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DEVIANCE AND CRIME


Cause and effect and intervention—all leap into focus in this topic—also overlaps one of the emergent “ologies,” criminology


Everyone in the class is, or has been, a criminal at one time or another-- List some famous criminals (and don’t forget Kenneth Lay, Tom DeLay,  Martha Stewart and Oceans 11, and Rosa Parks)—also note the criminal stereotypes in Crash-- Was George Washington a criminal? Robin Hood?  Pretty Boy Floyd?
[also discuss the criminal-as-hero tradition, like which has changed from revolutionary activity to In The Belly of the Beast, though this tradition has recently fallen from favor]


Diagram  Cause/effect/prevention/punishment

                             Nature vs. Nurture—discuss Caesar Lombroso

Physical Attractiveness and Criminal Behavior
Physical unattractiveness, deformity, and disfigurement have been associated with evil since antiquity. In the Iliad, Homer described the wicked Thersites as possessing thin hair over a "misshapen head," with one blinking eye and a lame leg. Physiognomy (the "science" of reading personality characteristics into facial features) traces its practice to Homer's Greece. When Socrates was convicted for heresy and the corruption of youth in the fifth century B.C., a physiognomist charged that his face betrayed a brutal disposition. Greek culture embraced the notion that mind and body were interconnected; if a sound mind went together with a sound body, the implication was that a twisted mind resided in a deformed body. Aristotle confirmed this view in his Metaphysics when he reasoned that the essence of the body is contained in the soul.
These opinions were ensconced into law in medieval Europe. Among those accused of demonic possession, ecclesiastical edicts interpreted large warts and moles on the skin as physical signs of the entry point of the devil into the soul (Einstadter and Henry 1995). Secular law directed jurists to convict the uglier of two people who were under equal suspicion for a crime (Wilson and Herrnstein 1985). In an echo of these sentiments some years later, Shakespeare's Cassius, in Julius Caesar (Act I, Scene II), is judged a dangerous man by his "lean and hungry look."
The link between unattractiveness and criminal behavior remained alive and well in 20th-century American popular culture. In his famous comic strip and in the movies it inspired, cartoonist Chester Gould sharply contrasted the square-jawed, clean-cut good looks of detective Dick Tracy with cutthroat criminals like the flat-headed "Flattop," the pointy-snouted "Mole," the wrinkle-cheeked "Pruneface," and the big-bottomed "Pear Shape." Hollywood imitated science in Johnny Handsome (1989), a feature film about a robber with grotesque facial deformities who reforms after receiving extensive cosmetic surgery.
Some of the earliest criminological researchers shared this thinking. Physiognomy persisted throughout the 18th century, most notably in the work of Swiss scholar Johan Casper Lavater, whose influential Physiognomical Fragments appeared in 1775. One hundred years later, Italian prison physician Cesare Lombroso published Criminal Man (1876), a famous study that attributed criminal behavior to what he termed "atavism," an inherited condition that made offenders evolutionary throwbacks to more primitive humans. By conducting autopsies on 66 deceased criminals, and comparing 832 living prison inmates with 390 soldiers, Lombroso created a list of physical features that he believed were associated with criminal behavior. These "stigmata" included sloping foreheads, asymmetrical faces, large jaws, receding chins, abundant wrinkles, extra fingers, toes, and nipples, long arms, short legs, and excessive body hair-hardly the image of handsome men.
The notion that criminal behavior was related to physical anomalies was dealt a severe blow by the publication of Charles B. Goring's The English Convict in 1913. This study subjected 37 of Lombroso's stigmata to empirical testing by comparing 2,348 London convicts to a control group that represented a cross section of young Englishmen. Goring found little support for Lombroso's arguments, concluding that criminal behavior is caused by inherited feeblemindedness, not physical appearance.
Undaunted by these results, Harvard anthropologist Earnest A. Hooton conducted an ambitious 12-year study that compared 13,873 male prisoners in 10 states with a haphazard sample of 3,023 men drawn from the general population, searching once more for physical differences. Hooton published his findings in The American Criminal and Crime and the Man, both books appearing in 1939. The books attributed criminal behavior to biological inferiority and "degeneration," ascribing a variety of unattractive physical characteristics to criminals (including sloping foreheads, compressed facial features, drooping eyelids, small, protruding ears, projecting cheekbones, narrow jaws, pointy chins, and rounded shoulders).
By the 1930s, however, biological research was rapidly losing favor, as criminologists increasingly argued that social factors alone cause criminal behavior. Hooton's research was ridiculed in particular, one sociologist dismissing his findings as comically inept in historic proportions (or "the funniest academic performance... since the invention of movable type" [Reuter 1939]). Hooton was condemned for his circular reasoning: offenders were assumed to be biologically inferior, so whatever features differentiated criminals from noncriminals were interpreted as indications of biological inferiority.
Despite the skepticism of many sociologists regarding these attempts to link physical unattractiveness to criminal conduct, self-derogation and general strain theories can explain this relationship. Self-derogation theory asserts that youth who are ridiculed by peers lose self-esteem and the motivation to conform (Kaplan 1980). General strain theory claims that repeated "noxious," unwanted interactions produce disappointment, depression, frustration, and anger (Agnew 1992). Both theories see delinquency and crime as means of retaliation that boosts one's self-worth or vents one's anger. Certainly, unattractive youths are prime candidates for noxious ridicule that results in low self-esteem and emotional strain. (From Wright and Millers, eds. The Encyclopedia of Criminology.2004)


What creates deviant behavior? Is it genetic predisposition (a.k.a. the bad seed) or is it social conditions? Some criminologists propose three theories:

· Low intelligence

· The “XYY theory” so that an extra chromosome in males leads to crime

· Body type—as we have seen above

Psychologists think crime is developed from personality disorders, so deviating individuals have deviating personalities—subconscious motives drive people to crime, so internal elements create actions—sociologists disagree, as ways, and look at external, or socialization factors, as the basis for activity—


One mistake is that crime is often a rational choice, especially among working-class people, who weigh risk/rewards as part of a life scheme—each class has its own crimes, based on opportunity and social factors

Begins with a discussion of gangs—estimated 8,000 gangs in the US with a membership of 378,000—also uses the term peer cliques or friendship circles which “conform to peer norms”—one sociologist claims that peer groups are hierarchical, and restrict membership [a voluntary association is not a hierarchical structure, I think]—feeling of association and self-worth by belonging to a group

Deviance is any behavior, belief or condition that violates significant social norms in the society or group in which it occurs—probably the most controversial element of sociology because one group’s pleasure is another group’s deviance—Henslin claims that “norms make social life possible by making behavior predictable” (p. 135)—deviance is any act top which people respond negatively

Behavioral deviance is an individual’s intentional or inadvertent actions—also mixed with conformance—a classic example of ethnocentrism—one’s conformity is another’s bizarre behavior, such as punks or Goths—also a person who has a specific conditions (AIDS) or characteristic (obesity) may be considered deviant—stigma is common, a sign of physical or social attribute which so devalues a person’s social identify that it disqualifies the person from full social acceptance

Morality is critical part of deviance definitions—wholly socialized but critical to humans

Deviance is not inherent but is socially conferred by the audience or majority group so the group as much as the individual is the proper subject of study—deviance is relative and historical

Crime is behavior that violates criminal law and is punishable with fines, jail or other negative sanctions—juvenile delinquency is a sort of “criminal behavior”—no question that the definition of “crime” is the most highly socialized/controversial area, and one which is the most highly/visibly enforced and codified—no voluntary acceptance and the chance where social stratification and political power is most obvious[we are socialized to accept this enforcement by cop shows]

SOCIAL CONTROLS—systematic practices that social groups develop in order to encourage conformity to norms, rules and laws in order to discourage deviance

· Internal social control mechanisms—basically through socialization—people internalize social values which control behavior and appear to voluntarily and willingly follow certain norms-[could discuss the concept of shame]—what would you do if you knew no one would catch you?

· External social controls—
· negative sanctions are informal ways for people to express disapproval—anything from a frown to banishment/shunning and 

· punishments to enforce behavior—the criminal justice system is the main enforcement mechanism in the US today—[cf. to the old neighborhood controls as an indication of how the government has become the community, with negative effects—a minority and involuntary control]

Social controls really demonstrate relativity of societies because behavior that is prized in one society is punished in another—criminology is the study of crime and the criminal justice system, including the police, the courts and prisons

SOCIOLOGICAL PERSPECTIVES ON CRIME

See excellent chart on Kendall page 214

Functionalist perspective

Emile Durkheim believed that deviance is rooted in social factors such as rapid social change and the lack of social integration—anomie leads to crime and the breakdown of organic solidarity—as social integration decreased, deviance and crime increased so Durkheim believed (1895) that deviance is a natural and inevitable part of all societies—the functionalists believe (!!) that deviance has positive impact by

1. deviance clarifies rules—society reaffirms its commitment to regulation

2. deviance unites a social group, reinforcing solidarity

3. deviance promotes social change—violators of social norms often lay the foundation for new norms—civil disobedience is one conscious and willful example

Ironically, functionalists worry at the same time about a dysfunctional society—if too many people violate norms, then chaos follows—extreme is psychopaths

Robert Merton (1938) developed the strain theory of deviant behavior, which states that people feel tension when they cannot achieve social goals because they do not have the socially approved means of doing so—strain theory explains the feelings of hopeless in poor neighborhoods, leading to despair or rage—Merton identified five ways in which people adapt to role strain (see chart on p. 204):

1. conformity—people accept culturally approved means goals and methods of achievement (work hard/save money)—can be duplicated in cliques which can, with other elements, lead to Columbine—peer pressure and exclusion—but what is conformity in one group is deviance in another
2. innovation—people accept social goals but look for new methods—can be unique or just plain illegal—Kendall focuses on “innovation” by ruling class as well as on gang behavior

3. ritualism—people give up on social goals nut still adhere to socially approved methods of achievement—the opposite of innovation—people want to be “good citizens”—[look at intergenerational achievement: workers suffer for the sake of their children]

4. retreatism—people abandon both the goals and the methods of achievement—addicts and other who lose control

5. rebellion—people openly challenge accepted beliefs or methods and advocate alternate goals and means—can use both violent and nonviolent tactics, but use collective, and not just individual action—the difference between individual resistance and collective rebellion

Illegitimate Opportunity Structures—developed by sociologists Richard Cloward and Lloyd Olin (1960) to expand Merton’s role strain theories—circumstances provide the opportunity for people to acquire through illegitimate activities what they cannot achieve through accepted methods—gangs, according to Felix M. Padilla (1993), become entrepreneurial enterprises, and not just a clique or peer group—strict sense of collective action and solidarity—found three kinds of gang activity

· criminal gangs—devoted to theft, extortion and other illegal means of securing an income—

· conflict gangs—emotional values, like turf

· retreatist gangs—simply do not function—can’t get money through “legal” means and are not willing to use “illegal” means, so just exist

Lewis Yablonsky (1997) updated Cloward and Olin by including racial and ethnic elements

Focus is on social deviance and class origins—according to Anne Campbell (1984): gangs are “a microcosm of American society, a mirror image in which power, possession, rank and role . . .are found within the subcultural life of poverty and crime.” –her theory is opposed by Charles Tittle and Robert Meier (1990) who dispute the idea that poverty breeds crime, and they claim that most poor people are law-abiding while more crimes are committed by ruling class/middle-class individuals

Symbolic Interactionist Perspective


Focus on social process of how people develop a self-concept and learn conforming behavior through socialization


Differential association theory developed by Edwin Sutherland (1939) believes that people have a greater tendency to deviate from societal norms when they frequently associate with individuals who are more inclined to deviance that conformity—the dialectical theory: one behavior reinforces the other—“learned criminal behavior”—Oliver Twist—still does not fully explain behavior: why some people in bad neighborhoods do not break laws—Ronald Akers (1990) created the differential reinforcement theory—both deviant and conventional behaviors are learned—people evaluate their own behavior through interaction with others—emphasis on peer pressure and control


Rational choice theory—people weigh the risks and rewards of behavior—situational factors and personal factors involved--contradicted by the retreatist theory, which basically allows people to act irrationally, or without a sense of choices—driven, almost “sub-human”—is rational choice theory a proper way to evaluate crimes?—if so, can it be applied to crime prevention (by publicizing punishment, for example)?


Social Bonding—developed by Walter Reckless (1967) which shows that people with high self-esteem tend to reject criminal pressures—inner containments such as self-control and responsibility and outer containments such as family and ‘reasonable” social 

expectations—Travis Hirschi (1969) expanded the social bond theory, proposing that the possibility of deviant behavior increases as an individual’s ties to society are weakened—according to Hirschi, social bonding involves

· attachment to other people

· commitment to conformity

· involvement in conventional activities

· belief in the legitimacy of conventional values and norms

Interestingly, Hirschi only studied men but later studies show the theory applies equally to men and women—also raise the question of causality: do weakened social bonds create deviant behavior or does deviant behavior weaken social bonds, or is it dialectical-

[great issue: what are reasonable social expectations?]


Labelling theory—deviance is a socially constructed process in which social control agencies designate certain people as deviants, and they, in turn, accept the label placed upon them and begin to act accordingly [The Wild One]—emphasis on linguistics and follows the social interactionist theories of Cooley and Mead—process of labeling involves to separate parties: those doing the labeling and those being labeled, assuming a power relationship and a wide range of social implications—Howard Becker (1963) invented the term moral entrepreneurs to describe individuals who create the rules about what constitutes social deviance, establishing standards of “right” and “wrong” which are then enforced on others—the labeling process involves several stages:

1. primary deviance—the initial act of rule-breaking—if individuals accept the label, they are more likely to move to the next stage

2. secondary deviance—a person has been labeled a primary deviant, accepts the identity, and continues the deviant behavior

3. tertiary deviance—a form of rebellion that occurs when a secondary deviant tries to relabel certain activity as normal rather than deviant

William Chambliss (1973) carried out classic gang study of the “Saints” and the “Roughnecks” among high school boys—class factors were very important as the behavior was similar but the labeling was different—has major implications for the criminal justice system—turning points of life where major decisions are made—

Conflict Perspectives on Deviance

Power is the central element in defining deviance—people in power use the law to protect their interests and to legitimize their behavior—according to Turk (1977), norms and laws are established solely for the benefit of people in power and have nothing to do with right and wrong—activities of workers are much more likely to be labeled “criminal” than those of the ruling class and the criminal justice system is much more focused on working-class activities--people in power create categories such as 

· social dynamite—“persons who have been “marginalized (including rioters, labor organizers, gang members and criminals” (p. 210)—agents of social change who often take pride in their activities are try to justify them—considered to be the dangerous class and to receive heavier criminal sanctions

· social junk—welfare recipients, addicts, homeless and others who are “costly to society but relatively harmless.” Because they do not actively try to spread their behavior or to justify it

Marxists view capitalism as the crime and the ruling class as the criminals—according to Barry Krisberg (1975), privilege is the most prized possession of the ruling class in any social period—includes not only behavior but material possessions as well—leads to the concept of white-collar and corporate crime—Richard Quinney (1979) found that people in power label as criminal any activity that threatens their power and privilege—opponents argue that there is a consensus on certain activities (murder, rape) as criminal, cutting across class lines—a deeper problem is professed and secret behavior: people who publicly oppose rape or abuse, for example, but practice it in secret

[is the system inherently criminal?]

Feminist Perspectives

Can theories used to explain male behavior be used to understand female deviance? Freda Adler (1975) in Sisters in Crime and Rita James Simon (1975) in Women and Crime argued that women’s liberation would increase the incidence of crime by women (Martha Stewart?)—there are now three schools of feminist thought on deviance

1. liberal feminism—women’s crimes and deviance are a rational and logical response to gender discrimination that women experience in families and in the workplace

2. radical feminist—crimes are created by patriarchy—focuses on social forces that shape women’s lives and shows that exploitations may trigger deviant behavior—use prostitution as an example of punishing only women for a so-called crime—

3. socialist feminist—women are exploited doubly, and respond by “deviant” behavior—women experience, according to James Messerschmidt (1986) “double marginality” which ironically, restricts the opportunities of women for criminal behavior—lower-class women are often victims of crime more than criminals—men often try to prove their masculinity by doing gender, or abusing women—other scholars emphasize the increasing importance of race and ethnicity as well as gender
Regina Arnold (1990) examined the relationship between women’s earlier victimization in families and subsequent involvement in the criminal justice system—“To be young, black, poor and female is to be in a high-risk category for victimization and stigmatization on many levels.”—still there are very few studies of women as deviants

Postmodern Perspectives on Deviance


Issues of power, social control and knowledge are intermixed—Michel Foucalt wrote Discipline and Punish (1979) to study prisons from mid-1800s to early 1900s and found evolving practices for social control (from torture to surveillance, for example)—described the Panoptican: a structure that gives prison officials the possibility of complete observation of inmates at all times—surveillance is knowledge which is power—Shoshana Zuboff (1988) claims the computer is now a kind of Panoptican to allow supervisors  surveillance over the “inmates”

What is crime?

How does the law classify crime and what are the sanctions?—look at Uniform Crime Report (UCR) to see felonies and misdemeanors, compiled by the FBI since 1930, using local police reports—offers eight major crimes, called index crimes: murder, rape, robbery, assault, burglary, motor vehicle theft, arson and larceny (theft of property worth more than $ 50) –in 2000, almost 14 million arrests were made—16% were for index crimes

How do sociologists classify crimes: in four categories:

1. conventional crime is violent crime, certain property crimes and certain moral crimes—does not always occur on the street but often in homes or workplaces—violent crime involves physical force—the stereotype of :”the violent stranger” is a real myth as most violent crimes are committed by people who know each other—media attention—juvenile violence becomes generational despair—how influential is the media (“violence sells”)?—property crimes or morals crimes—victimless crimes—

The most common crimes are DUI, larceny theft and minor offenses, accounting for 49% of all male arrests and 47% of all female arrests—men are more involved in property crimes—men account for 90% of robbery and murder--

2. occupational and corporate crime—developed by Edwin Sutherland (1949) but did not become popular until the 1980s—people who in the course of their employment carry out illegal activities—often the question of who is the criminal and who is the victim—is Michael Milken a martyr or a crook?—corporate crime is difficult to attach individual blame—corporate crimes are much more destructive that individual or violent crimes—

3. organized crime—a business operation that supplies “illegal” goods and services for profit—refer to The Godfather and to Scarface as examples of the shifting moral approaches to organized crime

4. political crime—the unethical abuse of power by government officials—also known as corruption—often the government, as a whole, will conduct “illegal” activities to maintain the ruling class in power

What about war crimes? Is this a legitimate question? Discuss Stanley Milgrim and Lieutenant Cawley—heroes or criminals as examples of ethnocentrism

Other sociological elements include


Gender and crime—women are usually arrested for non-violent property crimes (shoplifting, theft of services, bad checks)—often women who are arrested for violent crime Are accomplices to men


Age and crime—arrest rates are highest for the 13-25 year age groups—persons under the age of 25 accounted for 55% of all index crimes—is peer pressure more important than age—white-collar criminals are older—


Social class and crime—“Individuals from all social classes commit crimes; they simply commit different kinds of crimes.”(p.221)—defies popular stereotypes

Race and crime—white, including Latinos, accounted for almost 70% of all index crimes—in 2000, blacks represented 12% of the population and 30% of all arrests—are arrest rates a significant indicator of crimes actually committed in our society?—no, according to Coramae Richey Mann (1993)—reporting practices differ with race and class—the emphasis on index crimes draws attention away from “elite” crimes—

Crime victims—look at the National Crime Victimization survey (NCVS) which show that men are most often the victims of crimes—Native Americans are more likely than any group to be the victim of a violent crime—rate of crime against Native American women is 50% higher than crime against black men!!


The Criminal Justice System

Disparate treatment

Police

Courts—class differences in legal representation

Punishment

1. retribution—the crime should be punished

2. social protection-keeps criminals off the street

3. rehabilitation

4. deterrence

5. death penalty disputes—Furman v. Georgia (1972) the SuCo ruled that the death penalty is not, in itself, unconstitutional—arbitrary application violates the Eighth amendment

Can the criminal justice system solve the crime problem? It is prison or corrections?

Gated communities

Is  the prison system a growth industry? Is this a good thing? What about a ptrison in Turner’s Station (December, 2003)?

Prevention or punishment?

Is equal justice possible in a class-divided system?

The global criminal economy—talks about securities fraud and smuggling—doesn’t mention illegal worker exploitation—in 1994, estimated $500 billion involved in international drug trade—global profits for all illegal activities estimated at $750 billion to $1.5 trillion/year (1999)—smuggling of drugs, weapons and workers—multinational alliances of criminal groups—reducing global crime will require a global response, which does not appear possible in a balkanized world where the ruling classes are willing to accept, or even participate in, these crimes.

