court these cases of domestic violence, rape etc. become all circumstantial and reasonable doubt comes up 
· The number of people willing to go forward with their reports of crime  often suppressed by colleges, registrars etc. 
· Ethic of Care
· Children raised in an ethic of care will develop identities that involve a concern for others 
· Attempt to look at female crime as well as victimization + it’s a feminist theory 
· Males will be socialized into ethic of care less than girls 
· Different from power-control, doesn’t take into account family dynamic of parents 
· Just looking at difference in socialization between girls and boys 
· Techniques of Regulation: girls are more likely to be taught lessons of care than boys, and compared to boys, they are subject to stronger and more intense techniques of regulation 
· Ethic of care and technique of regulation helps explain victimization  females are less likely to report crime because they care more 
· Not perfect, but moving us in the right direction looking at systems of patriarchy and victimization
Conflict Theory:
· Crime as a function of social and economic conflict are critical/Marxist criminologists 
· Crime as the outcome of class struggle 
Marx: Productive Forces and Productive Relations:
· Production has two components:
1. Productive forces (technology, energy sources, and material resources)
2. Relations of Production (exist among people producing goods and services; e.g. master-slave, capitalist-proletarian) 
· Mark believed that if social conflicts are not resolved they destabilize society
Marx on Crime:
· Crime as the product of law enforcement policies akin to a labelling process theory – working people commit crime bc their choice is a slow death of starvation or a speedy one at the hands of the law
Modern Conflict Theory:
· Conflict theory was directed at:
1. Identifying real crimes in society (sexism, racism, etc.)
2. Evaluating how criminal law is used as a mechanism of social control
3. Turning the attention of citizens to the inequities of society 
Conflict Criminology:
· Power Relations: The unequal distribution of power produces conflict. People use pwr to shape public opinion to meet their personal interests, and crime is defined by those in pwr. This can create criminogenic situations where no absolute standard of right and wrong exists, however, the law appears to reflect universal interests.
· The Social Reality of Crime: (Quinney)
1. Crime is a definition of human conduct created by politically authorized agents
2. Criminal definitions describe behaviors that conflict with the interests of those that have the power to shape public policy 
3. Criminal definitions are applied by those that have the pwr to shape the enforcement and administration of the criminal law
4. Behavior is structured in segmentally organized society in relation to criminal definitions, and persons engage in actions that have relative probabilities of being defined as criminal
5. Conceptions of crime are constructed and diffused in society by various means of communication 
6. The social reality of crime is constructed by the construction of criminal conceptions, the application of criminal definitions, and the development of behavior to criminal definitions 
· Quinney also believed that criminal definitions are based on factors such as:
1. Changing social conditions
2. Emerging interests
3. Increasing demands that political, economic, and religious interests be protected
4. Changing conceptions of public interests 
· Norm Resistance: (Turk)
· Social conflict is inevitable when authorities in society are in conflict with those who are controlled by, but have little ability to control, the law. Conflict is inherent because both groups have their own sets of cultural norms (those that express ideals and values) and social norms (actual group behaviors). Interaction between authorities and subjects eventually produces norm resistance, or open conflict, which is highest under certain conditions:
1. Authorities and subjects are both committed to opposing cultural norms
2. People will group support will be resistant to authority or change 
3. Assessing the strengths, weaknesses of opponents helps avoid conflict with authorities 
· The development of a Radical Criminology:
· Rejected the conservative stance of criminologists and their close financial relationship with gov’t funding agencies. Investigated the concept of deviance from a labelling perspective, looking at how social control might be a cause of, rather than a response to, antisocial behavior.
· Fundamentals of Marxists Criminology:
· Criminals are not social misfits but rather a product of the society and its economic system in which they reside
· 3 implications:
1. Each society will produce its own types and amounts of crime
2. Each society will have its own distinctive ways of dealing with criminal behavior 
3. Each society gets the amount and type of crime that it deserves
· Economic Structure and Surplus Value
· Social conflict is fundamentally related to the historical and social distribution of productive private property and surplus value (the Marxist view that the laboring classes produce wealth that far exceeds their wages and goes to the capitalist class as profits)
· Instrumental Marxism:
· Summary:
1. Society is based on an advanced capitalist economy 
2. The state is organized to serve the interests of the dominant economic class
3. The criminal law is a state instrument used to maintain the existing social/economic order
4. Crime control occurs through institutions established and administered by an elite
5. Contradictions in capitalism require that lower classes remain oppressed by the legal system
6. The collapse of capitalism and creation of a society based on socialism will solve crime
· Structural Marxism: the view that law is designed to maintain the capitalist system individuals (either owners and workers) whose behavior threatens social stability will be sanctioned


Week #11 Lecture – Critical Race Theory (Under Conflict Theory) 
Historical Overview 
· Starts with Lombroso and Positivist theory (18th century)  trait theories
· Lombroso concluded there was something wrong with female criminals because it was so unusual 
· He saw crime and deviance as more prevalent in racial minorities, and that it came down to biological differences between races 
· Criminals were animalistic and biologically inferior, but not “evil”
· More impulsive, violent, dangerous, and less intelligent 
· He had data that he said proved empirically that crime was higher in ethnic minorities 
· Today 
· Statistical reality that rates of crime are significantly higher amongst certain minority groups 
· Best available statistics suggest that rates of crime are roughly 5/6 times higher in indigenous peoples 
· Rates of crime in indigenous women are 15/16 times higher than non-indigenous women
· Crime is not distributed evenly across the country  Toronto is one of the safest parts of Canada 
· Crime skyrockets going to the West and North 
· Why is crime higher in Vancouver than in Toronto and Montreal? Pacific Ocean, part of the drug trade route 
· Reason for crime distribution is that it fits the geography of where indigenous people live 
· Reason is the economic and living condition of indigenous peoples
· Strain has played a prominent role in understanding high rates of crime in indigenous peoples 
· This explains high rates of crime in African and Caribbean people/communities as well 
· Crime in indigenous people is often a survival strategy  people trying to make ends meet  
· This explains crime going North as well, because the living conditions in Northern Canada is remote/lack of access to basic infrastructure etc.
· No access to hospitals, mental health resources, police presence 
· Police in these areas have a monopoly on everything (counselling, teaching etc.) because of a lack of resources 
· 24 pack of water is a bill!!! 
· Post-Colonial Theory: the historical experience of colonization and subjugation and the resultant contemporary experience of social, economic, and political marginalization has led to a feeling of insignificance and insularity that becomes unbearable 
· This is a historical explanation of crime 
· Colonialism is alive, and policy pushes it forward  it’s not just crime, it’s law 
· General Strain theory attempts to explain ID crimes rates, but post-colonial theory says this is why there is ID crime rates 
· History of Colonialism 
· Ban on alcohol for indigenous people one year after colonialism 
· Later in 1874, public intoxication was illegal 
· 1876  Indian Act prohibits any form of simple possession of liquor in reserves 
· Prohibition of drugs that were legal at the time on indigenous reserves  cocaine, heroin 
· 1886  crime of anyone, ID or non-ID being drunk on a reserve 
· 1887  police can arrest an indigenous person they think is drunk and can hold them until trial 
· 1936  illegal for anyone to be in possession of any form of intoxicants in the home of any ID person 
· Canadian Alcohol Prohibition: illegal for ID to possess or be intoxicated, and for anyone to possess intoxicants on reserves 
· R v. Drybones: law is in contravention of the Equality of Law provision under Canadian Bill of Rights 
· Prohibition was still held on some reserves regardless up till 2000’s 
· We need to think beyond strain arguments for high rates of alcoholism  this history of prohibition and criminalization has resulted in the substance abuse 
· Overall message  it’s more than just strain, there’s a unique historical trajectory 
· Critical Race Theory 
· Power structures are based on white privilege and white supremacy, which perpetuates the marginalization of people of colour  
· Attention to the social construction of crime 
· Challenges how rates of crime and crime statistics are being socially constructed 
· “The Crime Funnel”  huge disproportion between reported crime, actual crime, and those charged and convicted 
· What about all of the crime that isn’t reported 
· Incarceration rates are not represented of people breaking the law according to the crime funnel  
· Less a reality of how much crime is being committed and more of a reality of who police is stopping and choosing to arrest 
· Police rhetoric around racial profiling is that it’s unbiased, it just so happens that minorities get targeted more 
· Correlation between individuals who identify as racial minorities are significantly (2/3 times) more likely to be stopped and searched 
· Institutional Racism: institutions can operate along racist lines without acknowledging or even recognizing this 
· Hiring ethnically diverse officers doesn’t solve the structural problem 
· Contextual Racism: racism occurs in certain situations, places and contexts 
· South-Asian people have less contact with police in Canada, but opposite in UK 
· Muslim discrimination in Israel airports 

Week #12 – Conflict Theory Continued 
Crime Trends 
· Why did crime peak in the early 90’s and been decreasing steadily since? 
· One explanation is the legalization of abortion 
· Aborted children don’t get to grow up and commit crime 
· Strain theory can’t explain rising crime from the 1960’s because there was unprecedented economic growth and rise in employment numbers 
· One thing to note is age demographics 
· Baby Boomers were getting older when crime was rising
· Once they became middle aged and old, crime began to decrease  “aging out”
American Criminal Justice Policy in the 1960’s 
· Prioritizing social programs 
· Anti-poverty programming 
· Rehabilitation 
· Incarceration as a last resort 
· The only good Eugenics did is point to science as a solution to crime 
· There was a high demand for students graduating from University on social sciences to develop programs like “Head Start”  into a welfare state 
· At this time, 60’s, people weren’t really thinking about crime like how we think about it now 
· Politicians focused on international relations, war and economy, but not crime 
· Video: “1964 Presidential Election thoughts on Goldwater”
· This election was the first case of effective fearmongering 
· TRUMP IS THE NEW GOLDWATER 
· Rise of a neoliberal state 
· Not only was crime going up, media focus on crime was going up 
· Moral Panic: extreme over-response that occurs when many people fervently believe that some form of deviance or crime poses a profound threat to society’s well-being
· The New Predicament 
· The normality of high crime rates 
· The limitations of the criminal justice state 
· Rehabilitation was looked at positively till the 1970’s 
· Researchers found that priorities were being disproportionately handed out: minorities getting less rehabilitation sentences are more death sentences 
· David Garland says this criticism of rehabilitation went in the opposite direction 
· They didn’t think rehabilitation would dissemble 
· Suddenly crime was a political issue 
· Adaptive Strategies: in acknowledging current failures of the state, these policies attempt to overcome the limitations of the state, or adjust expectations in order to work within constraints 
· Crime Stoppers is an adaptive strategy: idea that police can only do so much 
· Denial: the State willfully denies the new predicament and re-asserts the “old myth” of the power to punish, control crime, and maintain public safety all by itself 
· Acting Out: expressing anger and outrage that crime provokes. Reason is abandoned, goal is to tap into emotion 
· David Garland said this is the political equivalent of a child’s temper tantrum 
· Garland: goal on tough on crime policies isn’t to deter crime, it’s to show a temper tantrum 
· David Garland: Philippians example of schizophrenic government 
· Crime has actually gone down in Philippians (?)
· Trudeau legalizing weed an adaptive strategy 
· Might not seem neoliberal, but it is  it can’t be reduced so we have to find other ways to adapt to reality 
· Government says their motive to legalize weed is for harm reduction and eliminate organized crime and underground weed economy 

ESSAY QUESTION:

· BAD: Classical Strain Theory 
· Background: Theory put forward by Robert Merton in response to Durkheim’s view of crime because Merton saw crime as inherently dysfunctional whereas Durkheim saw crime as holding the function of showing moral boundaries
· Merton’s conception of Anomie: strain between the American Dream and the structurally legitimate means to achieve it 
· Income inequality is the core of strain theory
· Merton conceptualizes strain as psychological frustration which leads people to 5 specific reactions:
1. Conformity: when there is little strain that exists between goals and means to achieve those goals 
2. Innovation: using ILLEGITIMATE means to achieve legitimate goals (commit crime or engage in deviant behaviour) (If conformity can’t be achieved they’ll resort to innovation)
3. Ritualism: means are accepted in a manner disconnected with goals (they’ll realize that there’s a disconnect and try to live with it).The idea of living with legitimate means is important to them, they’re not willing to take illegitimate means.
4. Retreatism: rejection of both the mean AND the goal  drop out of society completely, drug use is the prime example 
5. Rebellion: establishing new means and goals (creating a new culture)
· 3 reasons why this is BAD:
1. Head start program:
· Head start allowed kids coming from economically disadvantaged families to enroll in government funded daycare programs before school and get a head start into schooling and get free food 
· Crime rates went up in the 80’s so it’s hard to see if it had an effect, and people began doubting the relationship between poverty and crime 
2. Self-Report Surveys:
· According to self-report surveys it didn’t matter what income background you came from, poverty was not correlated with crime and deviance 
3. International research:
· Sweden for example, show that during periods of income inequality at its lowest violent crime was at its highest 
· There is an inverse relationship globally, the lower the rates of income inequality the higher the rate of violent crime 
· Strain theory cannot explain these crimes from a viewpoint of desperation, which may suggest that these crimes are learned socially
· [bookmark: _GoBack]According to classical strain theory, the reason people engage in crime is because they cannot achieve culturally defined goals/purposes/interests through acceptable modes of achieving these goals by society.
· This makes the assumption that everyone values the same culturally defined goals and the acceptable modes of achieving 
· Also makes the assumption that crime is always done out of desperation
· This is NOT TRUE, as strain theory isn’t able to account for crimes like joyriding, Mike Vick dog-fighting, middle-class white kid in nice home selling weed
· Not all crime rises from desperation, and not all people value culturally defined goals and the legitimate means to achieve them  some people are gonna commit crime because they want to

· GOOD: Differential Identification Theory
· Falls under Social Learning Theory (sub-theory) 
· Definition: people are likely to commit crime if they identify with real or imagined actors who regard crime and deviance as acceptable 
· 7 characteristics of DIT:
1. Crime is learned
2. We learn crime through communication and interaction with others 
3. People learn both the techniques and motives for crime 
4. Motives are drives are learned from definitions of legal codes (norms of what is right/wrong in the law) that are either favorable/unfavorable
5. Ratio of favorable to unfavorable definitions of law is what causes crime 
6. Learning criminal behavior is done in the same way as all other forms of learning  (just as normal to learn how to ride a bike and get pleasure from it)
7. As opposed to DAT, DRT does not require crime to only be learned in small intimate groups and is not restricted to only warm-blooded communication 
· 4 reasons this is GOOD:
1. Helps to explain copycat crimes 
2. Explains how crime arises and rising crime rates even in times of higher income equality, offers a theory of process rather than a structural theory. Limiting time children spend with each other unsupervised. During time of baby boomers, crime rates rose because teenagers statistically commit the most crime and having a lot of them together leads to more learning of crime, instead of desperation.
3. This can explain crime that arises from little to no desperation (the ones listed for strain theory) and beyond that there are many crimes that require social interaction to commit
4. Shows how crime is rooted in social organization and is often an expression of that social organization
· Prostitute subculture (madam teaching young prostitutes the ropes)
· Requires interpersonal and philosophical training in order to be successful and safe
· Nudist Camp reading (relearning acceptable behavior)
· Acceptable behaviour is relearnt as nudity is seen as mutually exclusive from sexuality and arousal, also requires training in interpersonal behaviour.
· Even crimes of desperation amongst homeless require some form of learning (theft  where to steal, how to get away)
· Theories that make DIT strong:
· Deterrence Theory: believes that longer jail sentences will lead people to not want to commit crime. In actuality, this leads to higher rates of recidivism becomes inmates learn how to commit more crime from other inmates. This proves the merits of a social learning theory like DIT which asserts that crime is socially learned.
· Labelling Theory: concept of deviance amplification, going to jail and learning more crime (jail is a school for crime), being in a prison environment causes you to network with those individuals and build relationships with them
· Social Bond theory: deviant and criminal acts occur when a person’s bond to society is weak or broken. This plays off attachment and when someone cares about the opinions or wishes of some others in society. Says we don’t want to disappoint police, but what about in today’s society with racial minorities that hate the police. This theory errs in assuming that everyone in society that serves as an attachments sees obeying the law as important, whereas DIT understands that there are individuals in society that have varying opinions of the law, which can create positive definitions of crime. Social constructionism explains how crime is social construct, people could smoke weed for religious reasons, it’s all subjective. Under the concept of belief for SBT (whether one believes that they should or not obey the rules of society) which claims that there are two options, you don’t commit crime bc u think it’s illegal or bc it’s wrong, but this does not account for the fact that most people don’t commit crime bc they don’t have someone to teach them (think about weed) Beker weed example  talks about how you’ll only commit crime if you have a positive experience. This example works to bolster differential identification theory, you’re only gonna smoke weed if you know someone that sells, someone that rolls, and someone teaches you how to smoke. Crime requires learning. 
· Rational Choice Theory: better than strain theory because it offers a definition of crime that encompasses all aspects of crime (white collar crime) and explains crime as a rational decision to work in your advantage rather than an act of desperation. Worse than DIT because it is overly broad and fails to explain where crime comes from, how crime is socially constructed, and cannot be used to explain crime rates/trends (baby boomer example). 
· RT theory only accounts for people committing crime if its beneficial for them, DRT accounts for why people commit crime (getting favourable definition), and how they commit it (learning), and why they continue to commit crime



