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INTRODUCTION

Welcome to CSS 133: Introduction to Criminology I.

This course is a two-credit unit course for alldetmts of Criminology and Security
Studies. The course is suitable for beginners Bmuadation course on the subject
matter of knowing the relationship between crimd aaciety; treatment of offenders
and prevention and control of crimes.

This course guide gives you an overview of the seurlt also provides you with
information on the organization and requirementshef course. In other words, it
enables you to know what the course is all abotatwou ought to know in each
unit, what course material one needs to use andylmomcan work your way through
this course.

COURSE AIMS

The basic aim of CSS 133: Introduction to Crimimpld is to expose the learner to
the rudiments of Criminal Explanations. This broaeh will be consummated
through:

(i) The Dimensions of Criminology;
(i) The classical and contemporary theories ofrnblogy and

(i) The constitutional factors that causes crimes

(iv) The reason why some people commit crime and otlersot.

(V) The treatment of offenders and victirhsrane and measurement of
crimes.

COURSE OBJECTIVES

In each of the units, we have specific objectivdisis advisable for students to go
through these objectives, before reading throughuthit. In doing this, you are sure
that you have covered the prerequisites of that uni

But to achieve the aims set out in CSS 133: Intttdo to Criminology I, the
objectives for the course as a whole would be esipad. On successful completion
of the course the learner should be able to:

(a) Define criminology
(b) Establish the Dimensions of criminology
(c) Distinguish the different schools of thought

» Discuss the classical schools
» The explanation of the positivist ideology
= The critical school of thought
» The sociological model of reasoning and



* The New criminology.
(d)  Explain the theoretical Explanation of crimes
(e)  Discuss the definition of terms
() Identify the Etiology of crimes
(g)  Outline the elements and classifications aheri
(h)  Discuss crime as a societal phenomenon
0] Distinguish between conformity and Devdanand the impact of labeling.
() Evaluate the measurement of crimes
(k) Critigue the juridical approach to crimasd the treatment of offenders and
victims.

WORKING THROUGH THIS COURSE

To complete the course, you are required to readstihdy units and related
materials. Each unit contains self-assessmentcikes and a Tutor-Marked
Assignments. These Exercises are to aid you ienstahding the concepts of the
course and it is advisable that you attempt eacth@in. You are required to
submit the Tutor-Marked Assignments for Assessmenposes. At the end of the
course, you will be required to write the final BExaation. Below are the

components of the course and what you are expéciztol

COURSE MATERIALS

- Course Guide

Study Units

- Assignments File

- Relevant textbooks including the ones listed urdeh unit

STUDY UNITS
There are fifteen units (of four modules) in thisicse. They are listed below:
MODULE |

TOPIC: Definitions of Terms
Unit 1: Definition of Criminology
Unit 2: Conceptual Definitions
Unit 3: Types of Crimes

Unit 4: Etiology of Crimes
MODULE 2

TOPIC: Criminology School of Thoughts



Unit 1: Classical School Model

Unit 2: The Positivist Movement
Unit 3: Critical Movement
Unit 4: The Sociological school

Unit 5: New Criminology
MODULE 3
TOPIC: Crimes Offenders and Crime Victims

Unit 1: Classification of Crimes

Unit 2: Offenders

Unit 3: Victims of Crimes

MODULE 4

TOPIC: Prevention of Crimes and Crime Control
Unit 1: Measurement of Crimes

Unit 2: Analysis of Crimes in Nigeria

Unit 3: Crime Prevention and Control

ASSIGNMENT FILE.

File in this file, you will find all the details ahe work you must submit to your
tut or for marking. The marks you obtain in thdssignments will count towards

the final marks you obtain for the course. The ésmients must be submitted to
your tutor for formal Assessment in accordance Wit deadline stated in the
presentation schedule and the Assignments file. afeurequired to do four Tutor-

marked Assignments, out of which the best threéheilselected and recorded for
you.

Assignments submitted to your tutor carries for 30f4our total score. The

second one is the written Examination. This wéldiscussed in details on Final

Examination and Grading.

TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENTS (TMA)



There are fifteen tutor-marked Assignments in toisrse. Every unit has a tutor-
marked Assignment. You will be assessed on fouthefn but the best three
performances from the (TMA) will be used for youf% grading. The
Assignments for these units in the course are amdain the Assignments file.
When each Assignment is completed, send it togetitera TMA form to your
tutor. Ensure that each Assignment reaches ydar tun or before the deadline
given in the Assignments file. If, for any reas@mu cannot complete your work
on time, contact your tutor before the Assignmemdue to discuss the possibility
of an extension. Extensions will not be grantadrahe due date unless there are

exceptional circumstances warranting such.

FINAL EXAMINATION AND GRADING

The final examination for CSS 133: Introduction@Gaminology | will be of two
hours duration and a value of 70% of the total seugrade. All areas of the
course may be examined. Find time to read the alhitover before your
examination. The examination will consist of qumss, which reflects the kind of
the self-assessment exercises and TMA you haveoosly encountered. All

areas of the course will be assessed.

COURSE MARKING SCHEME

The following table lays out how the actual coursark allocation is broken
down.

Assessments Marks
Assignments (Best three Assignments out of fourket. 30%
Final Examination 70%
Total 100%




PRESENTATION SCHEDULE

The dates for submission of all Assignments willdeenmunicated to you. You
will also be told the date of completing the stuijts and dates for examinations.

COURSE OVERVIEW AND PRESENTATION SCHEDULE

Unit Title of Work Weeks
Activity
Course Definition Of Terms
Guide
Module |
Unit 1 Definitions of Criminology. Week 1 Assignnteh
2 Conceptual Definition Week 2 Assignment 2
3 Types of Crime 3 Assignment
4 Etiology of Crimes Week 3 Assignment 4
Module 2 Criminology School of Thoughts
1 The Classical Scho Week ¢ Assignment
2 The Positivist Movement Week 5 Assigntrizn
3 Critical Movement Week 6 Assignment 3
4 Sociological School Week 7 Assignment 4
5 New Criminology Week 8 Assignment b
Module 3 Crimes, Offenders, and Crime
Victims
1 Classifications of crime Week 9 Assignment 1
2 Offenders Weeks 10 Assignment 2
3 Victims of Crime: Week 1. Assignment
Module 4 Prevention of crimes and crime
control
1 Measurement of Crimes Week 12 Assigrtrfie
2 Analysis of crimes in Nigeria Week 13 | Assignment 2
3 Crime prevention and control Week 14 sigsment 3
Revision 1
Examinatiol 1
Total 16

HOW TO GET THE MOST FROM THIS COURSE



In Distance Learning, the study units replace thevérsity lecture. This is one of
the great advantages of Distance learning. Youread and work through the
specially designed study materials at your own pand at a time and place that
suit you best. Think of it as reading the lectunstead of listening to the lecturer.
In the same way, a lecturer might give you somdirgato do, the study units tell
you when to read, and which are your text matenalReference books. You are
provided with exercises to do at appropriate poijntst as lecturer might give you

an in-class exercise.

Each of the study units follows a common formahe Tirst item is an introduction
to the subject matter of the unit, and how a paldicunit is integrated with other
units and the course as a whole. Next to thig,det of learning objectives. These
objectives allow you to know what you should beeatol do by the time you have
completed the unit. The learning objectives aramhéo guide your study. The
moment a unit is finished, you must go back andkhehether you have achieved
the objectives. If this is made a habit, then yall significantly improve your

chances of passing the course.

The main body of the unit guides you through thguneed reading from other
sources. This will usually be either from the Refeee books or from a Reading
Section. The following is a practical strategy veorking through the course. If
you run into any trouble, telephone your tutor.nfRenber that your tutor’s job is
to help you when you need assistance, do no hesdatall and ask your tutor to

provide it.

- Read this course guide thoroughly, it is youstfassignment.
- Organise a study schedule. Design “Course Ogervio guide you through
the course. Note the time you are expected to sperahch unit and how the

Assignments relate to the units. Whatever methmdaghoose to adopt, you
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should decide on and write in your own dates amedgle of work for each
unit.

Once you have created your own study scheduleydoything to stay

faithful to it. The major reason that stats fail is that they get behind with
their course work. If you get into difficulties thiyour schedule please, let
your tutor know before it is too late to get help.

Turn to the unit, and read the introduction abgkctives for the unit.
Assemble the study materials. You will need ysetrbooks and the unit you
are studying at any point in time.

Work through the unit. As you work through thaituyou will know other
sources to consult for further information.

Up-to-date course information will be continugualailable there.

Well, before the relevant due dates (about 4 wdrore due dates) access
the Assignments file on the NOUN website and doadlgour next required
assignment. Keep in mind that you will learn abgtdoing the Assignment
carefully. They have been designed to help yous ghs examination.
Submit all Assignments not later than the due time.

Review the objectives for each study unit to aomfthat you have achieved
them. If you feel unsure about any of the objedjvreview the study
materials or consult your tutor.

When you are confident that you have achievediisuobjectives, you can
start on the next unit. Proceed unit by unit tigtothe course and try to pace
your study so that you keep yourself on schedule.

When you have submitted an Assignment to youworttdr marking, do not
wait for its return before starting on the nexttukieep to your schedule
when the Assignment is returned, pay particulagngitbn to your tutor’s
comments, both on the Tutor-marked Assignments famoh also the written

comments on the ordinary Assignments.
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- After completing the last unit, review the coursel grepare yourself for
the final examination. Check that you have acldetree unit objectives
(listed at the beginning of each unit) and the sewbjectives (listed in the

Course Guide).

TUTORS AND TUTORIALS

You will be notified of the dates, times and looatiof these tutorials, together
with the name and phone number of your tutor. Ytuor will mark and
comment on your assignments. Keep a close watcgyoon progress and on any
difficulties you might encounter and provide assise to you during the course.
You must take your tutor-marked Assignments todtuely centre well before the
due time and date (at least two working days ageired). They will be marked
by your tutor and returned to you as soon as plesdilp not hesitate to contact

your tutor by telephone or e-mail for help. Comtgaur tutor if:

- You do not understand any part of the study umithe assigned readings.

- You have difficulty with the exercises.

- You have a question or problem with an Assignnoenwith your tutorials
comments on an assignment or with thdigg of an assignment.

You should try your best to attend the tutorial#is is the only chance to have

face-to-face contact with your tutor and ask qoestwhich are answered

instantly. You can raise any problem encountendtié course of your study.

To gain the maximum benefit from course tutoriplgpare a questions list before

attending them. You will learn a lot from partiatp;ng on discussion activity.

SUMMARY
This course guide gives you an overview of what ggpect in the course of this

study.
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The course teaches you the basic principles undgrtile manifestation of
criminological activities. It also establishes {tteysical, biological, social and

psychological constitutions of crime as the guidiacfors of criminology.

We wish you success with the course and hope thatwll find it both
interesting and useful.
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UNIT 1: DEFINITION OF CRIMINOLOGY
CONTENTS
1.0 Introduction
2.0  Objectives
3.0 Main Content
3.1  What is Criminology?
3.1.1 Social Norms and Values
(a) Folkways
(b)  Mores
(c) Law
4.0 Conclusion
5.0 Summary
6.0 Tutor-Marked Assignments

7.0 References/Further Readings

1.0 INTRODUCTION

Criminology is best seen as a social science, wisidoncerned with the aspects
of human behaviour. Criminology has many meaningisthe most commonly
accepted is the specific scientific understandihgrone and criminals. It is a
multidisciplinary or interdisciplinary subject. iBhis because criminology draws
from the works of legal scholars, philosophers, I&ists, psychiatrists,
psychologists and sociologists. Basically, cringpears to be a sociological

concept. And does not exist as an autonomous dnittis socially constructed.

2.0 OBJECTIVES

At the end of this unit, you should be able to:

1. Define extensively what criminology is;

2. State the extent and nature of criminology;

3. Understand the societal norms and values



4. Explain the different categories of values and tlogy affect crime

3.0 MAIN CONTENT

3.1  Whatis Criminology?

The term ‘criminology’ is essentially concernediwihe scientific study of crime.
It should not be confused with the science of amahidetection or Forensic
science and forensic pathology. There is no diiekage between the detection
of crime by the enforcement agents and the studycrohes and criminal
behaviour carried out by the criminologists. Sames however there may exist
an indirect connection. The criminologist usudtigus more on ‘how’ and ‘why’
crimes are committed rather than ‘who’ did it, apbviding proof of guilt.
“Criminology is best seen as a social science ameck with those aspects of
human behaviour regarded as criminal because tieegrahibited by the criminal
law, together with such aspects of socially devimttaviour as are closely related
to crime and may usefully be studied in this cominet (Hall Williams, 1984).
Simply put, criminology is the study of crime andminal behaviour. It is an
interdisciplinary field of study which analysis tlaspects of a particular human
behaviour. This entails the examination of theipaldr aspects of the behaviour
that predisposes him to be referred to as crimifibke study recognizes what
determines and why individuals commit crime andejule delinquency; and as

well as the steps necessary in controlling crime.

The major branches of criminology are: Penologg, study of penal sanctions or
punishment; Victimology, the study and rehabilaatiof the victims of crime;
Criminalistics, the methods of investigation angiedaon of crime, especially the
job of law enforcement agencies and forensic egp&dministration Of Criminal
Justice involving the courts and prisons; and EmglirResearch, for analyzing
crime data with regard to arrests, convictions sentencing. As an academic field

of study, criminology includes other disciplinescBuas law, sociology,



psychology, psychiatry, medicine, economics, pxditi science, geography,
biology, chemistry, history, public administrati@nd anthropology. To study
crime, the criminologist, tries to identify the imlual and the society. Therefore,
the psychological, physiological, social as well esvironmental factors are

important in determining why an individual exerinainal behaviour.

In defining criminology as an independent disciplithe seventeenth and
eighteenth century understanding of crime was dsEghras an omnipresent
temptation to which all human kind was vulnerabRut the question was, “why
some succumbed and others resisted”. The exptenatas trailed off into the
unknowable resort to fate, or the will of God, ooyadence. That is, the Christian
tradition discusses individual wrongdoing in an leifly moral and spiritual
terms which contradict the systematically contliEmpirical evidence. They
believed that the invocation of the Devil or divilm&ervention is a spiritual
account for human action. For instance, the stellg us how a woman fell in
with bad company and sorely tried by temptatiorgalmee too fond of drink, lost
her reputation and was driven to crime by lust.vétheless this puritan’s tale of
sin and repentance is rich in the features with dbietemporary criminological
theories. Other discourses on crime and crimiaads the various writings of
ancient and medieval philosophers. These includmirtal biographies and
broadsheets, accounts of the Renaissance undeywarttbr vogue pamphlets,
Elizabethan dramas and Jacobean city comediemémde rudimentary versions of
an understanding of how one becomes deviant. OHrershe utopia of Thomas
More and the Famous novels of Daniel Defoe espggcidMoll Flanders”
published in 1722. In fact, what we need to recogwas that there were variety
of ways of thinking about crime, and that crimingjois only one version among
others. The important connection between the liteeaof the reformers and the
criminology that followed was that the reformerstioé late eighteenth and early

nineteenth centuries were writings about a seteggll institutions about the



systematic arrangement of social policy goals amdero The Enlightenment
writers wrote secular analyses, emphasizing theortapce of reason and
experience rather than the theological forms af@aag, which are dominated by
irrational, superstitious beliefs and prejudice$his is based on “unscientific”

reliance upon speculative reasoning rather thaarebd facts.

By the middle years of the nineteenth century thaentific” style of reasoning
about crime had become a distinctive feature ofetimergent culture of amateur

social science.

The scientific style of reasoning was the Enlightent thinking about crime.
What we saw was a paradigm shift from non-ratighaiking to that which is
based on the principles of Enlightenment of criméhe cornerstones of such
thinking were the French philosophers’ ideologleat thighlight the importance of
rationality. They made a distinctive move awaynirthe systems that were by
irrational to a more rational and predictable fagtoReason became a key way of
organizing knowledge. There was universalism femagal laws and the idea of
the uniformity of human nature against the viewt thaliefs of other nations and
groups are not inherently inferior to European €ianity. Secularism became
opposed to the church. The thinkers include VidtaiMontesquieu, and

Rousseau.

In defining criminology as a legal subject, Syke$ines criminology as the study
of the social origins of criminal law, the admimgton of criminal justice, the
causes of criminal behaviour, and the preventiod eontrol of crime. In this
definition, the emphasis is on the function of lamd the efficacy of the
administration of justice in the prevention and teoihof crime. Sutherland and
Cressey define criminology as the body of knowledesgarding delinquency and

crime as social phenomena. According to them, aatogy includes within its



scope, the process of making laws, of breaks lang the reacting to the breaking
of law. They conclude that criminology consistdlé sociology of law, criminal
etiology and penology. This is the aspect of théjext of criminology in

sociology.

On the discussion of criminology as an inter- dran disciplinary subject: the
modern criminological ideology is composite, edleand multidisciplinary. It is a
body of systematically transmitted forms of knovged The list of its central
topics is long and diverse, and each topic breakendurther into numerous sub-
topics. The substantive areas have adopted a yafiefualitative and quantitative
methods, drawing upon the whole gamut of theorkfpEspectives such as
psychoanalysis; functionalism, internationalismhnet methodology, Marxism,

feminism, critical ethnic theory, system theorysmodernism, etc.

Psychoanalysis

The Psychoanalysis criminology is the basis of $igdhFreud analysis of crime.
According to Freud, crime and delinquency are asequoence of an imbalance
between the three factors of the subconscious mtimal:id, the ego, and the
superego. The id (instinct gratification) is themamnent of the subconscious mind
that is self-serving, egocentric, and concernedth wélf-gratification. Conversely,

the superego is the component of the mind thatesgmts morality and

conscience. The ego mediates between the congasteds of the id and

superego, and attempts to fulfill the desires @& ith within the boundaries of

social conventions. If the id or superego overpewe mediating force of the

ego, crime, delinquency, and other forms of irmadiidoehaviour may occur.

Functionalism
The functionalism criminology is the structural unttionalism paradigm of

Robert k. Merton and Talcott Parsons. They coirnésl $ociological terminology



“functionalism” from a type of crime which is chatdased as a consequence of
societal requirements, customs and institutionss i fact that no society exists
without crime. Crime is both functional and dysftiacal. It is functional when its
society has a normal characteristics and properecof a social organization, but
dysfunctional when it undermines and impairs sgtsetapacity to provide for the

well-being and safety of its members and to maintiagir trust.

Interactionalism

The Interactionalism criminology is the basis ofvieg Goffman analysis of

crime. The central point of the symbolic-integratsi theory is that behaviour
should be regarded not so much in terms of whae#ns to others and society in
general but what it means to you, the actors. Aisoway other people react or
respond to your behaviour powerfully influences ryown perception of reality,

response and reaction. It examines the new waysaking at behaviour, and

what the language used symbolizes for the actowedsas how other people’s

behaviour is described and interpreted.

Marxism

The Marxism criminology is the basis of Marxist apgch of crime. Its thesis is that
criminal behaviour arises from the wider social ditions or social structure of political
economy. Marx observed that the economic base erirtfiastructure determines the

precise nature of the super structure.

Feminism

The Feminist perspective is the radical traditiérih@ feminist criminology by a
British sociologist, carol smart. Its main focughat economic disadvantage is the
primary cause of crime. She claims that social enoa and cultural liberation of
women will lead to an increase in traditional “malgte” behaviour. The feminist

crime according to her arises out of frustratimudy service, and dependency.



Therefore, the main focus of the criminologistnghe main criminal behaviour as
an aspect of social behaviour including the waypte@re perceived and dealt
with as offenders. The offenders are the actodacts that violate the criminal
law of the society. Examples are murder or culkpabbmicide, robbing or

brigandage, stealing, theft. In the same veimefact or conduct does not violate
the criminal law of society then that act or cortddoes not constitute a crime.

Example: telling falsehood; gluttony, greed.

Self-Assessment Exercise
1. Discuss the inter or intra disciplinary ideology afminology, pointing out
its salient features in the Nigerian context

2. Examine the main focus of a Criminologist in itgastigation.

Crime

Crime is a particular form of deviance. It is alatmon of a law. Laws are the most
formal of norms. Deviance relates to the violatioofs folkways and mores,

whereas the term ‘crime’ specifically refers togbdoehaviours that violate norms
encoded in the penal code or criminal laws. Punatinfor crime is therefore

commonly harsher and more formalized than thosebfeakers of the folkways

and mores. But the punishments are not necessarifprmly applied and the

patterns of inequality are quite common.

Crime must be distinguished from Sin (immoralitydaother acts of wickedness.
‘Sin’ may or may not be regarded as a crime. Banw®le, it is a sin for a
Christian to consult “juju”, engage in idolatry f@rnication. These acts cannot be
considered as crimes because they are not prathiliteéer purview of punishment
in the criminal law or penal code. It must be pedthout that crime is relative in
time and place. What is a lawful behaviour in piaest may constitute a criminal

behaviour due to changing social, economic andipalifactors. For example,



before the advert of the colonial rule in Nigeribe Ibos, indulged in human
sacrifices and killing of twins to appease theidgo But this practice is now a
crime. In the same vein, what was criminal behavia the past may be viewed
as a lawful behaviour today. For two decades enrdtent past, wandering was a
crime and it was the Babangida administration tetriminalized it. Driving by
the right was an often as independence and someétiere after it is the norm
today. If we say that crime is relative; it theeans that what constitutes a crime
in one society may not necessarily be a crime themnsociety. This is as a result
of cultural variability. For example, polygamy é@man marrying more than one
wife at a time) is a crime among Christians in Migewhereas it is legitimate for
a Muslim to marry one, two, three or four wives.idtan accepted pattern of

honoured practice, among traditionalists of no &tamn belief.

According to Emile Durkheim (1893); a sociologistime is as a result of a
necessary consequence of the existence of a cedligctsupported morality.
Crime can be seen as a necessary part of evergl soder because any social
order needs a collectively supported morality. He

uses laws as an indicator of moral norms. He dividws into two kinds:

(@ Criminal Laws and (b) Civil Administrative Laws

A violation of criminal laws constitutes a violatioof the collective conscience,
since it is understood that a person who violates@ety’s law invites society’s

anger and must be disciplined. Durkheim assestisah action does not shock the
common conscience because it is criminal; rathex d@riminal because it shocks
the common conscience.

We do not reprove it as a crime, but it is a criveeause we reprove it”.

On the other hand, civil and administrative lawgresent a lesser expression of

collective conscience in view of the nature of tumsequences that flow from



them. A violation of criminal law calls for punistent, but a violation of a civil
law requires compensation of the victim by the dfer. For example, if a person
has fails to pay a debt, he is called upon to gaynd may be required to
compensate his creditor. Criminal laws call fetribution whereas civil laws

seek to restore parties to their status quo ante.

Durkheim found that the proportion of the two tymddaw changes as societies
move from mechanical to organic solidarity. Saegtwith mechanical solidarity
— with the solidarity of alikeness — are noted lhagher proportion of penal or
retributive laws, which stipulate rules of corréethaviour and are backed up by
“repressive sanctions”. But as the Division of dabincreases and as society
becomes integrated by organic solidarity, civil,neoercial, procedural, and
administrative laws become prevalent, the enforcgnaé which is “restitutive
sanctions”. Thus, mechanical solidarity is asdediavith a society with little
Division of Labour while societies with high Divasi1 of Labour are bound by
organic solidarity. Here people are engaged iargety of occupations; relations
are in the form of exchanges of services with eattfer through an intricate

economic market.

Paul Tappan, lawyer and sociologist defined crinse aa intentional act or

omission in violation of criminal law (statutory ducase law) committed without
defence or justification and sanctioned by theestet a felony or misdemeanour.
A person may not be punished for his or her thaaighthere must be a prescribed
act or omission proven to be committed. Words naamount to an act as in
Treason, Aiding or Abetting. But to think about awmitting a crime is not

punishable. Failure to act is not a crime unlessetlis a duty to act; a mere moral
duty to act would not suffice. An act or omissionprder to be criminals, must be
voluntary; and that presupposes that the actorcbasiders his or her actions.

Hence a crime is an act or omission defined by & unless the elements



specified by statutory or case law are present @ogen beyond a reasonable
doubt there may be no finding of a “crime” and aspa may not be convicted of a

crime.

Self-Assessment Exercise

What is crime?

Social Norms and Values

Norms

Social Norms are concrete behavioural rules orejinds that specify appropriate
and inappropriate behaviour. They tell us whatsiveuld, ought to, and must do
as well as what we should not, ought not, and mastdo. In other words, they
not only tell us the “thou shalts” but also “thdualt nots”. They are expectations
shared by the members of the society-at-large dhéynembers of the particular
groups within the same society. Values are therattstgeneral concepts, central
beliefs or ideas that provide a standard by whiochms are judged. Values are
thus widely held beliefs for the maintenance ofigloorder. They tell us about
what is good, desirable, and important. They apreassions of preference, with
some distinct moral overtones. For example, mgeriastitution remains a value
for every young man in Nigeria. Others are valuesEducation, morality,
generosity, etc. If values operate as general iptes; norms are specific rules
which govern human behaviours in particular situai Once again, these differ
from one society to another and from community tmmunity. Examples
include appropriate behaviour while eating. Iniédr talking while eating is a
bad habit.

Sociologists see the breakdown of social norm$asihderlying cause of social
problems. This social disorganization Approach k@ assumption that the

society is a relatively persistent, stable as stine¢ well integrated, with every
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element having a function that helps maintain ty&tesn. But if people deviate
from the social norms and values, they create disbiay to the social structure,
and definitely, they should be labeled “criminaldhis is because they are certain

ways and standards of behaviour expected of paophe society.

There are three Elements of Social Norms, namely:

1) Folkways
2) Mores
3) Law

0] Folkways

Folkways are approved ways of behaviour which assed from one generation
to another. They are norms that are looked upothéynembers of a society or a
group within the same society as not being extrgrmaportant and that may be
violated without severe punishment from the socatgroup. That is, folkways
are the least important norms which involve in gday conventional routines.
They belong to the category of behaviours that tisdioand “should not” occur,
as specified by the society or a social group. ekample of folkway is the rule
that forbids eating without having a mouth washtipalarly in the morning.
Amongst the Yorubas where you are not to have adrake with the Oba but

should instead prostrate before him.

Sanctions imposed on the violation of folkways afen relatively mild

expressions of reprimand, such as, frowns, thréedring or tongue clucking.
Sanctions are reactions that convey approval apgioval of behaviour. The
violator undergoes a “culture shock” where he \edathe expected social
behaviours of defined roles. It could be altens&lyi interpreted that the violator's

behaviour is rude, curious, eccentric, derangegkesgive or hostile.
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The principal characteristics are that Folkways fardy weak norms sometimes
called “conventions” which are passed down from gast. The violation of
folkways is generally not considered as seriouhiwian particular culture. For
instance, despite public expectation, that uniterstiudent should be reasonably
dressed in the campus, it is common to find soradesits in cut-off T-shirts.
Even on Lagos roads, one usually sees Bus-Condugtmng without adequate
dressing on hot periods of the day. These are pbesnof Nigerian folkways. An
early U.S. Sociologist, William Graham Summer (195%ed the term folkways
to designate a society’s customs for routine, daosearactions.

He sees folkway as drawing a line of relationstepween right and rude.

The moral significance is observed in the notiodsouh proper dressing

appropriate greetings, and common courtesy.

(i) Mores

These are norms that are looked upon by the mendfesissociety or a group
within the same society as being extremely impdréand the violation of which
will normally result in severe punishment from tbeciety or group. They are
norms which reflect moral and ethnical behaviour§hey generally include
behaviours defined as those that absolutely “muostinust not” occur.
Transgressors face the imposition of shame, ostrgcand sometimes exile.
Mores may include rules governing marriage parsaection. For example,
many societies require that mates must not be teeldoom the same parents or
family. Such marriage may be subjected to a rasfgganctions, including ex-
communications from a church, and a refusal to askedge the marriage as
legitimate. To William G. Summer, mores are socgestandard, of proper moral
conduct. He observed that mores essentially mairdaway of life. This is
related to the emotional attachment which theydothiemselves upon. It could be

an unacceptable conduct in a particular culturegxample, is a student from the
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National Open University of Nigeria attending thetotial class in tatters.
Summer sees mores as drawing a line of relationséipveen right and wrong.
For example, a Banker who does not wear a coataatnel at the counter of the
office is guilty of a breach of banking etiquettEake another instance, the former
Chairman of Economic and Financial Crime Commiss{&fkCC) Mr. Nuhu
Ribadu was summoned a disciplinary panel of theehag Police force on
December 2008. The reason was that he went tosbheR&ck to see Mr. President
, Musa Yar'Adua in mufti rather than putting on tNegerian Police uniform.
This is a challenge of social mores which attensptse serious sanctions. In the
same token, some police constables were sanctibeeause they attended the
Court of Appeal during the Governorship ruling beém Comrade Adams
Oshiomole of the Action Congress (A.C) and Profe®@simen Osunbor of the
People’s Democratic Party (PDP) on November, 2008¢&nin for improper
dressing. They were not in official police uniform§hus, mores are strongly held
norms whose violation would seriously offend thenstards of acceptable

conduct.

(i) Law

Laws represent formalized Norms that may derivenffolkways or mores and are
enacted by lawmaking bodies in response to new @wlyn recognized
developments or needs. That is, laws are the fofkvand mores deemed so vital
to dominant interests that they become translatedwritten, legal formalizations
that even non-members of the society are requredbéy. Sanctions are formally
enforced and are carried out by special officers ate charged with the purpose
of maintenance of social order in the society Nigeria, there are customary laws
backed with formal sanctions. They include the grgsion of nudity in public
places. These are derived from the basic ideast atdwat is good or bad. These
formalized principles of law are normally enforaldough the formal agencies of

social control. Others remain as general orgagizirinciples for life and are
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fostered through the agencies of socialization.w8en laws are not firmly based
on norms shared by the majority, they are difficalenforce. An example is the
proscription of smoking in the Federal Capital ftery (FCT) Abuja of cigarette
in the territory. The Enforcement of such a bana@s a mirage. Yet in many
Northern states of Nigeria, The sales and conswmpmif alcoholic beverages is
crime in the states. These laws are difficult ioece, because of private nature
of the act and because of the laws, are so commaoalsted (Neubeck, 2005).
The law criminalising the possession and the useafjuana is another. There
remain schisms in the social cohesion underlyirg ldw and it is continually
challenged. marijuana, a type of the cannabivaas locally called “eegbo”,
wee-wee, kaya or stone. It is consumed everyddie streets as though were
not proscribed. But one latent consequence of thasetions is the reproduction

of class and racial inequality (Neubeck, 2005).

Self-Assessment Exercise

Explain the three Elements of Social Norms

40 CONCLUSION

In this unit, we have examine that, crime dependstlee norms that people
develop and use to judge others. It is an estaddidact, that what constitute a
crime in one society may not be regarded as a cnmremnother. Nevertheless,
crime is used as a tool for the maintenance ofatacider in the society and as

such every society experiences crime and at the siame has criminals.

5.0 SUMMARY
In this unit, we have discussed what Criminologgpmsl what constitutes a crime.

We also study about Social Norms as a phenomenorinoinology.

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENTS
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(1) Criminology is the scientific study of crime darcriminal behaviour,
including the ways it occurs, the causes of crilmgal aspects and control as well
as possible solution to the crime problem (Schrgelle.Do you agree with this
definition?

(2) Explain the functions of cultural variability ithe study of crime? Give 3

examples.

7.0 REFERENCES/FURTHER READINGS
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UNIT 2: CONCEPTUAL DEFINITIONS

CONTENT
1.0 Introduction
2.0 Obijectives
3.0 Main Content
3.1 Definitions of Concepts
4.0 Conclusion
5.0 Summary
6.0 Tutor-Marked Assignment

7.0 Reference/Further Readings

1.0 INTRODUCTION

Attempt to de-mystify some technical words for dtdéreunderstanding will be a
useful basis for beginners of the subject-mattecrohinology. There are certain
terms that features in this unit which requireslaxation, it is to this that we now

turn.

2.0 OBJECTIVES

At the end of this unit, you should be able to:

1) Know the meaning of different concepts used

2) Have an elementary understanding of certain coacepd

3) Become familiar with certain technical jargons.

3.0 MAIN CONTENT

3.1  Definition of Concepts

Crime

Crime is defined as any act that violates the ladence, it is defined relative to

laws, and varies from society to society , frontesta state, from time to time, and
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from strict enforcement to none. According to QurZ1973) “Crime is any act or
omission resulting from human conduct which is cde&®d in itself or in its

outcome to be harmful and which the state wishegsrévent, which renders the
person responsible liable to some kind of punishntbe result of the proceedings
which are usually initiated on behalf of the stated which are designed to
ascertain the nature, extent and the legal consegqueof that person’s

responsibility.

To Emile Durkheim, crime is a category which cardeéned only by reference to
the specific social norms and values of the sodretyhich it occurs. Durkheim

does not regard some actions as crime absolutély recognizes that given the
whole total of human social experience, crime sthdna that which contradicts the

collective sentiments of the social group.

There are categories of terms. Among them are (1jnoral order (victimless
crimes) — violation of law in which there are naddy apparent victim such as
prostitution, gambling, vagrancy, purchasing illeghugs like cannabis or
marijuana; (2) property crimes — common crimes cdaitechin industrial societies,
including Robbery, Burglary and Larceny, and (3)lent crimes — involve threat
of violence, include murder, manslaughter, infada¢ assault, sexual assault,

abduction and robbery.

The Components of Crime

Technically, crime is composed of two elements: t{l® act itself (or, in some
cases, the failure to do what the law required) @)dcriminal intent (in legal
terminology, mens rea, or” guilty mind”) intentasmatter of degree, ranging from
wilful conduct to negligence in which a person doesdeliberately set out to hurt
anyone but acts (or fails to) in a manner that neagonably be expected to cause

harm. Juries weigh the degree of intent in detengithe seriousness of a crime
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and may find the person who kills another guiltyfiest-degree murder, second-

degree murder, or manslaughter.

Criminal Law
According to Curzon (1973), criminal law is a brarmaf public law, which deals
with the relationship between members of the publid the state. It spells out

clearly the trial and punishment of offenderssithie principles law of crimes.

Sutherland and Cressey (1974) define criminal lawaalist of specific forms of
human conduct which has been outlawed by politaaghority, which applies
uniformity to all persons living under the politiGuthority, and which is enforced
by punishment administered by the state”. Frons ttiefinition Sutherland
Cressey brought out some fundamental characteristiccriminal law such as
polity, specificity, uniformity and penal sanction.

Polity

The criminal laws are usually enacted by the mallitauthority, eg the national or
state assembly.

Specificity

Criminal laws are usually specific in regard togbdehaviours that are termed as
deviant and at the same time in which conditionshsbhehaviour may not be
regarded as crime.

Uniformity

Criminal law, as an instrument of rule of law, igpected to apply to all persons
irrespective of class, sex, ethnicity and religiongolitical affiliation.

Penal Sanction

Criminal law usually prescribes a specific punishtrnior a particular deviance.
Any law that does not prescribe a punishment ferviblation should not be

regarded as a criminal law.
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The definition of criminal law has a historical acédent. The historical roots
came from two early sources: first is (a) the Bahyn code of Hammurabi (b)
the mosaic code and (c) the Roman twelve tahissnaijan corpus Juris Civilis
(body of civil law). The second source was the Emgtommon law, the source of
the present-day legal system. The common law dpedion England after the
introduction of feudalism (the monarch was the eom land lord; All title to real
property was ultimately traced to the crown) foliog/ the Norman Conquest in
1066. It was in the law that crime was not seearaact against the whole society,
therefore compensation was paid to the victim rathen the state. Criminal law
deals with criminal behaviour; it is that branch lafv, which lists the various
criminal offences, identifying the elements or mdjents, which make up the
offences, and specifying the punishment for each gooup of offences
accordingly. A major objective of criminal law ibet prevention and control of
crime. Crime, as we have explained, is considerguitadic wrong, or wrongs

against the society.

Norms

Norms are standards that define the obligatoryexmcted behaviours of people
in various situations. They reflect a society’sidie about correct and incorrect
behaviours. Norms help society control appropratéarmful behaviours. For
example, Driving under the influence of alcohol dndigs is now normatively
defined as unacceptable, as are other harmful bmirawsuch as rape, murder, and
drug trafficking. And smoking in public placesirereasingly frowned upon, if

not defined as illegal in some setting.

At the same time, a norm defining appropriate b&havof a student in a
classroom situation looks on him to sit down, openotebook, have a pen or
pencil ready to take notes. He should not chad @ell phone during class; he

should raise his hand to speak. He ought to kalbwhese without receiving a
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written list of rules from each individual teacheihese are the standards that
define the obligatory and expected behaviours obpe When people’s
expectations of behaviour are suddenly violatedy texperience culture shock
(Neubeck, 2005).

Broadly speaking, norms are obeyed for two reasof#st, members of all
cultures develop mechanisms for internalizatiorne- $ocial processes by which
norms and values become thoroughly ingrained aadaagely unquestioned as

ways of thinking and acting “normally”.

Second, when socialisation fails to produce the iréés behaviour
mechanisms/traits, “social control” comes in tooeoé conformity. These range
from such informal punishments as gossip and dstrgcto official forms of

sanctions such as imprisonment.

There are three types of norms, based on theit tdumportance to the dominant
members of the society. They are (1) Folkways,MByes and (3) Laws. The
negative sanctions, or punishments, meted out édaters of norms vary in

severity depending on the type of norm being tresssged.

Law

In its simplest meaning, law is a body of rulescoinduct prescribed by an

authority with binding legal force, the violatio which may attract punishment.

Law is a term derived from the Anglo- Saxon worbl’, meaning to determine.

There are however some variations in the definitibtaw .Salmond, for example,

defined law as ‘the body of principles recognized applied by the state for the
administration of justice.” Vinogradoff defined laas ‘a set of rules imposed and
enforced by a society with regard to the attributand exercise of power over

persons and things’.
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According to him, it is important for the societyriecognize and respect the rules.
Pound defined law as a means of ‘social contraugh the systematic application
of the forces of politically organized society, WehAustin defined it as ‘a rule laid

down for the guidance of individuals by the indivads with power over them.

Criminal

A criminal should be understood as a person whe lalated the criminal law of
the land and has been found guilty by a court of ¢ad punished accordingly.
This is the legal phenomenon of the definition ninal.

Another perspective however argues that anyone wiblates the criminal law

should be deemed a criminal ,regardless of whethaot they are apprehended
tried ,and punished by a court of law .This argoime based on the fact that
many acts defined by the criminal law as crimeg enurder ,robbery ,arson ,and
car-theft are committed daily .A good number ofstheriminals are not known or
reported to the police .Those who are reported esmape police prosecution or
conviction by the courts on account of corruptiornincompetence on the part of
the police and court officials .Those who are pcogsed may escape conviction as
a result of procedural and other legal technieditiyet , such persons have
violated the criminal law by engaging in murdeobjpery ,arson or car- theft ,as
the case may be .These are what Kora and McCoakle teferred to as ‘offenders
—in facts’ as different from ‘criminals by adjudi@a’. The latter are persons who
have been tried and convicted for particular oféendy courts of competent
jurisdiction, whether or not they committed theeoites alleged .It must be noted
that some persons may be convicted in error jusha@sy people who should be

convicted escape the long arms of the law for wheatesason.

Types of Criminals
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As Clinard notes, Criminal offenders are often sifésd, from a legal point of
view, by the type of the crime, such as murder,glawy, arson, rape or
embezzlement. In these instances , such crimingil$evclassified as murders ,
burglars , arsonists , rapists or embezzlers réispdc.At other times ,criminals
may be classified according to sex or age. Butagmumber of offenders belong
to career types , in which group or cultural inflaes play a major role in the

development of this offender-type ;e.qg. is propeftgnders.

Deviance

Deviance is a violation of norms of the land,-aidggn from or fail to conform to
the norms. Deviance ranges from the trivial to dbate — from sleeping in class
to committing murder. How others react to a detvaut indicates how serious the
violation is or whether or not people ignore oraghgrove of it. Some actions are
regarded as deviant in some societies, and nothier®y while other actions are
regarded as deviant in all societies. For exangiaking of alcohol is a serious

deviance in some states of Northern Nigeria.

Distinction between Deviance and Crime.

Deviance is a violation of the norms held by theisty’'s members while crime is
a particular form of Deviance. That is, crime igialation of a law. Law is the

most formal of norms. Norms are the defined olitigaand expected behaviours
of people in a given situation. That is, they ades. They include the folkways,
the mores, and the laws which are translated intoitéen legal code and enforced
by the state.

Therefore, the term ‘Deviance’ refers to the viaas of folkways and mores

while ‘crime’ refers to those behaviours that vielanorms in the criminal and

penal codes. .
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The punishments for crime are commonly harsh andenformalized. But not
everyone who engages in the same behaviours igisaedt, and not everyone

who is sanctioned receives the same kind of puresiim.

Criminology

Criminology is simply a science of crime. Crimiagy is best seen as a social
science which deals so much on the aspects of hbetaawviour. Such study deals
in conjunction with criminal law which prohibits gu behaviour, together with
aspects of socially deviant behaviours which is Imelosely related to crime. The
fundamental focus of the criminology is to ascerthie criminal behaviour. This

includes the ways the criminologist perceives ttienaler.

The criminologists have in addition, gone outsitle strict legal definition of

criminology to include a study of a particular typebehaviour such as robbery,
violence, incest, and serious heterosexual offences them, the study of such
conduct in the society brings social control. Thagw them as anti-social,
immoral and contrary to the public interest. Sacamiinologists, they condemn

such behaviours publicly.

It would be misleading to conclude that criminologgn easily be laid out as an
appraisal of individually distinct clumps of theorgut in the other side; it has

been a borrowed idea from other academic discipline

Penology

Penology, as a major branch of criminology, deatk awn important aspect of the
criminal justice process, that is, punishment, ection, prevention and control of
crime. In the new concept, penology must also ctansithe causes of crime, the
criminal in his physical and mental aspects as yebdf such causes, and

punishment as a means to an end.” Law itself isnddfon the basis of the
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punishment attached to its violation, thereforeghe no punishment without law
as depicted by the Latin words — maxim null pagaa Ege, and (there is hardly

any law without punishment).

Punishment can be defined legally as simply thictidn of pain or suffering or
deprivation of something of value in relation tom@mne who has committed
crime. Violate rule. Societal norms or regulatiorfSor Emile Durkheim,
punishment is the society’s responsibility to pbnsrongdoers and it does so
through a recognized body which exercises the aityto punish on behalf of the

society.

4.0 CONCLUSION

This unit has inundated us with some conceptsimigology .Such concepts as
crime , criminology , Deviance ,Norms , criminalwla, criminal ,etc were
discussed .The above discussions have de-mystifiedunderstanding of the

concepts to a beginner of criminology .

50 SUMMARY
We have discussed the different types of termine®gsed in criminology. You

need to be familiar with them.

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT
Choose 4 concepts of the subject-matter of crimigywplnd discuss the main focus

of the criminologist in their investigations.
7.0 REFERENCES/FURTHER READINGS
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

Several attempts have been made by Criminologsstsonstruct typologies of
crimes and criminals without universal acceptar@ee thing that is certain is that
there are different types of crimes and criminalgvery society. In this unit, we
would discuss the legal classification of crimég 6rganized and the unorganized
crimes, the white-collar and the Blue-collar crimé@svenile delinquencies crime

and as well as the professional and Non-profeskarmes.

2.0 OBJECTIVES
At the end of this unit, you should be able to:
1) Know the different types of crimes

2) State the Dimensions of the crimes and
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3) Examine the classification of criminals

3.0 MAIN CONTENT

3.1 Types of Crimes

According to criminologists, crime is ‘normal’ inl &ocieties. It serves certain
functions and may even help to keep a society brdérhey also established that
there are different types of criminals in everyistc With this in mind, attempt

will be made to diagnose and classify crime indbelety in various categories. A
working vocabulary of the types of criminals is @cassary part of sociological
intellectual equipment and it is of paramount infpance when discussing the
issues of crime problems. The dimension of thelbgies would be examined

through (i) the legal classifications of crimes) {he organized and unorganized
crimes, (iii) white-collar and blue-collar crimesv)( professional and non-

professional crimes and (v) juvenile delinquencies

3.1.1 Legal Classifications of Crimes

The legal classifications of crimes vary from natto nation, society to society, as
does the definition of crime. Even with a legadteyn, crimes may be classified in
different ways. However, this unit focuses on thmeain categories of crimes;
namely:

(@) Crimes against a person

(b)  Crimes against property

(©) Crimes against public order

(d) Miscellaneous crimes

The crimes against a person include such deviastaacmurder, assault, and rape.
The crimes against property are forgery, burgl@mgon, vandalism and violent
stealing. Drug addicts and narcotics are integgorets crime against the public

order. Crimes may also be divided into two largeugs based on the severity of
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the punishment meted out, i.e. (1) felony and (&demeanour. At other times,
writers adopt a three fold classification into feyp misdemeanour and simple

offences.

(1) A felony is a crime that may be punishable leath or imprisonment for
three years or more. Examples of Felony are Treasourder. (2) A

misdemeanour is any crime punishable with impriseninfior less than three years
but more than six months Example is cheating. A ptmoffence attracts

imprisonment for six months or less, e.g. comm@aal

Self-Assessment Exercise

(1) Discuss the legal classifications of crimes.

3.1.2 The Organised and Unorganised Crimes

Criminologists make a distinction between a critnat is organized and a crime
that is carried out in an individual basis or smgitbup bases even though
committed by professional criminals. Unorganisednes include much of the
type of deviant acts, as does organized crimebath organized and unorganized
crimes activities seem to operate in the same .lev@he differences emanates
from the fact that the unorganized crime is doneitgividual or group of
members who do not work together for prolong crehiactivities. Examples are
some activities like pick pockets and theft whichnicot be organized on an
elaborate scale and they remain largely on theipcevor domain of unorganized
crimes. The types of crime which are most comnmonarrying in an organized

scale include Gambling, Doping trafficking, Raclertag, etc.

An organised crime is so important as to deserveeselaboration at this point.
The most important feature of organized crime ig theudal pattern of

organization. This type of organization is chagastd by a clear-cut hierarchy of
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power. Each person in a lower level gives undivitteghlty and service to the
person in the immediate power position above hiithe organization is held
together by powerful leaders who use coercive tegls including physical
violence to enforce an under-world code of conduditglividuals who engage in

an organized crime bind themselves together imndistype of social groups.

(1) An Organised Criminal Gang is an associatiolyaiths or adult who are
bind together by intimate types of friendship anglalty. Youth Gangs differ
from Criminal Gangs in the important respect that latter is organized especially
for crime. The Youth gangs may indulge in violeraeel other types of criminal
activities but sometimes they are motivated by atlve and thrills rather than
profits. All Gangs are characterised by striccigibne with each member having
to subordinate his personal interest to the grouppé&sest. Those who threaten the

success and safety of the groups are violentlyedea

Examples of Gangs activities are: (a) hijackinggbhed robbery on a large scale,
such as robbery of banks and armoured-vehiclegyraliile theft including the
systematic stealing and disposal of auto-parts, @mdKidnapping (holding

someone for ransom).

(2) A second type of group, which engages in amamimed crime, is the
criminal syndicate. The operation in a syndicata isharp contrast to that of the
Gangs. The latter is mobile, violent and engagesensational crimes (forgery in
a large scale). But the syndicate is best charaetkas the stable business
organization whose only violence is likely to beaedied from or against the
competitors, e.g. mafia group, smugglers, etc. digtes still control gambling

and narcotics.
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Certain characteristics distinguish the syndicatenf other groups in organized
crime. First, a criminal syndicate is definitelynda primarily a Business
organization. Second, it depends on an apathehbtcgowhich not only permit the
deviant behaviour but implicity demand the sersice Thus, the syndicate
developed through ruthless competition which mayoive the destruction of
other competitors. For instance, in 2006, it wieegad that a syndicate paid some
amount of money to the press to publish false néna the “INDOMIE
INSTANT NOODLES” (a fast food) — is poisonous aradhkilled many people.
In swept reaction, the NAFDAC (Food and Drug Con&gency of Nigeria) shut
down the company and its products. Though, affterough investigations, it was

found to be false.

The third type of organized crime is known as R&mieng. This indicates an
organized scheme whose aim is to extort moneyaillgdoy (a) threats or (b)
intimidation. In contrast to Gangs and Syndicaties,Racketeers neither steal nor
offer a service, rather they induce individuals niake periodic payment for
nothing tangible than an alleged protection. Alihjlo legitimate Businesses are
by no means exempted; Racketeering frequently takesform of control in
Labour Union. The Labour Union operates as thoseontrol rather than the
membership. The more powerful among the Racketemmizations, may control

a whole Industry or several Industries in the city.

The fourth type of organized crime is the politiabft or corruption. Many
elective and appointive officers of various levefsgovernment are associated
with the expenditure of large sums of money andhwrious degree of
authoritative power. Political corruption takes nymaforms, e.g. riggings of
Election, misuse of public fund, the performancdreé-services for fees, contract

kick-backs, etc.
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It is extremely difficult to control this type ofganized crime because “the hands
of the law are the hands of the corrupt” (Ferdinab®66). In other words, it

means that the makers and the executors of tharawhemselves corrupt.

Self-Assessment Exercise

Mention the main types of crime that occur in otigad and unorganized patterns.

3.1.3 White-Collar and Blue-Collar Crime

(a) White collar crime

A white-collar crime is a non-violent crime usuallgvolving cheating, or
dishonesty in commercial matters. Examples aredframbezzlement, bribery and
insider trading. The analysis of white-collar crinme the American culture is
associated with Professor Edwin A. Sutherland, wagarded white-collar crime
as acts committed by persons in the upper socinegoi level. An American
paradigm in accordance with their normal busingsstites. Bernes and Tecters
help us to distinguish between crimes and whitéacarimes. If a banker shoots
his wife’s lover, that is culpable homicide, notvhite-collar crime. If he violates

the law in connection with his business, he islédbr a white-collar crime.

If a person, who possesses some degree of a gpothtien, sells shoddy goods,
he/she commits a white-collar crime. But if a grafppersons, unknown to the
victims, sell the some type of shoddy goods, theugrcommits a crime, not
white-collar crime. This latter example is one ofbagus stock operation by
criminal syndicates in get-rich schemes. White-&olcrimes are unethical
business practices amongst the respectable grdopsh crimes follow the social
stratification pattern to a large extent; they @semitted by those in the middle or
upper social class. They are the groups who egplbeir occupation or
professions for property, who occupy high-levelifposs and who have the access

to the criminal opportunities that are availablentost workers. For example,
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among corporate executives, white-collar crimes etomes take the form of
embezzlement, fraud; the key accountants who bgoreaf their privileged
positions keep track of and control a firm’s fineeanay be able to transfer funds
from their company into their own accounts, anddaceal these transactions for

a long time.

This type of crime is not regarded as a crimindlvdg in the technical sense

because no statute has been violated. This iswWhig-collar crimes committed

by the more affluent members of the society areaeftected in the crime Reports.

Thus, it presents its own peculiar problems of cteda, and treatment. Two

important types of white-collar crime may be idéad:

= Fraudulent activities including such things asdalslvertisements, short
weights, inferior materials and systematieresharging.

= Violation of local and federal laws such as paiafringement, illegal labour
practices such as using unskilled personnel tohéowork of professionals,

price fixing during shortage period.

Blue-collar crimes
A Blue-Collar crime is so designated because ib ascurs in connection to
occupational pursuit although at the common or loleeel of the labour. Here, it

is not usually the customer or client who is alwtyesvictim but the employee.

For example, the policeman who demands for a katbde check-point. In the
ministry, you would be told to offer a bribe for @application form which is
supposed to be free. It is a warped attitude of dbeety, resulting from the
empirical applicability of the unstructured econorof our society, i.e. the wider

social conditions or social structures of the jcditeconomy.

Self-Assessment Exercise
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Differentiate between (i) white-collar, (ii) Bluekar crime and (iii) crime

3.1.4 Professional and Non-Professional Crimes

There is a general agreement amongst the crimirstéothat some criminals are
professional. This class is broad and includestibig criminals as well as petty
criminals, confidence men, armed robbers, pick-ptg&sksmugglers, car-thieves,
merchandise thieves (at Seaports and Airports)tlamgk who receive and dispose

of stolen property. All professional criminals eaane common characteristic.

They do not engage in crime by chance or as atreSeimotional stress but as a
deliberate and rational way to create wealth asmtldife. That is, they are full-
time criminals and they depend on it for their likeod. Professional criminals
are the least likely to get caught because thewy tblair activities very carefully.
Very often they present a false model of themsebyepretending to be engaged
in one of the conventional pursuits such as buysedling and exporting which is
only an insignificant portion of their activities.Most time, they have made
previous arrangement to protect themselves in sauohay that they receive
minimum punishment if caught. They seldom engagadt of violence. When
convicted, they often regarded as model prisoneas @sually paroled in the
shortest possible time because of their connectitivag they are more or less

friendly with the police.

The outlook of the professional criminals was ligdrto that of the professional
soldiers, they take risks. They enjoy high statushe criminal underworld as
“tough guys” or “hard nuts” who never wanted toaxsate with any amateur and
always very caution not to associate deeply wittm&o and non-members of the
criminal underworld for fear of betrayal and lo$stee source of their livelihood.
They are likely to be mobile because of their aiiis. Wherever location they

find themselves, their first contacts are membéthecriminal underworld.
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The non-professional offenders are offenders whwee haot developed their
criminal roles to high degree. Examples includeodcasional property offenders.
(2) The Habitual offenders who continually comminees. They are predisposed
to crime due to poor education, trauma from povehg school and the immunity
at an early age. They commit such offences asrmdyjvshop-lifting, disorderly
conduct, etc. (3) The situational criminals who oaitrcrimes under a pressure of
other circumstances but who otherwise have no namnclination. Example is a
murder committed by husband or wife who catcheg tiespective spouses in a

compromising situation or nature, due to pressartheir marriage and home.

Self-Assessment Exercise Differentiate between professional and non-

professional crimes. What are the characterisfieach?

3.1.5 Juvenile Delinquencies

Juvenile delinquency is a type of offences commiitby juveniles. They are
minor offences that may or may not be regardedramsec at least one major
exception is vandalism. It was only in the nineteegentury that crimes
committed by children were given the distinctivéda “Juvenile” delinquency.
Before then, children charged with crimes were @caged in criminal courts,
though their youth might cause judges to imposs $&vere punishments if they
were convicted. Under English common law childreder the age of seven who
committed crimes were not subject to the crimiaal.|Between the ages of seven
and thirteen, children could be held responsibletifi@ir crimes, depending on

their individual capacities.

The major offences of Juvenile delinquencies dpanm vandalism are as follows:

(1) Habitual truancy from school
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(2)  Vagrancy (running away from Home)

(3) Incorrigibility (cannot be controlled by parehtThese three offences are
called “status offences “. They aregieonly when committed by children.

(4) Stealing

(5)  Auto-thief (car-thief usually for joy rides).

Vandalism is a deliberate destruction of privatd anblic properties. Typically,

acts of vandalism include the breaking of windowschools, destroying school
records, mutilating school property such as deskisracords, removing street and
high way signs, slashing tyres, destroying flowams shrubs, tampering with the

seals and contents of trucks and railways, etc.

4.0 CONCLUSION

In this unit, we have examined the criminologistapologies of crimes and
criminals in every society. The three major kinflsimes we emphasized are:
(1) Crimes in the Street; It is a direct act agaiersons or properties. It
include professional and non-professional criminal®se aim is to get money,
prestige, status and recognition; (2) Crimes in $hetes; They are white-
collar (occupational) and organized crimes commiittey business persons,
politicians and professionals of respectability amgh social status; and (3)
Crimes Without Victims; They are committed by thosbo violate society’s

morals and mores.

5.0 SUMMARY
We have discussed the typologies of crime and natei We also examined the
characteristics of each method of operations aadlitmensions of their technical

involvement in carrying out their actions.

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT
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1. (&) What do you understand by the legal diassions of crimes?

(b) Differentiate between organized and gaaized crimes. Give example.
7.0 REFERENCES/FURTHER READINGS
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

The causes of crime are multiple. There is no tedlasingle cause of crime and

criminal behaviour. The explanation of crime, lmstunit will largely depend on

multiple causes. Therefore, this unit will discubs causes and dimensions of

crimes as it relates to the criminological ideas wihich intellectuals and

criminologists fashion their subject matter of aniogy.

2.0

OBJECTIVES

At the end of this unit, you should be able to:

1)
2)
3)
4)
5)

Understand the main causes of crimes in our saciety

Recall the Eclectic nature of criminology.

Define the psychological causes of crimes andriipgnents.

Reproduce the sociological causes of crime anféatisires.

Identify the biological and physiological causescdomes and the views of

the major scholars.
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3.0 MAIN CONTENT

3.1 Causes of Crime

The causes of crime include the psychological factf criminal behaviour,
which focus on the psychoanalytic and personahioties. Specify reference is
made of relationship between mental disorder aimdecrThe sociological factors
examined the social and environmental conditioniclv focus the social
disorganization and Alienation theories. Theseudel poverty, unemployment,
corruption, and drug abuse, e.t.c. Finally, thespdiggical factors examined the
idea of the criminal as a product of his genetiostibution, with specific example
of the chromosome study. Other studies mentioneldde bio-chemical and twin
studies which influence criminal behaviour. Thelpeons of interpreting criminal
behaviours have occupied the minds of early nafindbsophers and scientists.
Generally speaking, one might say that the seamcthé causes of crime has been
made either by those who believe that criminal cabadan be explained chiefly
by the biological or mental characteristics of offers, or by those who believe
that environmental conditions and circumstancestla@echief operative factors
(Sills, 1992).

The contemporary literature on crime causationhenclosely linked with the
more general literature in anthropology, psychiasocial psychology, and
Sociology. It is also mostly the case that the mmment plays a major role in
addition of other factors that may be peculiar mgue to individual criminal.

The most popular approach to integrating explanadiocrime rates underlay the
principles of multiple-factor configuration. Theudy of the causes of crime does
not adhere to any particular theory rather it is eamination of crime by
psychologists, lawyers, economists, social antHompsts, sociologists, social
policy analysts, and psychiatrists.

The causes of crimes include:

(@) Multiple Factors
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(b)  Psychological Factors
(c)  Sociological Factors

(d) Physiological Factors

(@) Multiple Factors

The multiple-factor approach sees crimes as prgdofctarious combinations of
the psychological, sociological and physiologicakttbrs. This is particularly

useful for purposes of understanding individualesasf crime, which may be as a
result of a number of factors such as psychologicsdciological and

physiological.

(b). Psychological Factors

The scope of psychology emphasizes the role of iemadt or personality

problems in criminal behaviour. The psychologigakrest in criminality has

been logically linked to psychiatric interest innding unusual conditions
producing abnormal traits in the made-up of crifsna But in the case of
psychology, the interest was basically expressaddasure objectively the extent

to which criminals are psychologically differenbifin non-criminals.

One of the most influential psychological explaoa$ for criminal behaviour is
based on the work of Sigmund Freud (1856 — 1939he advanced by
psychoanalytic theory in explaining criminal belwwi He said that there are
three major assumptions through which psychoamalgfiuence man abnormal
behaviour: first, psychoanalytic theory predictatthuman behaviour is largely a
response to unconscious forces, drives or instiwbtsh may predispose a man to

commit crime.

Second, any abnormal behaviour is as a result adrdlict which is related to

these basic drives, and third, the undesirable \behia could be modified by
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helping the individual gain an insight into the anscious roots of the person’s
responses. Sigmund Freud claims that criminalityass a result of genetic
constitution. He believes that criminals were dnivieto crime through factors

outside their controls.

In his operant learning of a behavioural traditi@é, F. Skinner (1904 — 1990)
empirically established the relationship betweehaveur and its environmental
settings. The consequences of learning may eitberetwarded or an individual

finds it aversive.

This cognitive behavioural theory concentrates be telationship between
environment and observable behaviour that seemsr@iogenic in nature. In his
work, Crime and Personality (1970), Hans Eysenck attempts to correlate the
causes of crime to the “personality type” of thdiwdual. Eysenck claims that
criminality is as a result of genetic inherited gispositions. He maintained that
some individuals are more likely to become cringngiven the sort of person they

are.

Self Assessment Exercise
Explain the Freud's theory of psychoanalogy, makspgcific reference to the

causes of crimes.

(c)  Sociological Factors

The Sociological Explanations emphasis the infleenicthe social environment

in which individuals find themselves. Sociologistew crimes as resulting from
tension, stresses and strain within the socielieese tensions affect the smooth
function of the society. This phenomenon of tensgiress and strain is referred

to as anomic (or normlessness i.e breakdown of siprsocial pathology or social
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disorganisation. So crime is well understood thiodlge breakdown of social

controls.

A French sociologist, Emile Durkheim (1858 — 191&xplained that people
commit crimes because the authority in society reffew restraints or moral
conditions. In his ‘Division of Labour in Societgublished in 1893, and ‘Suicide’
published in 1897, he discovered that French spevess in uneasy transition. He
identified society without division of labour whiche called “mechanical
solidarity”. In such a society, there was moralpmse and massive disapproval
and repression to criminal behaviours. Converselgn industrial society called
“organic solidarity” There was a complex divisiohl@bour. People recognize the
legitimacy of manner that gives rewards. Restitujustice became a reward for

loss suffered by any man.

Robert Merton explained the concept of Anomie iatren to the society’s social
structure in which the society pressurises peapkngage in illegitimate routes to
success. Merton postulated that, American soeiety anchored on achievement
of economic Success, but the social structure wad shat “real success” by
legitimate means was denied to many. Edwin H. &ldahd (1883 — 1950) was
another influential American sociologist. He basedhis theory of Differential
Association postulation that all criminal behav®are as a result of socialization.
Sutherland argued that boys are delinquents becadis¢heir continuous
interaction with others who engage in criminal acts

Others who contributed to the scope of the crindgmal sociology were Travis
Hirschi (1969), David Matza (1969) and Harriet Wits (1980) their modern
sociological thinking about crime from the basis“©he Control Theory”. They
believed that men yield to and commit crime as sulteof weakening of moral

authority in them which could not enable them tmfoom to the moral bonds.
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This could be developed through childhood influeneaodels of behaviour in the

home and in the streets, etc.

Furthermore, Karl Marx explained that the causeciime is involved in the
concept of Alienation. The basic of Marxist the@yrelated to the ownership of
factors of production in the industrial capitaksiciety. The ownership tends to be
concentrated in the hands of a few members of atatisp class called the
bourgeoisie while the most people, in order to istarvsell their labour power to
the members of the capitalist class for wages. xMals this working-class group

the proletariat.

As a result of this alienation, there were a lot emfonomic oppression and
oppositions. Therefore, Marx claims that crimehis product of inadequate social

conditions.

For Lea and Young (1993), in their bod¥alism Concerning the Causes of

Crime, argued that the motivation of some crime, paldidy in the Urban Areas

is the difference between the wealthy and the pothey enlisted the manifold

causes of crime as:

(&)  Social deprivation — low incomes, poverty, upgyment and poor living
conditions.

(b)  Poor political representation of the workingsges — Frustration at the
inability to solve problems through pickl channel.

(c) The nature of working-class subculture — Depetb out of a sense of
frustration, the lifestyles chosen by some workutess people to solve
their problems of living in a capitalist societyteri emphasis antagonism —

against the police and authority in general.

Self-Assessment Exercise
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Explain the views of Edwin H. Sutherland, Travisrdd¢hi and Robert Merton

contribution to the causes of crime.

C. Physiological Factors

For centuries human beings have wondered why s@wogelep commit crime while
others do not. The search for this ambiguity leel physiologists into biological
traits that could distinguish persons engaging fmioal behaviours from
everyone else. Some scholars observed that thaseawgreater propensity in
inheritance of criminal behaviour. They even triecexplain it through a mutual
relation with the physical characteristics suctrasal ancestry, head shape, and
body build, or chromosomal differences. Physiolagicauses have been
examined for other forms of criminal behaviour, @hiinclude mental illness,
alcoholism, and suicide. The subject-matter ofspblggical explanation is that
criminal behaviours are rooted in physical malfiottor perhaps resides in the

genes.

This view has been credited to Cesare Lombroso 61:831909) an Italian
physician and it is based on an empirical studgath on prison inmates from
which he developed a biological theory of crimibahaviour. He believed that
man was “born-criminal” this he observed as a ‘thmacks” to our primitive
lives; an instincts of primitive humanity and infaranimals. Lombroso argued,
since they were born-criminal they exhibit animadisurge. He believed that
nothing can cure them but the society could be shféhey are lock-up.
Nevertheless, their criminality was not their faidb they ought to be treated

kindly as possible in decent prisons.

Another scholar, Ernst Kretschmer, a German pstistia examined the
relationship between body type and certain formmehtal illness. He classified

the body type into Asthenic, Athletic and Pyknide concluded that the Asthenic
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and Athletic body types are predominant among #rsigtent criminals. Others
are The Genetic Approaches of Johannes Lange (184#9) found out and
established that there is a link between genefieritance and criminal behaviours
after comparing identical monozygotic twins withtgrnal dizygotic twins. Lange
studied and compared the monozygotic and dizydgwiits observed that criminal
behaviour occurs in both twins, but it occurs méeguently in the identical
monozygotic than the fraternal dizygotic twins. §kénds to confirm that there is
an inherited factor for the cause of crime. Finatlye xyy or xxy chromosome
abnormality in male sex is the determination apginoto criminal behaviour
which aroused much interest through Patricia Ja@®65), Mary A. Telfer
(1968), etc. who, in their studies, observed amaextchromosome (xxy) or an

extra y chromosome (xyy) in males.

Self-Assessment Exercise

Discuss the relevant factors that contributed itmes according to Lombroso.

4.0 CONCLUSION

in this unit, the criminologists. Have studied theocesses by which persons
become criminals and developed theories to sugpwtfact. The psychologists
examined the causes of crime making a special eneder to the relationship
between mental disorder and crime. In the samentake Sociologists attempt to
define and identify the processes by which peréaee®me criminals by the use of
these theories, differential association, sociaicstire and Anomie, control theory
and Alienation. Finally, the physiological expléinas to the causes of crimes
borrowed a biological concept to distinguish pessagngaging in criminal
behaviours from everyone else. We examined the &moh chromosomal studies
to establish the idea of criminality in the studi€kis literature on crime causation
theory is closely linked with emphasis on psychalaly sociological, Bio-genetic,

and Environmental factors.
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5.0 SUMMARY

We have examined and discussed the causes of erime society. We recalled
that we examined and discussed the multidimensitacabrs in the causation of
crime. The literature causation analyse the pdpgal, social and

Environmental as well as the Bio-genetic causesiofe.

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT
1. Mention and illustrate the fundamental cause<rohe delineating the

significant features of each peculiarity.

2. Differentiate between the psychological and pggical causes of crime.

What was their main argument and similarity? (i§)an
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UNIT 1: THE CLASSICAL CRIMINOLOGY
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

The Enlightenment thinking was the pillar of thasdical approach to crime. It
introduced a much more rational and fair systemofgianizing punishments and
control of crime. It had much less of a focus loa ¢triminal per se and since had
little concern with establishing the causes of erinThe main contributors to this
school were Cesare Beccaria (1738-1794), JeremythBen (1748-1832),
Rousseau (1712-1778), Thomas Hobbes (1588-1678h Uocke (1632-1704),
William Blackstone (1723-1780), and Paul Feuerbddty5-1833). But the focus
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of this unit will consider the contributions of Gee Beccaria and Jeremy

Bentham.

2.0 OBJECTIVES

At the end of this unit, you should be able to:

1) Discuss the contribution of Cesare Beccaria to icaitogy.
2) Explain the main focus of the classical school, and

3) State the contribution of Jeremy Bentham to treatroéoffenders.

3.0 MAIN CONTENT

3.1  TheClassical School of Criminology

The starting point of a discussion of the histofycleminology is the concept of
the classical tradition in criminology, and the trdsution of Cesare Beccaria and
Jeremy Bentham. Cesare Beccaria (1738 — 1794).t#lmn legal theorist and
humanist, sought for the reform of the judiciarydapenal system, which he
considered irrational and unfair. His focus wasdbelition of torture and capital
punishment in protest against the severity of theaplaw. His work draws freely
from social contract theory that the state resuliein an agreement among
society’s members to submit their individual rightduntarily to the sovereign to
rule in order to stabilize social relationship asadeguard individuals liberty and
preservation of their lives and property. As sualthoritarianism has no place in
social contract as the people have the right tetbx@v an unjust government and

establish a more equitable contract.

The classicists believed that human beings arealbtypleasure loving and would
use their free-will (liberty) to choose acts thaing pleasure (hedonism) to them
as against those that will bring pain and sufferibgvas a basic assumption that
criminal behaviour was essentially a rational &atpwing a deliberate calculation

of the relative risk and gain involved. The offer&l have a heuristic view that
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there were a lot of pleasurable outcomes and gidditwill result thereof. This is
the cost benefit analysis. That is, People arematibeings who engage in any act
deliberately knowing the cost benefits. Human adi@re not determined by
inside or outside “forces” but can be seen as m&ti conscious decisions and
“free will”. Classical criminology is more interest in penology (societal reaction

to law-breaking) than in reasons why people brbakadws.

() The Utilitarian Principle

The principle of utilitarianism was derived frometkconomist notion of “utility”.
Utility is defined as that quantity of goods andvszes, which make a desired
usefulness, and satisfaction derived from it. Jgr&antham, then postulate that
laws should have a “spirit” of utilitarianism, thigt the laws should be made for
the greatest happiness for the greatest numbéeisdciety. Bentham argued that
their violation would open the door to anarchy. bédieved that individual weigh
the probabilities of present and future pleasugesrst those of present and future
pains. Thus, people acted as human calculatorshaydput all factors into a sort
of mathematical equation to decide whether or aatammit a crime. That is, if
the advantages of criminal acts, for example, aeatgr than the disadvantages,

the probability of the crime will increase.

In order to deter people from law-breaking behawniahe school advocated
punishment painful enough to make such acts patofariminal. He linked the

classical theory of punishment with his utilitaripninciple. He believed that
utility should be viewed from the perspective ofthmuch pleasure or pains the
law generates. According to him, the objectivéhef law should be to attain, “the

greatest happiness of the greatest number”.

()  The Theory of Punishment
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Jeremy Bentham, an English reformer was not hapily the legal system in
England in the 18th century. He made efforts toosgpthe harsh and arbitrary
punishment by the state to the accused persons.ntdis theory was that
punishments for crime should not exceed what wagssary to maintain public
order. He was against capital punishment and sédaéd. To him, the English
legal system was barbaric and ineffective. He masist that a punishment
involving brutality is unnecessary because it paedumore pain than satisfaction.
He became interested in equality before the lawerifinal law should be clear,
so that all could know and understand it. The asdushould be given adequate
time and resources for his defence. Punishmentldghoe quick, certain, and
commensurate with the crime committed. He belidkias the law exists to create
happiness for all, thus since punishment creatbappiness it can be justified if it
prevents greater evil than it produces.
His assumptions about punishments were:
(a) The punishment should be commensurate withsén®usness of the wrong,
that is, the punishment should be more than thesplke derived...
(b) Indeterminate sentences should be abolisheticiHar crimes merit particular
punishments, and offenders should know what thayldvget. In other
words, the given punishment should not be nloa@e is necessary to deter the
offence. .
(c) Sentencing discretion should be sharply reduc@dsystem of standardized
penalties should be introduced. There should bediscrimination and

discretion.

The most significant of the classical thought wasitlea of free-will .The concept
of free-will is central to commit crime .The indiiial is believed to be rational
and has the ability to choose between right andngrgleasure and pain,

happiness and sadness; and so on. The classiststslihed that punishment
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should be designed to fit the crime committed dtsnts of departure is the

juridical definition of crime, rather than the crimal behaviour.

Self-Assessment Exercise

How does Bentham’s Utilitarian Principle addressttieory of punishment?

3.1.1 The Neo-Classical Model

The main proponent of the Neo-classical thoughtasden Haag and R. Bayer.
The neo-classical school did not agree with theaitleat human beings are
naturally pleasure-loving animals who use theie{well to choose acts that will
bring pleasure to them or for the purpose of mazimg pleasure. According to
them, children, the insane, imbeciles, and mor@mnact be said to exercise free-
will rationally because of their defective mentailidy. So they cannot be held
responsible for any act they committed againstidleof the land. That is, they
believed that it would be an act of injustice iésle set of people are administered

punishment in the same category like the normalt adiender.

The point of contention to the Neo-classicisthattthe classical school erred in
the idea of a blanket punishment for the crimindlsey therefore attempt to fill

the gaps left by the classical school. The Neosatat school believes that
extenuating circumstances should be taken intoideration before punishing a
criminal. They maintained that punishment shoulere¢fore be based on full or
partial responsibility, considering such conditicass the insane, imbeciles, and
morons because of their defective mental abilittyer€fore, it is impossible for

this group of people to exercise free-will in cortting crime.

40 CONCLUSION
The historical development of criminology starteithvthe classical school, which

grew out of a protest against the barbaric nat@itbe criminal justice system of
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the eighteenth century Europe. They demanded thaisipment should fit the
crime committed. The central theme of the classscalool was the idea of free-
will. The neo-classical thoughts attempted todiljap left by the classical school

in the administration of justice to the accusedgper

5.0 SUMMARY

The classical school was not interested in studyinminals, but rather law-
making and legal processes. We learnt that theo$tlmbieves that crime was as a
result of total free-will. Beccaria also held thew of the rational nature of human
beings, the ability to choose and control theirass. Free-will is a psychological
reality; people freely enter a social contract villke state to preserve peace and
the consensus: a pleasure-pain motivation.

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT
Examine the contributions of both Beccaria and Bamt in the administration of

justice at the classical traditions of criminology.
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UNIT 2: POSITIVIST CRIMINOLOGY

CONTENTS
1.0 Introduction
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3.0 Main Content
3.1 The Positivist Principle
4.0 Conclusion
5.0 Summary
6.0 Tutor-Marked Assignment
7.0 References/Further Readings

1.0 INTRODUCTION

Auguste Comte (1798 — 857), the father of Sociolsggssociated with the term
“positivism”. He saw man'’s intellectual developrmes an evolutionary process
related to the progressive development of sciewb&h he analysed in terms of
his law of three stages: theological, metaphysioal positive. He saw positivism
— the use of observation and experimentation tcergtdnd natural phenomena —

as the key to man’s continued progress.

2.0 OBJECTIVES

At the end of this unit, you should be able to:

1) Discuss the views of the positivist school and pragnts.

2) Explain the combination of the factors necessarygifmninal behaviours and
3) Examine the three criminal types which characterigéferent type of

persons involved in criminal acts.
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3.0 MAIN CONTENT

3.1 The Positivist Inheritance

The late nineteenth century writers of the postivgchool, typically includes

Cesare Lombroso, (1835-1909) Enrico Ferri, (18589)9 Raffaele Galafalo

(1851-1934) Charles Goring (1870-1919), Francistdbal(1758-1828), Earnest
Hooton, (1887-1954), and William Sheldon who claihte be more empirical,

and scientific in their approach to investigatinge tcriminals by using the

techniques of psychiatry, physical anthropologyd ather new human sciences.
The positivist school claimed to have discoverezgkistence of “criminal types”

whose behaviour was determined rather than chaideecome, and for whom

treatment rather than punishment was appropriate.

The point of contention to the positivist schoothe explanation of crime in the
criminal, not in the criminal law. In other wordhg positivists concentrated upon
the criminal rather than the crime. The school #aevoffender as being strongly
influenced by an innate constitution which detemsinthe crime. The innate
constitution, they believed is determined by biatafj psychological and social
traits. The therefore prescribed that punishmeatnsajor factor in the prevention

of crime.

Cesare Lombroso (1836 — 1909) is usually seen asfabnder of modern
criminology; an Italian prison physician and dicbf mental asylum; a criminal
anthropologist, and founder of the positivist sdhobpenal jurisprudence. He
changed to use a scientific approach to study camnek to develop a ‘positive’,
factual knowledge of offenders, based upon obsemwvatmeasurement, and
inductive reasoning. As a medical Doctor, Lombregalied Italian army recruits
and asylum and prison inmates and attempted tdifgelifferent racial types and

to subject them to scientific scrutiny. In his kddUomo Delinquente (The
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Delinquent Man) published in 1876, he was fascohatediscover that many of
the military offenders sent to him for diagnosisl dreatment had some peculiar
physical characteristics. After further examinatmf hundreds of the offenders;
he concluded that criminals are “atavists” or genetnd that “criminal type”

accounted for their inability to become law-abiding

Classification of Criminals

The criminal is a specific type of person. Thussipivist criminology drew up a
long classification systems of different kinds éfeaders. Lombroso for example,
identified not just the born criminal, but also #motional criminal, the morally
insane criminal and the masked epileptic crimindDthers are the imbeciles,
morons, and idiots as well as those suffering framlancholia, dementia,
alcoholism, hysteria and degeneracy. These clagsggminals commit crime as

a result of brain damage due to disease or mallalevent.

Positive criminology identifies certain categorgriminals

(a) Born-Criminals: they are the “atavists” or tignetic remnants of the primitive
humanity which accounts for their inability to bew® law-abiding. That is born
criminal is an atavistic being who reproduces i ferson the ferocious instincts
of primitive humanity and inferior animals. Becausk this genetic make up,
Lombroso believed that born criminals could nottrees their violent and
animalistic urges. He argued that the society ctnalgporotected only by locking
them up. However, since the criminality was notirtault, they ought to be

treated as decent offenders.
(b) The Criminaloids: They are law-abiding citizeout who break the law under

conditions which is beyond their control, implyinthat sociological and

environmental determinants played a role in critnbehaviour. By the twentieth
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century, it had been observed that the greatedtilootion to criminology was

sociological with emphasis in the environment & dffender.

At mid-century, William Sheldon (1949) posited thaidy structure might predict
criminality. He studied hundreds of young men é@mnts of body type and,
checking for criminal history, concluded that dgliency occurred most
frequently among boys with muscular, athletic bailildGlueck and Glueck (1950)
confirmed Sheldon’s conclusion, but cautioned thgbowerful build does not

necessarily cause or even predict criminality.

Recent genetics research continues to seek podsikie between biology and
crime. To date, no conclusive evidence connedmirmality to any specific
genetic flaw. Yet people’s overall genetic compos| in combination with
social influences, may account for some variatiorriminality. In other words,
biological factors probably have a real, if modedfect on whether individuals
engage in criminal activity. Charles Goring (1973)er explained criminal
behaviour as a result of mental inferiority and éstnHooton (1939) argued that
there exists a “criminal stock” in the gene podttbropped up from time to time.
William Sheldon (1949) and Eleanor and Sheldon GHu@956) expressed the
view that criminals could be distinguished from f@iminals on the basis of their
physical factors. They claimed to have discoveiage basic physique types:
“mesomorphs”, “ectomorphs” and “endomorphs” crinénaThey maintained,
those with mesomorphic (“lean, muscular and thikkrsed”) body types, were

more likely to commit crime.
In 1884, Raffaele Garafolo (1851 — 1934) in his lb6criminology”, examined

the social and legal aspects of criminality as vl its “an anthropological

(biological) embodiment. He used the concept afisdodangerousness as the
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concept of a criminality. i.e. the criminal is ciaered to be at high risk to
physically, psychologically or morally harmful tinfself and to the society.

Enrico Ferri (1856 — 1929), “Criminal Sociology”dGarafalo identified with the
Italian school of Lombroso but Ferri attributed nceis to three factors: the
biological (anthropological as it was often calledthose days); physical and
social. He was against the view that any one faotolld cause crime and saw
instead the need to take the factors in combinatibombroso recognized other
factors but highlighted on the anthropological éast but to Ferri, he focused on
heredity and its constitution. He also classifienntals under five basic types:
Criminal lunatics, the born-criminals, habitualnasimals, occasional criminals and
emotional criminals. This new science of crimirglpas it was developed in the
last decades of the nineteenth century was chaimadeby a number of distinction
features such as criminal biology, criminal soail@nd criminal psychology. In
a critical assessment of the positivist school, moicthe early research was based
on comparing the physiques of prisoners with thok@&on-prisoners. It is not
surprising, and there is nothing scientific thatlenarisoners tend to be muscular
(“mesomorphic”), Moreover, many people who commiimes (particularly
“white-collar crimes”) are not in prison, and s axcluded from prison-based

research (Appelbaum, 1995).

4.0 CONCLUSION

In this unit, we examined the focus of the posstiwchool on the criminal person.
Their approach and Roots was based on scientifiofs. We also viewed the
human nature of crime as been determined by bicddgdbsychological, and social
environment, where moral responsibility is obscuesdl which characteristics

marked the criminals from non- criminals.

5.0 SUMMARY
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We have discussed about the positivist movementitandews. We arrived at
several factors that are responsible for crimir@k.a The criminal types were
classified into three categories for specific tgb@erson. We also discussed about
the born- criminals, the crminaloids, the insanapitual, the imbeciles, the

morons, etc.

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

1. Discuss the contributions of Cesare Lombrogbéadevelopment of
criminology.
2. Discuss the “criminal types” of criminology aedplain its implication in

the present contemporary society.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

Critical criminology was developed in America andt&@n. Among its proponents
were George Vold Bonger Taylor, Young Walton, QayrReiman and trick.
They were influenced by the works of Karl Marx aRdedrich Engels, and
derived much strength from conflict sociology it svaritical of the criminal
justice, and politico economic structures of bidiscrimination and exploitation

which they claimed were the reasons why certaoplgecommit crimes ,others
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are not and why the poor are criminalized and itte are not and variously called

new criminology, conflict radical or liberal crinofogy.

2.0 OBJECTIVES

At the end of this unit, you should be able to:

1) Understand the critical school of criminology;

2) Understand criminology from the Marxist perspective

3) Express the views of the different scholars abbatrelationship between
the capitalist class and the working class and

4) Formulate root cause of economic crime in our dgcie

5) Explain and critique of labeling and cactftheories.

3.0 MAIN CONTENT

3.1  Ciritical School of Criminology

The critical criminology is also known as the radischool or new criminology.
This Radical Approach to criminology gave expressim the feelings of
disenchantment and disappointment arising fromatlemation of the poor people
in the society. The new criminology sought to oHievay out and replace the old

order, which would automatically bring a new dawrhe history of criminology.

The radical approach perceives crime as a grefatréeaf capitalist society and its
system of political parameters, which gives morengse to the position of the
exploiting elites. This explanation has supportha works of Karl Marx (1818-
1883) and Friedrich Engels. (1820-1895) althougkytiwvere a long way from
being criminologists. Their observation was thaghhincidence of crimes was
associated with capitalism. In fact, the thrusEoédrich Engels is the deficiencies
of the capitalist economic system resulting in hligvels of crime. According to
him, “Immorality is fostered in every possible why the conditions of working

class life. The worker is poor, life has nothingoffer him, and he is deprived of
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virtually all pleasures. Consequently, he doesfaat the penalties of the law.
Why should he restrain his wicked impulse? Whyusthdie leave the rich man in
undisturbed possession of his property? Why shbaldot take at least a part of
this property for himself? What reason has thekewofor not stealing? Distress
due to poverty gives the worker only the choicetafving slowly, killing himself
quickly or taking what he needs where he finds ih-plain English - stealing.
And it is not surprising that the majority prefeossteal rather than starve to death

or commit suicide” (Carrabine, 2004).

Karl Marx’s theory of criminal behaviour was ensted on the capitalist tendency
to maximize profits in order to expand its wealtid goroperty and by implication
exploit; the working class (Proletariat) the ressilthat, the worker feels alienated,
estranged, from his labour. Which lead to crimimgthaviour. Crime of violence,
property offences and drug crimes are the by-prizdoicthis economic oppression
and alienation and societies contradictions tha@parent in capitalist.
Working-class crime is an expression of “rebelli@gainst inequality and against
a system that used the legal system — includinglaie the police, court and

prison as weapon in the class war.

A number of writers have adopted this perspectiveopposition to the “left
idealism” that crime is not a problem of the workclass people” and have
developed a realistic approach to law and ordére [€ft idealist position has been
criticized for its apparent lack of interest inuss of policy. John Lea and Jack
Young (1984), for instance, argue that, in conttashe left idealist view, crime
really is a problem for the working classes; armmt@lem that needs talking with
realistic policies and practices. This is not tny the impact of crimes of the
powerful but to suggest that the working-classes rapst often the victims of

crime.
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Young and Matthew (1992) distinguish between whaytterm the realist and the
radical positions. The classical Marxist appro&chinked with radical notions
that the criminal justice system does not work he interest of the mass of
working people and should therefore be abolishddhe legal system, as they
observed is just another aspect of the ruling sscthomination.

Nevertheless, this left radical view has been k#dcby sociologists and
criminologists writing from the left realist positi. The left realists believed that
much to the injustices and marginalisation of soretions of the population
encourage crimes. And they proffered no solutionBhe Marxist approach
believed that socialism will reduce crimes fundataliy as crimes are rooted in
social inequality. Young and Matthew (1992) steekthe need for an adequate
criminal justice system that works in the interedtall social groups and provides
adequate protection for the poor. Left realisradsocated for a social democratic

approach to crimes as well as the developmentfettafe policies.

Richard Quinney (1977) allying with Bonger argubdttunder capitalism the law
is used to oppress the working-classes. He sugjtfest what we now regard as
“criminal” will disappear only once capitalism itbas disappeared. He contends
that there will be no greed and profit — seekingearmsocialism; and the ruling
class will not exist to use the law as a weapodebne as deviant the working
class activities they do not wish to allow. Théealvissues of the traditional or
orthodox Marxists such as Bonger and Quinney weaé ¢rime is the product of

inadequate social conditions.

Williem Adrian Bonger (1876 — 1940) believed thaere was a relationship
between economic situation and criminality. Heuad)that the propensity to
commit crime is higher in the working class thae tapitalist class. He suggested
that the major shift was in the emergence of chgita To him, it was capitalism

that generated an egoistic culture-with capitalis&sng greedy and workers
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becoming demoralized. In other words, he soughestablish a causal link

between crimes and material conditions by lookihgha effects of competition

and “egoism” on criminal thought. By “egoism” peegiecome self-seeking and
think only of themselves. Since the capitalist eroit system generally widens
the gap between the capitalists class and the ngréliass. . As a result of this
extreme gap created, often make the working clas$etal from the capitalists in
order to survive. Therefore, Bonger concluded trahe can only be eliminated
through a radical reorganisation of the mode ofipobon and the dethronement

of capitalism.

Jeffrey Reiman considered the preponderance okimg class in the criminal
group from another perspective. He argued that people are often arrested and
charged of crimes .Conversely, the crimes of theh risuch crimes as
embezzlement and serious tax evasion, are treatddveal as if not criminal
offences. There was a distortion of criminal josti Reiman therefore called for
an equal distribution of wealth and income to eaat equitable opportunities for

all and sundry.

The neo-Marxists, argued that limitations were fbimthe early theories i.e. (the
classicism and positivism) on the explanationsaftiol! of crimes but should be
discovered on the critical school of criminologkgtradical theories (labeling ,
new deviance, neo-Marxism, etc) .This is what tmeferred to as the wider
structural explanations of control of crimes . fiern, that is the roots of criminal

behaviours.

From the works of Taylor, Walton, young, BongerjriRan and Quinney appeared
the neo-Marxist positions, based in the “mateyaldf crime and were called the
critical criminology, working-class criminology oreo-Marxist criminology. The

background of the exposition was that the poor thedworking class were truly
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the problems of crime. They believed that the paod the working class are
marginalized and deprived of the means of prodacti®herefore, crime became
manifested as a result of the relative deprivataord marginalisation. They
concluded that the causes of crime need to be tbdke in deep structural
inequalities (Carrabine 2004). This approach ingplieat its law and other cultural
norms are created directly by the rich and powerflihe analysis implies that
criminality springs up only to the extent that acisty treats its members
unequally. In other words, the point of departigdhat the Marxists framework
for the analysis of crime was that crime is a potdof the competitive and
exploitative conditions of capitalism and as subbutd be overthrown .But the
view of the neo-Marxists was that the elites don@nsociety and they use the
criminal law as an instrument for coercion and dwatidn; a violation of certain
inherent rights, a crime based only on a rulingsslconspiracy. In the contrary, it
is the crimes of the powerful, (the elites of calpgim). The works of the neo-

Marxists were borrowed from the conflict theory avidrxism

Self-Assessment Exercise
Compare and contrast the views of the Marxists a@d-Marxists position to

criminal behaviours.

4.0 CONCLUSION

This unit has inundated us with the critical schoblcriminology. We have
examined the Marxist and neo-Marxist perspectiveglcriticized the capitalist
factors of production in the society from the viewfs Taylor, young, Engels,
Marx, Walton, etc, as well as the relationship keswthe capitalist class and the
working class. In addition, we have been able tmgainformation and explain

the critique of labelling and conflict theoriesaifmes.

5.0 SUMMARY
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We have examined and discussed the radical criogyolWe recalled that the
critical school was borrowed from the Marxist's cept. It defines the social
class position where the powerful maintained thpgisition and the powerless

became the most criminals as a result of the featof the capitalist society.

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

1 Discuss the ways in which criminology has lmeedradicalized” in recent
years.

2. Discuss the Labelling theory of Lemert, Becled Cohen and apply its

relevance to the contemporary Nigerian sgciet
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

The sociological school of thought emanates from tbrm “sociology” as a

concept. The oxford English Dictionary defines 8tagy as “the study of social

organization and institutions and of collective &@bur and interaction, including

the individual’s relationship to the group”. Thepapach looks at the consideration
of group antagonisms and criminality i.e. the applo examines the ways in
which society is structured and the demand it madesits members. The

Sutherland’s theory of Differential Association gegts that crime is learned in
everyday situations through a process of cultueadsmission. The Anomie theory
suggests that crime is bound up with tension, strasd strains within societies.
Most commonlywhen there is a break down of the gmamrking of society etc.

The approach is divided into five images. Theyravemutually exclusive-indeed,

they benefit from each other, as they each have sehat different emphases.

2.0 OBJECTIVES
At the end of this unit, we should be able to:

1) Examine the sociological approach to causes ofagim

66



2) Discuss Edwin H. Sutherland theory of Differenthdsociation; and its
applicability.

3) Explain the Robert K. Merton theory of structurgsiss and Anomie.

4) The family factors as they relate to crimes arlthdaencies and as well as

5) The Robert Park’s Cultural Transmission Theory \Wtregplains why some
communities persist in having high rates of devearsuch as crime and

delinquency.

3.0 MAIN CONTENT

3.1  Sociological Approach to Crimes

Sociological theories emphasise the influence daliatoenvironment in which
individuals find themselves. When individuals eggan criminal behaviour, they
do so within the context of the particular socigtyhich they live. Sociological
explanations focus on ways in which such factorg prampt or encourage some
individuals to engage in abnormal behaviour. Thaure of the explanation that
one finds most useful for a particular form of anal behaviour will considerably
affect one’s approach to solutions. Thereforeyatld be necessary to sub-divide

the sociological explanations of crime into varisu®-headings, namely:

1) Differential Association theory

2) Anomie and Structural Strains theory

3) Family Factors theory

4) Theories of the Sub-cultural Nature of Crime

5) Cultural Transmission theory

(1) Differential Association Theory

Edwin H. Sutherland (1883 — 1950) is one of thesgilmal Chicago schools.
Others are Frederick M. Thrasher (1892 — 1962),d&dw. Frazier (1894 - 1962),
Clifford Shaw (1895 — 1957) and Henry D. McKay (9891980). The theoretical
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impact of the Chicago school was a paradigm shoitnfthe notion that criminal
behaviour entailed the study of the individualge (psychology) to a richer
understanding that criminal behaviour are founthenstudy of the social structure
(i.e sociology) that shape and influence people/esl Sutherland in his book,
“Principles of Criminology” published in 1939 made key contribution to
criminology in his ‘Differential Association thedty Sutherland argued that all
criminal behaviour is a normal learning proces§e learn crime in much the
same way as we learn everything else. How we reaetore depends on how
those around us desire us to act. How much weate¥iom or conform to the
norms depends on the differences in who we assowidh others. Learning any
social patterns, be it conventional or deviant,amtsur as a result of association.
That is, boys become deviants (delinquent) duddo fittachments to others who
engage in and approved criminal acts. In this yiéw causes of deviance do not

lie on individuality rather in the normal procedgssocial influence.

Edwin H. Sutherland formulated the principles off@ential learning theory in

nine propositions in 1947 before he dies in 1950e propositions are:

. Criminal behaviour is learned. Far from being dienar biological.

. Criminal behaviour is learned in interaction witth@r persons in a process
of communication.

. The principal part of the learning of criminal belwar occurs within
intimate personal groups.

" When criminal behaviour is learned, the learningude (a) techniques of
committing the crime, which are sometimes very clicaged, sometimes
very simple; and (b) the specific direction of mes, drives rationalization
and attitudes.

. The specific direction of motives and drives isrtesl from definitions of

legal codes as favourable and unfavourable.
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. A person becomes delinquent because of an excesslefitions

favourable to violation of law over definitions awburable to violation of

law.

. Differential associations may vary in frequency,radion, priority and
intensity.

. The process of learning criminal behaviour by asgmn with criminal

and anti-criminal patterns involves all the mecbkars that are involved in
any other learning.
" Though criminal behaviour is an expression of gaheeeds and values, it

is not explained by those general needs and v&iesabine, 2004).

Self-Assessment Exercise
According to Sutherland, what are the basic factehsch influence criminal

behaviours?

(2)  Anomie and Structural Strains

The concept of Anomie as a form of sociologicaleiptetations of criminal
behaviour is linked to the French sociologist, Enilurkheim (1858 — 1917) who
awarded three different meanings to anomie or ressmess.

(@) A failure to internalize the norms of the stgiée.g. the secret societies);
(b)  Aninability to adjust to changing norms anctey(3) the tension resulting

from conflict within the norm themselves.

Robert K.Merton (1910 — 2003), the Harvard socidbgvent one step further to
popularize the concept. In one of the most citetussions of the twentieth
century, Social Structure and Anomie (1938), Meraplains crime on the basis
of structural strain or frustration as a resultaoperson’s position in the social
structure, especially the stratification systeme ridted that the American society

places enormous emphasized on the pursuit of rabgetiiccess. He observed that
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the humans have a natural tendency to observe nemch are reflected by the
personalities called conscience. Yet, some peagten act against their
conscience because of the terrible strain upon .tHaistinguishing between a
social structure (which provided economic rootsutecess) and a culture (which
provided norms, value and goals, Merton argueddhatinal behaviour occurred
where there was distortion between them [means guoals]. Strain theory
portrays a deviant as a person torn between guiltdesire, with desire gaining
the upper hand (stark, 1987). The index of sucoedbe society is material
possession. In stable societies, Merton noted tlie@iconventional success was
achieved through talent and hard work. But in aiplt societies, what was
important is not the prescribed legitimate meartshei goals. In the latter society,
there is proclamation of equal opportunity for ededy but in reality the
opportunity was a mirage.

Table I Merton’s Mode of Individual Adaptation fgnomie
Culture Goals Institutionalised Means
Conformity + +
Innovation + _
Ritualism - +
Retreatism - _
Rebellion + +
Key:
+ = acceptance
- = rejection
+ = reject old and substitute new (Carrabine 2004)

[1] Conformity
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Conformity is living a conventional life involvingcceptance of both culture goals
and culture means, i.e. the true story of “succésgjain wealth and prestige are

through talent and hard work.

[2] Innovation

As a result, Offenders may seek wealth throughasrather kind of crimes — say,
by dealing in cocaine. Merton called this typebahaviour innovation — the
attempt to achieve a culturally approved goal (tigaby unconventional means
(crime). See the Table above. Innovation acceps gbal of success while
rejecting the conventional means of becoming ri€hey believed that hard work,
honesty saving, investment and education canna thiem the ultimate goals,
rather through cheats.

They make money illegally. The Deviant behavioexssts in form of burglaries,

robberies, drug trafficking, prostitution, and athgpes of crime.

[3] Ritualism

In the Merton’s scheme of things, it is the meaoatgap. Seeing that the goal of
material success was very hard people abandorTliey resolve the strain of
limited success by abandoning cultural goals inotavof almost compulsive
efforts to live respectably. In essence, they exdithe rules to the point that they
lose sight of their larger goals. They believedttta good name is greater than

silver and gold”. They are honest in character.

[4] Retreatism

Retreatism was the rejection of both the culturadlgof material success and
access to the approved means. They may adopttamaive lifestyle as a
vagrant, pursue altered states of consciousnesgediiem entails removing
oneself from a reality that just does not seem wabldk In effect, they are

“dropouts”. They include the alcoholics, drug-adsliand ‘Area-boys’.
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They don’t believe in hard work, honesty, investinand education, even in

seeking wealth.

[5] Rebellion

In contrast to Retreatism, Merton termed Rebelhdgninvolving the rejection of
both the cultural definition of success and thenmdive means of achieving it.
People therefore invented a new cultural goal aemd means of achieving the
desires. That is, they advocated radical altereatio the existing social order.
These are people who dedicate their lives to réwmwlary organizations or
transformative social movements; substituting neltucal goals and new means

of adaptation.

Self-Assessment Exercise
Differentiate between the five Merton’'s modes oflividual adaptation from

Anomie.

(3) Family Factors

The sociological explanation of crime has been @ated with family influence.
No more potent factor exists than the influencerahinal behaviour as a causal
relationship of the experience of the child in theily. These influences could be

as a factor of broken homes, family tensions, airdieality in the family, etc.

It is often suggested that the broken home- brdikethe death of one or both the
parents, by divorce or separation of the spousetesertion, is a major cause of
crime. Glueck S. and Glueck E. T. in their 195fudy, “unraveling Juvenile
Delinquency” estimated that about 40 percent ofndelents in America came

from broken homes.
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A distinguished American psychiatrist, David Abrafsen, has stressed the
striking relationship of tension to delinquencyn His article — “Family Tension:

Basic cause of Criminal Behaviour (1949)” Abrahamséound out “that those

families which produced criminals showed a gregisrvalence of unhealthy
emotional conditions among the family members -+ ithafamily tension — than

did the families of the non-delinquent group .Thamily tensions, manifested
through hostility, hatred, resentment, nagging, ychesomatic disorders,

engendered and sustained emotional disturbancé®tim children and parents
alike” (Williams Hall, 1984).

The influences of other members of the family wlavéh already experienced
criminal behaviour include not only the siblingsit lnther relatives who had been
found to be correlated to a family pathology wittime. The Glueck in their
earlier studies of juvenile Delinquency (1950) aokied that 80 percent of
offenders had been reared in homes where there ethez criminal members.
They looked also that about 90 percent of the dakmt boys came from homes
where drunkenness, crime or immorality had occurrddhe effect of having a
criminal brother was found to be almost as greathas of having a criminal

father.

Self-Assessment Exercise

How does the Family Factor contribute to the Sagmal explanation of crime?

(4) Theories of the Sub-Culture

Sociological theories sought to explain crime imte of cultural or sub-cultural

differences .They perceived the different areasthef city where crime was
concentrated as areas of social disorganizatioeyevh different set of values or
subculture prevailed which powerfully influencedhbegiour in the direction of

deviant behaviour, so that the area became a higie @rea i.e. a delinquent area.
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Clifford Shaw and Henry D. McKay and Frederik Thras Bernard Lander and
others studies “delinquency area” and criminal sultdres. It can be said that the
studies of sub-cultures of a criminal nature onggdalinquencies general nature
and theory of culture conflict have influenced apermeated many modern
developments in sociological criminology.

Thus, Albert K. Cohen studies delinquent boys aalinquent sub-cultures .He
disagreed that delinquent behaviour is directlyseduby the desire for material
goals. He explained that individuals brought upimvorking-class environment
are likely to desire the general goals of the emment and have less opportunity
to achieve them due to educational failure. Consetly, working-class boys
suffer from “status frustration”, which causes themeject the school system, and
form a delinquent sub-culture. According to Waltdiller (1958), delinquent
subculture are based on a number of “focal contdhead reflect the values and
traditions of “lower-class” life .These focal comes include “toughness”,
excitement” and “smartness”. The sub-cultural apph stresses the collective
response as crucial, rather than seeing crimindlaldeur as an individual

response to failure, as Merton argued.

Richard A. Cloward Richard and Lloyd E. Ohlin “Dejuency and opportunity”
(1960) argued that there is greater pressure t@meichinality on the working-
classes because they have less opportunity to ésdtcby legitimate means.
Cloward and Ohlin identified the following sub-auis:

A criminal sub-culture, where criminal youths [ehejuents] are closely connected
with adult criminals, the criminal youths occup ttop hierarchy, where there is a
development in alternative means to financial ssgce

A conflict sub-culture, a very unstable area, whitwe offenders seek to resolve

their frustrations and problems through violence.
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A retreats or escapist sub-culture is neither mioal sub-culture nor a conflict
sub-culture. They are retreatists who turn to drohkigs, sex and other forms of

withdrawal from the wider social order.

Sub-cultural theories have suggested that crimedaidquency can, ironically,
represent conformity. In modern society thereaarange of sub-groups with their
own sub cultures that include norms, values anitudéts that differ from and
conflict with those of the rest of the society. nBormity within such sub-groups

will involve some form of deviance from and contfeith the wider society.

Self-Assessment Exercise
Express the views of Richard Cloward and Lloyd ®fi the criminal behaviors

of the sub-culture.

(5)  Cultural Transmission Theory

Cultural transmission theory is closely tied tochaol of sociological thought.

This explanation is supported in the works of RoBark, of the Chicago School
of Sociology. Park borrowed the ideas from thddfief ecology, a branch of
biology in which animals and plants are studiedelation to one another and to
their natural habitat. Park reasoned that theadsis ecology of the organization
of human communities. He used the concepts sutyasbiosis” which refers to

how organisms of different species can live togetioe their mutual benefit,

applied it to humans and formulated a theory of &mmcology.
Cultural transmission theory postulates that dengais sociologically transmitted

from one generation to the next when communitiema@ghbourhoods develop

cultural traditions and values that tolerate orcemage deviant conduct and rule

75



breaking. This theory offers explanations of wloyne@ communities persist in

having high rates of deviance, such as crime ahdgiency.

The central tenet of cultural transmission thea@rythat deviance can be passed
down from generation to generation because commtnatitions and values are
either permissive toward or supportive of violatemnventional rules of conduct,

including criminal laws.

The rationale of cultural transmission theory istbgtated by Shaw and McKay,
who studied the variations in crime and delinqueratgs over a fifty-year period
in Chicago. Shaw and McKay observed that delinquamates vary widely by
neighbourhoods. The highest rates tend to be siettre central business and
industrial districts, decreasing as one moves filoencity centre to the edge of the
city. Some countries are more likely to develogudb-cultural tradition than
others, especially when inner-city districts, wharle often the transition areas for
ethnic groups and immigrants, tolerate deviancelawdbreaking. Rapid changes
in residential composition can lead to communitfficilties in adjusting to the
diversity of cultural backgrounds. At the sameejmn influx of new businesses
and industry can also introduce disruptive elemémytdringing in new workers
and by radically altering the social and physiaalionment of the community.
These changes usually create value conflict whiebken the informal, as well as
the formal social control and may result in socatrol break down. This process
is referred to as social disorganization; and Shads McKay interpreted these
phenomena as symptoms of social disorganisatiomgi{M&995); the community
residents became more susceptible to deviant balmavpatterns; The
“delinquency areas” tend to be characterized bysiay deterioration, economic
insecurity, family disintegration, conflicting cuhal standards, and little concerted

action by the community residents to solve the comproblems.
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Shaw and McKay also observed that when communatieseighbourhoods went
into decline, more prosperous families would relecas soon as it is possible to

other neighbourhoods or suburban areas.

Self-Assessment Exercise
What are the views of Robert Park, et al, as tabtieakdown of the conventional

rules and values in a community?

4.0 CONCLUSION

In this unit, we have observed that the major exgians of criminal behaviour
today are sociological. All sociological explawats assumed that social variables
and structures, rather than biological or psychokigstate of mind are the major
cause of crimes. Thus, it is the social environnratiter than the individual or

group that live in an area that are responsibleffioninal behaviours.

5.0 SUMMARY

In this unit, we have discussed about the socioldgiheories of crime. We
examined the Edwin H. Sutherland’s Differential éaation theory; the Robert
K. Merton’s Anomie and Structural Strains and tlaenHy Factors of the Gluecks

and that of the psychiatrist David Abrahamsen.

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT
With the aid of the Merton’s Mode of Individual Aplation to Anomie explain
how each adaptation results in the breakdown ofsim®oth working of the

society.

7.0 REFERENCES/FURTHER READINGS
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UNIT 5: NEW CRIMINOLOGY
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6.0 Tutor-Marked Assignment
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

We have known that the norms of any society arewkndo its members.
Therefore, when people seriously violate normsy e labeled or identified as
deviants. This interactionist approach will be tbeus of discussion in this unit.
The New criminology is the ideas of the Neo-Maxigtmong its proponents area
lan Taylor, Paul Walton, Jock Young, Howard Becks&tanley Cohen, Edwin
Lemert and John Lea. They were influenced, by theksvof Karl Marx and fried

rich Engels, and derived much strength from conélicd Labelling theories.

2.0 OBJECTIVES

At the end of this unit, you would be able to:

= Explain labeling as a form of criminal behaviour;

= Discuss the different contributions of Erving Go#fim Howard S. Becker,
Stanley Cohen, etc.

= Understand the categories of labeling and its dbara
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3.0 MAIN CONTENT
3.1  New Criminology
The neo-Marxists were the offshoots of the Marxiand conflict theory. They
rejected the views of the orthodox Marxists. Theyleed a development of
Marxist sociology by combining it with other ideasspecially those from
Interactionalism called the “New deviancy theoristee “societal reaction

perspective” or labelling theory, and more receRriyninism.

Within this neo- Marxist camp there are further giabsions:

The New criminology; which advocated the develophwdra “fully social theory
of deviance” from the interactionism and The NeW Realism which suggests
that we should become “realistic” about crime amviance, due to its harsh

reality to many working-class people.

Taylor and his co-authors argued that they have:

...redirected criminological attention to the grangestions of social
structure and the social arrangements within whilel criminal

process played out. We are confronted once agatim tve central
guestion of man’s relationship to structures of pgwdomination and
authority - and the ability of men to confront teestructures in any
acts of crime, we are back in the realm of sotiabty itself (Kirby, et
al, 1997).

Lan Taylor, Paul Walton and Jock Young proposedlly tocial theory of crime

on their book, titled “the new criminology: for aaal theory of deviance”

advocated and recommendation that explanation iofecand deviance should
address the following:

1. The wider origins of the deviant act

2. The immediate origins of the deviance act
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The actual act
The immediate origins of the social reaction.
The wider origins of the deviant reaction

The outcome of the social reaction on the deviarthér action; and finally

N o g kMo

The nature of the deviant process as a whole.

According to Taylor, et al, criminology would beeaphate to the understanding of
these developments (Kirby, et al 1997). Furthermonethe revisitation of interest
by the British sociologist of crime, Lan Taylor, ®haValton and Jock Young
called this school of thought the “New criminology’hey became subversive of
the earlier theories of crime and make a critigighem. They reviewed each of
the major theories of criminology and found thewrklag. They then argue that a
series of key questions need to be addressed ifffalysocial theory of crime”.
These key questions became highly important wated, taking stock of the old-
field criminology and designating the requiremefus a fully social theory of

crime.

The labeling theory turned away from the convergtidtheories of crime of the
offenders to the societal reactions to crime; thie of law, social control agencies,

the media etc in shaping the nature of crimes.

Self- Assessment Exercise.

What is the key issue of the neo-Marxists in itstdbution to New criminology?

Labelling Theory:
The labelling perspective to crime is associateith Wie symbolic —interactionist
theory. According to Frank Tannenbaum, labellinghie process of making the

criminal, therefore, is a process of tagging, defin identifying, segregating,
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describing, emphasizing, evoking the very traitat tlire complained of....”
(Eamonn 2004).

The labeling theory of deviance is based on twamapsions. First, for someone
to be called “deviant” that person must have brokemle. Rules generally refer
to the social norms and expectations for acceptaditaviour. Rule-breaking per
se is not sufficient to label the deviant accordiogthe theory. If the Rule
violation is undetected, then no label will be ibtited to the violator, and
therefore should not be qualified as a deviantr &ample an individual who
violated the payment of income tax and defraud gbeernment but was not
detected could not be referred to and declaredcasnanal.

The second assumption focuses on the reactiorecddbiety to the rule-breaking.
If a social norm violation is detected, it becon#sfined as deviance (the
perpetrator is labeled “deviant” and this labeldedo social disapproval and a
host of other consequences. In the same way, amparay be labeled and
stigmatized by mental illness and criminality. amohminality. Howard S. Becker

showed the processes by which a person who bréaksidrms of the society

became outsider and perceives himself as differeifihis is how the process of

alienation occurs.

The labeling approach, therefore, concentratesdentifying and criticising the

process by which norms arise and are enforced gnghich some people are
labeled for behaving in a certain way while othars not. Howard S. Becker
studied the ways in which cultures and careers wemesformed by negative
sanctions against drug use. Social groups creaiarde® by making the rules the
infraction of which constitutes deviance. Havingeh stigmatized as deviants,

many people are driven to fulfill the expectatiaristhem on deviants. Because
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they have a bad name, they come to see themsedvieada and so they do bad

things.

The “Outsiders” Perspective, Et Al

In another study, the basic premises of labelimgpty were clearly articulated by
Howard S. Becker whose study focuses on use ofjumaa and social control.
Becker pointed out that marijuana smoking was @efias deviant because others
had the power to label it as such. Therefore sapBuUps create deviance by
making rules which if violated constitutes deviareel by attributing those rules
to a particular person and labelling him as anidets Labelling came to be a
way in which individuals or groups assigned certgpes of behaviour. A deviant
or outsider is a person who has been labeled ds sdich raises the question of
“who does the labelling”? A multitude of labelsigxin society to employ in
categorising the specific types of norm violatiori€riminality” is used for
behaviour that violates laws, “perversion” is assig) to behaviour that does not
conform to norms for sexual behaviour; and “drumess” applies to alcohol
usage that the society considers excessive. Latdeds exist for violations of

minor social norms, such as obnoxious “crude” agddrant”.

Travis Hirschi (1969) in his control theory claitiat the essence of social control
lies in the people’s perception of the consequemdetheir behaviour. Hirschi
believed that everyone finds at least some devigeogpting. By contrast,
individuals who have little to lose from devianae anost likely to become rule
breakers.

Another leading interactionist Edwin Lemert (1988ssified deviance into types:

. Primary deviance refers to an initial action conteditby an individual.
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Secondary deviance refers to the social reactiorthéo initial action.
Deviance is not the act, but the reaction. Equaitynary deviance can be
committed, but if no social reaction follows thé individual involved on
the act will not pass on to the second devianagestawill not accept the

label.

Overall, labelling theory had covered surprisinglywide range of issues and
produced many classic studies. Edwin Schur lookiedictimless crimes and
showed how the legal response to criminalized hemaality, pornography,

prostitution, abortion, and drug use generated npooblems than were solved.
Edwin Sutherland (1928) and later developed by ohdis students, Donald

Cressey (1992) the theory of differential Assooiatwhich holds that deviant
behaviour is largely the result of associating wahother persons whose
behaviour is deviant. According to this theoryg tigreater the degree of
association, the greater the likelihood the behavigill be deviant. Sutherland
sought to show that deviance was a function of dactors as the frequency and
intensity of associations; how long they lasted] how early they occurred in a

person’s life.

Symbolic interactionism provides important insightdo the ways in which

deviant behaviour is labeled through interactiothwither people.

Self-Assessment Exercise:

(1) Explain these terms: (a) Labelling, (b) Devianc

40 CONCLUSION
Labelling theories have made important contribigiom understanding crime. It
views crime as a form of collective activity. lbrecentrates also on the actual

process of becoming deviant. Nevertheless, it shbalnoted that psychological,
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social and economic, political, as well as age, selxication, religion and so on

contributed, to criminal behaviours.

5.0 SUMMARY

In this unit, we have discussed about the labetiaga crime. It highlights the
different schools of thought on the subject-matéspecially those of Howard S.
Becker, Erving Goffman, Stanley Cohen, lan Tayllw¢ck Young, Paul Walton,
and others using symbolic interactionism in theenptetation of criminal
behaviours. They also proffer solutions to crimedegignating the requirements

of a fully social theory of crime.

6.0 TUOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT
Critically evaluate the contributions of Erving Goan and Howard S. Becker to

the study of labelling as crime.

7.0 REFERENCES/FURTHER READINGS
McGuire, Mike, et al (2002)The Oxford Handbook of Criminology. 3rd edition.

Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Neubeck, Kenneth J. and Davita S. Glasberg (2@6jology: Diversity, Conflict
and Change. Boston: McGraw-Hill.

Stark, Rodney (1985¥%ociology. (Belmont, CA.: Wadsworth Publishing

Company.
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Unit 2: Offenders

Unit3: Victims of Crimes

UNIT I:  CLASSIFICATION OF CRIMES

CONTENTS
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2.0 Objectives
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5.0 Summary
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

We have already defined crime and the elementgiofec Furthermore, in this
unit we shall examine the classification of criméds patterns and Trends of
crimes, and the official treatment of crimes. Thassification is based on the
degree and severity of the crime. The classifica#iso enables us to comprehend

why some crimes were termed more than others.

2.0 OBJECTIVES
At the end of this unit, you should be able to:
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(1 Explain the basis of the classification of ces
(i)  Understand the categories of crimes;
(i) Examine the patterns and trend of crimes and

(iv)  Recognise the official treatment of crimes.

3.0 Main Content

3.1 Classification of crimes

Crime is classified according to the severity ogrée of the offence. It could also
be classified by the nature of the Acts Prohibitmdsome other categories. One
instance of this classification in the severitytiog¢ offence could be seen in the
division of crimes into a felony and a misdemeandutelony is a serious offence
punishable by death, a fine, or confinement ina&esbr Federal prison for more
than one year. A misdemeanour is punishable bywiceamount of fine and one
year imprisonment. It could be noted that a feloamyone society might be a
misdemeanour in another. Conversely, a misdemeanane society might be a

felony in another society or jurisdiction.

Crimes can be categories into three ways:
(1) Moral order (victimless crimes) - victim of lam which there are no
readily apparent victim, such as prostitution, ghmgy Vagrancy, purchasing

illegal drugs like cannabis or marijuana;

(2) Property crimes- common crimes committed in ustdal societies,

including robbery, burglary and larceny; and

(3) Violent crimes — involve threat of violence limde murder, manslaughter,

infanticide, assault, sexual assault, abductionrahbery.
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Leslie Wilkins used a historical analysis to clfssimilar crimes together and
separating those which do not show similar pattaresclassified them into four
categories:
(1) Homicide, (a) Murderand (b) manslaughter;
(2)  Serious crimes against the person (includingo$iences and violence);
(3)  Serious crimes against property (burglary, kirepand entry and

Robbery); and
(4)  Social disorganization (drunkenness, disordeolyduct and petty larceny.
These categories tend to show different patterdslaums to suggest heterogeneity.
In many jurisdictions, the legal classification da®ot discriminate by degree of
seriousness. Robbery, for example, will generadlyec a Bank robbery at one end

of the scale and a petty larceny at the other.

Another way of categorizing crimes is to classig bffences between (i) Mala in
se and (ii) Mala prohibita. The mala in se crimesaffences universally accepted
everywhere and at all times as crime. For exammlerder and Robbery are
offences everywhere, be it in Nigeria, France orefina. Mala prohibita crimes
are offences that are pronounced illegal becaweséatirs of that particular society
have declared it so. This type of offence lacksversality and is timeless.
Examples of such illegal offences are gambling, uabidn, burglary and

prostitution.

Self — Assessment Exercise

Explain the following “terms” with examples:
(1)  Victimless crimes

(2)  Property crimes

(3) Violent crimes

(4)  Social disorganization.
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3.1.1. Patterns and Trends of Crimes

There is no society free of crime. It is inevitalteall societies. The problem it
creates has been a major subject of concern tothetlprivate and public since
antiquity. Criminologists have found that criminattimization is not random.

Crimes are likely to occur in some places than rstigeie to certain demographic

conditions and different lifestyles.

In Nigeria, like in other countries of the worldjmes are classified in accordance
to offence against properties or persons, and momdér crimes. The crimes
against the state include sedition, military offesi\ccoup d' etat and mutiny.
Others are armed robbery, drug trafficking, illegélbunkering, smuggling, e.t.c.
In recent years, there have been upsurge actifiesiminality in Nigeria. This
tremendous upsurge has created a threat and unteitathe security of lives
and property of the people in the recent timescdntemporary Nigeria society,
the trend of crime is much sophisticated. The arats use dynamite and hard
grenades to blow up doors of the bullion vans. Haisof sophistication could be
traced to the emergence of educated and intelligenople involved in crimes,
especially the undergraduates and graduates. €hd tras also moved from the
mere acts of pipe-line vandalisation to the kidnagmf foreign oil workers and
non-oil workers including the infants and the agéde most prominent among
these are:

(1) The organized crimes,

(2) The state organized crimes and

(3) The white-collar crimes.

(1) Sociologists define organized crimes as crimemmitted by criminal
groups involving the provision of illegal good asdrvices. Some of the most
prominent activities of organized crime includdne tgambling, illegal drugs,

money laundering, human trafficking, cyber crimaliee Banking Advance Fee
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Fraud (419); kidnapping e.t.c. The trend in Nigenwolves group action. That is,
a mass invasion of armed robbers to a particuldr aperation. This raid group
numbers from 30 to 50 men. In this developmentearnobbers could operate for

hours without any help to the victims by the lavioecement agencies.

(2)  State organized crimes consists of acts definethw as criminal that are
committed by state and government officials in fhésuit of their jobs as
representatives of the government. Prominent antbegn are electoral fraud,

political assassination.

(3)  White-collar crimes are those committed by peap high social status in

connection with their legitimate work. There areotwnain principal in the

definition of white-collar crime;

(@) The offender is a person of high social stedns,

(b) Itis committed in the course of a legitimatsity.

Among these crimes are bribery of government dff&;i embezzlement by
officials, granting loans to oneself, opening ammkrating fraudulent accounts,
cheque theft, forgery and alterations, productiérsubstandard products, e.t.c.
These are examples of the most serious and viaemes that have been in

tremendous increase in the recent times in Nigeria.

Self-Assessment Exercise
What are the principal types of crime committed enfrequently in recent times;

and who is most likely to commit them?
3.1.2 Official Treatment of Crimes

The official treatment of crime applies the metloddhe criminal justice system.

It is the society’s formal response to crime. Themal justice itself is defined as
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a legal process, which involves the procedure otgssing the person accused of

committing crime from arrest to the final disposhthe case.

Justice is concerned with content. Laws should &e &nd reasonable in

themselves. It is not just a matter of applying ihles reasonably, whatever those
rules might be, but it is also about the distribntof obligations and opportunities

in society (Dambazau, 1999). Equality is the vesgemce of justice. According to

Hamitton, “it is natural”. The criminal justice agges are the main actors in the
official treatment of crimes: the police are resmble for detecting crime and

apprehending people who violate the criminal late tourts decide guilt or

innocence, and sentence those who are convictéladbse who plead guilty; and

the prisons or corrections carry out the senterfcéh® court and rehabilitate

criminals.

(1) The Police

The police constitutes the largest and most imporsabsystem of the criminal

justice system. It is the “gate —keeper” of thdiggssystem. It decides who goes
into the system, and its decision has a wider icagilbn for the other system

components. It lubricates the system by the awést suspect. The policemen

carry out the arrest of a suspect through disaretio

The job of the police officer is complex. A Unitestate National Advisory
Commission on criminal justice standards and gaiatify eleven functions of
the police, and from all indications, these funasithave universal application:
Preventing criminal activity

Detecting criminal activity

Apprehending criminal offenders

Participating in court proceeding

Protecting constitutional guarantees.

o 0k w DD R

Assisting those who cannot care for them selveghar are in danger of
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physical harm,
Controlling traffic
Resolving day-to-day conflict among family, frienaisd neighbours.
Creating and maintaining “feeling of security ire ttommunity
10. Investigating crimes

11. Promoting and preserving civil order.

(2) Courts

The criminal courts are the second component irtrtaagular relationship of the

criminal justice system. A court is defined as #gency set up by government to
define and apply the law, to order its enforcensemt to settle disputed points on
which individual or groups do not agree. It is otity courts that determine the
guilt or innocence of the accused person. Accortiingound, the administration
of justice revolves round the court system. A pensto violates the criminal law

is brought before the court.

The main actors of the criminal courts are the seduthe person accused of
crime, charged and brought to plead; the policep vaine also regular users
because they always appear to request chargesldik dgainst a suspect,
sometimes to prosecute, to testify at hearings,tarsgrve as witness during trial;
the judge or jury, who listens to the charges, ys®athe facts as they relate to the
law, and determine who is guilty or innocent; tlmegecution, who represents the
state and carries the burden of proving the cagenaereasonable doubt in order
to earn the accused conviction; and the defence, nepresents the accused and
rebut the case presented by the prosecution i todearn the accused discharge

and acquittal.

(3) The Prisons
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The prison is responsible for the custody of thalfproduct in the criminal justice
system. The prison carries out measures to pregsatpes, by erecting high walls,
placing armed guards, constant checks of cellsjigiray a system of passes for
movement within the prison. The prison accordindetging Goffman is a “total

institution”. That is, to be locked up in a physjgasychological and the prisoner
has no control. This entails to deny the prisorter tundamental choices of

everyday life.

Self-Assessment Exercise

(1)  State the universal functions of the policecst.

4.0 CONCLUSION.

From this unit, students should be able to know kames are categorized. You
should know which crimes are within the categorycdames against persons,
property crimes and moral order crimes. Studerdgsealightened their crimes of

mala prohibita are crimes because the law of tbegosays so.

50 SUMMARY

We have been able to discuss various classificatdrcrimes. We looked at why
some crimes are regarded as felony and others stemeanour. We examined
the patterns and trends of crime, we also discuabedt the official treatment of
crimes using the concept of the criminal justicetsgns of the criminal agencies

(the police, the criminal courts and the prison).

6.0 TUTOR- MARKED ASSIGNMENT
What are the differences between crimes of makeimnd mala prohibita? Give

examples.

7.0 REFERENCE/ FURTHER READINGS
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UNIT 2: OFFENDERS

CONTENTS
1.0 Introduction
2.0 Objectives
3.0 Main content
3.1 Offenders (criminals)
3.1.1 The profile of the criminal
4.0 Conclusion
5.0 Summary
6.0 Tutor-marked Assignment

7.0 References/Further Readings.

1.0 INTRODUCTION
In this unit, we would examine who is an offend&ke would identify the profile
or attributes of offenders. It will review thategories of offenders as well as the

offenders in existence.

2.0 OBJECTIVES

At the end of this unit, you should be able to:
(1 Define who is an offender

(i)  Identify categories of offences and

(i)  Examine type of offenders.

3.0 MAIN CONTENT

3.1 Offenders

An offender is regarded as a criminal. Legallgrieninal is defined as any person
who has violated the criminal law of the land aad been found guilty by a court

of law and punished accordingly. So, a criminasasneone who commits crime.

95



The crime committed may be civil, that is, betwées plaintiff and the defendant

or between the state and the accused in casearinimal severity.

Another school of thought, however, argues that aogy that violates the
criminal law should be deemed a criminal, regasiles whether or not he is
apprehended, tried, and punished by a court of vgood number of these
offenders are not reported to the police. Sometimase that are being reported
escape police prosecution or conviction by the dawrts on account of corruption

on the part of the police and court officials.

Nevertheless, there are some exceptions in thé dediaition of a criminal. This
is because it is not all persons who violate thmioal law are found guilty and
punished accordingly. For example, the law excesesin categories of persons
from criminal responsibility, such as insane, inles; morons, etc. Similarly, by
virtue of the positions certain persons occupy,yti@ve immunity against
criminal actions, and in this category are diplasnsdrving in Foreign Countries,

Governors, and Head of States.

Categories of Offence

Offences are classified between:

(i) Mala inse and (i) Mala prohibita.

The mala in se are offences universally acceptedy@here and every time as an
offence. For example, murder, robbery and progtihstare offences everywhere.

Mala prohibita are offences that are pronouncexjdl because the law of that
particular society have declared it so. For exam@ambling, Abduction and

Burglary, offences are also classified as crimeairey a property(for example,
Robbery, Burglary, and Larceny); offences agairsspns (for example, murder,
rape, Assault,) and offences against social disazgton (for instance,

drunkenness, disorderly conduct, petty larceny)
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Self- Assessment Exercise
(1) Who is an offender?

3.1.1. The Profile of the Criminals.

The first profile of the criminal is what Kork anilicCorkle referred to as
“offenders-in-fact”. They are persons, who havelated the criminal law by
engaging in murder, robbery, arson or car-theft,duentually escape conviction

as a result of the procedural and other legal teahties of the law courts.

The second profile is called “criminal by adjudioat. They are persons who
have been tried and convicted for particular oféenby law courts, whether or not
the offenders have committed the offences alledtechakes us to reason, that
some people may be convicted in error just as ncainyinals who supposed to be

convicted escape the wrath of the law.

This brings to the fore, the question of equaligfdoe the law. The police and the
courts do not treat all persons equally. But equiglithe very essence of justice.
The law ought to be applied equality to all persaitbout fear or favour, whether
a person is rich or poor, ruler or ruled, mastesewant. This view therefore holds
that the criminal justice system has, more or lessated a “class of criminals”
between the poor and the rich in the society.rietance, among the elite criminal,
The elite criminals are very powerful and are catee to the ruling class because
of their ill- gotten wealth. They act as pressureugs on the ruling class to
subvert the rule of law. Their influences expresgative impact in the life of the
citizens. Other are white- collar criminals — cortied by professional people,
such as tax-evasion, business fraud; and corporiaténals- crimes committed by

board members, chair persons, etc. They are cifnie rich and powerful.
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Another group is the “undetected offenders in-facthis consists of those
criminals that have not been know or detected. Treyeferred to as criminals at

large.

They are other broader ways we use in classifyiregprofiles of criminals, they
include:

(1) Those who have actually committed crimes andehlaeen convicted and
punished. They are called convicted criminals.

(2) Those who have been convicted and punishecriimes which they did not, in
fact, commit. They are referred to as innocent crats. Most inmates in Nigerian

Prisons belong to this category.

Self - Assessment Exercise 1)

Differentiate between “offenders — in — fact” aratitninals by adjudication”.

4.0 CONCLUSION

From this unit, students of criminology should leao know who is an offender
or criminal. They should be able to classify criaiginto different categories.
Students should also be able to discuss the pspfitee attributes and

characteristics associated to each of the attsbute

5.0 SUMMARY,
We have been able to discuss the various categafrigifences, examined who is

the offender, and also identify the profiles andlaates of the criminals.
6.0 TUTOR- MARKED ASSIGNMENT

Study the profile of the criminals and examine @quyown opinion, the two types

of criminal that is more damaging to our society.
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UNIT 3: VICTIMS OF CRIMES
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

In this unit, we shall examine who is a victim ofinee and the origin of

victiminology. It examines the place of the victimthe criminal justice process.

Students should be able to be exposed to the @liffdypes of victims of crime.

This unit will also explore the general profile anginerable groups in the victims

of crimes.

2.0 OBJECTIVES

At the end of this unit you should be able to:

1) Know who a victim is

2) Understand the origin of victimnology

3) Identify the vulnerable groups

4) Establish the general profile

5) Examine the various types of victims of crimes
6) Explore the impact of crime on its victims
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3.0 MAIN CONTENT

3.1 Victims of crimes

The United Nations declaration of basic princigiégustice for victims of

crime and abuse of power (1985) defined victim$passons who individually or
collectively have suffered harm including mentajuig, emotional suffering,
economic loss or substantial impairment of theimdamental rights through acts
or omissions that are in violation of criminal laeerative within member states
including those laws prohibiting criminal abuse pdwer “. The term “victim”
also includes where appropriate, the immediate lfaari dependent of the victim
and persons who have suffered harm in interverongssist people in distress or
to prevent victimization. A victim must have sufdr from emotional,
psychological, economic and social loss. It carpéesonal injury, death, loss of
personnel and real property. Furthermore, a passmgarded as a victim of crime
“regardless of whether the perpetrator is iderdifiepprehended, prosecuted or
convicted and regardless of the familial relatiopdietween the perpetrator and

the victim”.

Victiminology is the branch of criminology which c®ncerned with the scientific
study of victim. It is a science of social conc@nthe victims. Its scope includes
the scientific analysis of patterns causal factexplore the etiology of the
victimization. It is unfortunate, that most criroingists have concentrated on the
unidirectional perspective to the study of the offers only rather than the
victims. Von Hentig, in his book “the criminal ards victim”, suggested that
certain individuals were ‘victim- prone’. This Assnent is based on the
characteristics of interactions between the vicamd the offender. Marvin
Wolfgang also agreed that causation of the victohsrime is precipitated. He
defined victim — precipitated offences as those winich the victim is a direct,

position precipitator in the crime”.
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Categories of Victims

Different criminologists have classified victimsng different approaches. In this

unit, we should classify victims into five ways.

1.

Precipitative Victims: These are victims in whidretpersons act as direct
and positive precipitators in the crime. Thatlgir actions gave way for the
conditions of their victimization. For example, famale student who
expresses indecency in her dressing may run tkeofibeing raped in the

night.

Biologically Weak Victims: These are victims whoghysical and mental
conditions are impaired. This state of conditiomkes it easy for the
offender to victimize them. This group include thged, the handicapped,

the child, the insane, imbeciles, etc.

Victimless Crimes: They are referred to as “crimgthout victims”. They
are crimes that victimize themselves in the progess they are their own

criminals examples include alcoholism, Drug abpsestitution, etc.

Political Victims: These are the victims that sufii@ the hands of the ruling
class. This came as a result of opposition éopilitical administration is
power. Examples include Late Dele Giwa, Gani Fammh the Niger Delta

Militants, etc.

Socio-Economically Weak Victims: These are victithat are regarded by
the larger society as full-fledged members, but diseriminated against.
Examples include the economically-disadvantagede thar refuges,

immigrants, the minorities, etc.

Self-Assessment Exercise
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Who is a victim of crime?

3.1.1 General Profiles

According to Hindelang, Gottfredson and Garofoloictimization is not a
phenomenon that is uniformly distributed, it occdisproportionately in particular
times and places ; it occurs disproportionately dffenders with particular
demographic characteristics; it occurs dispropogtiely under certain
Circumstances (e.g. according to whether or notpérson is alone ); it occurs
disproportionately according to the prior relatioipsbetween the potential victim
and potential offender; and so forth. Becaustewdiht lifestyles imply different
probabilities that individuals will be in particulplaces, at particular times, under
particular circumstances, interacting with kindspafrsons, lifestyles affect the

probability of victimization” (Alemika , et.al 2006

With this assertion, we would review the empiricdearch conducted by CLEEN

Foundation on the general profiles of criminal migkzation in Nigeria.

(1) Sexual Violence: Girls and women are the vistiaf rape in most cases.
Criminological literature has demonstrated thaistspand their victims are more
likely to be acquaintances and these are likelpke place in the homes of either

the victim or offender.

(2) Socioeconomic and demographic factors in cranuictimization: several

criminological researches indicate that propenttyictimization varies by age,
gender, and residence. Some of the variationsttleuded to the nature of routine
activity and life style of different groups, neighlthood characteristics and

differences in the social structure of rural anidaur communities.
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(3) Age and criminal victimization: some researshleave found that younger
people are more prone to criminal victimizatiorpexsally Assault and other types

of violence.

(4) Gender and criminal victimization: The litereduof criminology has
generally revealed that females are less proneitaral victimization than their
male counterparts. However, women and men areréliffally victimized and so

also the level of fear of crime and insecurity veegfween males and females.

(5) Regional variations in criminal victimizatiomhe literature of criminology
showed that regions and cities with high conceiginadf industrial, financial and

commercial activities tend to have higher victintiaa rates.

(6) Residence and criminal victimization: crime iear across
neigbourhoods. However, the issue examined heneotisvictimization within
neigbourhoods but experiences of criminal victirtiama of people residing in
different neigbourhoods. Residence is employedasdicator of socioeconomic
status.

(7)  Corruption as criminal victimization: corruptagtices like bribery and
extortion are criminal victimization. Bribery andtertion are wide spread in the
country and cause serious socio-economic and gadliiroblems. From a survey
conducted, the police personnel perceived thatddsmand for bribe in these
institutions is likely to be as follows, PHCN (7%3 customs officials (67.7%).
Ministry officials (58.4%) and legislators (56.4%).
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Self — Assessment Exercise.

Identify and explain four types of criminal victinations.

3.1.2 Vulnerable Groups.

For a better analysis of the vulneraljeoups of the victims of crimes, we
categorise the crime victims in terms of age, genéeonomic, and social class
.Each crime is much related to a particular catggeor example, victims of rape
are mostly females while the victims of neglectabuse are children. In general,
the most likely victims of crimes are the eldenypomen and children. This is
because the elderly are physically weak by virthage. They take the ability to
defend themselves. At the same time, the natucéilmg of rape are women. This
is because they are the weaker sex. They tendlesbeiolent than men; and they

tend to be highly emotional in their relationshipsth the opposite sex.

Children are frequently abused and molested bytsdaihd like the elderly, they
are disadvantaged in terms of age and the abdityefend themselves. Children,
particularly female children, in African societiese vulnerable to all kinds of
abuses due to parental exposure through pettynttaavhich brings them into
contact with individuals capable of molesting theexually. Such children are
forced to “cooperate “with their molesters so agigpose the goods they trade in,
all in an attempt to satisfy the exploiting parei@ach victimization comes in two
ways, from the parents who make them vulnerabledamy them normal life; and
from the outside adults who exploit them while ncls a difficult situation.
(Dambazau, 1999). The majority of the victims itual killings in Nigeria are
women and children. The victims of drug traffickarge usually those who either
abuse drug or engage in drug business; the viafaslvance fee fraud (419) are

business men and; and victims of bank fraud arelépesitors.
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Self- Assessment Exercise
Identify and explain the vulnerable groups in thgeAcategories of victims of

crimes.

4.0 CONCLUSION

From this unit, students of criminology should lideato understand the meaning
of victim of crime and victimnology. As a studenytpu should know the five
categories of victims of crime. Having gone throufgis unit, you should be able
to know at a glance the general profiles of crirhwiatimization as well as the

vulnerable group, i.e. the group that are the miasimized.

50 SUMMARY
We have been able to explain who a victim of crimaliscussed the categories of
crime and, established the General profiles anderable groups of people most

victimized.

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

Identify and explain five types of victims of crim@ive examples.
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