


Even back in the early 18th century, many theorists would link crimes and criminals to criminological theories.  The aim of the criminological theories are there to help us understand why a crime is committed and also how the criminal justice system works in line with it. Other factors that the criminological theories include are looking at the criminal and their deviant behaviour, but also including the patterns of the criminal’s behaviour (Akers et al, 2013).
This leads onto the aim of this essay which will be to critically evaluate historical theories of crime and link them into some modern-day case studies. This essay will focus on the key theories of; Classicism, Positivism, and the labeling theory. 

The term classicism emerged in the late 18th century to the early 19th century and comes from theorists such as Cesare Beccaria (1738 -1794) and Jeremy Bentham (1748 – 1832). They believed that each individual is responsible for their own actions and where they have committed a crime, they have made a rational choice to commit that specific crime for a specific reason (West, 2005).  Rational criminology theory begins where individuals or groups of people  reflect on their actions to attempt to maximize pleasure and to minimize pain, this then links onto the first case study of Ted Bundy where in his eyes – when he was committing all those crimes you could argue that he would be maximizing pleasure instead of causing pain which leads onto my first case study on page two (Canals, 1960).  
Beccaria et al believed that people are capable of their own thoughts and are directed by their own self-interest. This theory also views criminal acts as sinful behaviour where it weakens society. Classical theories on crime then, would focus on the crime and not the offender. For example, Cesare believed that punishment can help prevent criminals and can show them examples of what would happen when you break the law. His aim was to create a transparent, coherent justice system equal for all and for where punishment should be in line with the crime that was committed, and therefore made it understandable for everyone (West, 2017). Throughout the theory of classicism, we find an emphasis on human nature as rational, free and which is decided by self-interest. This means that each individual volunteers or (plans) on their own accord to commit set offences and, when doing so, should be prepared to accept the consequences at a later day should they be caught.  However, with theories like this there are always some problems that are encountered with Cesare’s Classicism theory, examples of these are; 
· The majority of the time the law would not always be applied fairly to the case this is down to victimising women, race or minorities
· It was found that the rich people would never be affected by the punishment, whereas the poor would suffer the most 
· At the time there was a fixed punishment which meant that people who committed a crime such as; a poor person who stole food to feed his family be given the same punishment as a person who murdered someone (Freedberg,1988).
Linking this into the theory of classicism, the particular case of Theodore Robert Bundy (Ted Bundy) exhibits many aspects of the classical theory of crime. Bundy was known as being one of the most notorious criminals in the late 20th century. He was a serial killer who kidnapped, raped and murdered numerous young women and girls during the 1970’s in the United States. It is believed that there were at least 36 victims across seven states in America, but still to this day, police are unsure of the exact number of people that were victims of Bundy and also where they were all buried. This case study links to classicism as it demonstrates how an individual is capable of making rash decisions but are also viewed by the authorities as being responsible for their own actions. Even though early criminologists like Cesare believed that punishment could help prevent such cases from happening, this did not happen in this instance, as Bundy continually kept reoffending and even when he was arrested, he planned and found a way to escape from prison, not once but twice (Paoletti, 2017).
After Bundy’s death, when he was sentenced to the chair in 1989 in Florida, they decided to do tests on Bundy’s brain to find out if there were any abnormalities which may have caused his sudden urges to commit those acts on the 30 innocent women. However, after the tests were completed it was found that they were inconclusive, and they concluded that there was no evidence to show any abnormalities. Nonetheless, there were two key features in his behaviour, that made intelligence agencies interested in his mindset; 
1. Bundy was good at what he was doing, e.g. not leaving an obvious trail of evidence behind him. 
2. And eventually, Bundy told Keppel the officer dealing with the case at the time, that he had a dark desire, which led him to kidnap, murder and enact necrophilia (Pemment, 2012). 
However, on the other hand it could be argued that Bundy’s behaviour also fits signs of positivist theories, where for example; he used his handsome and charismatic traits to approach his victims. Another aspect that links Bundy to an early positivist theory like Cesare Lombroso’s (1835- 1909) were how his early upbringing could have had an impact on his later life behaviour styles that led him into committing all of his offences with his extremist behaviour, as this could be attributed to Bundy thinking that it was normal and acceptable behaviour. Part of Lombroso’s theory concerned stigmata, where he would refer to parts of a person’s physical signs which have a tendency to advertise them as having criminal characteristics. 
In contrast to classicism, positivism emerged in the late 18th century where it was identified that the causes of crime were due to biological, social and psychological factors rather than identifying the criminals as rational agents. They would argue that criminals are physically different to non- criminals and unlike classicism their theory would focus more on the criminal and not the crime. During the early years of positivism it was believed that with scientific diagnostics e.g. the theories of people like Lombroso, scientists would be able to identify what the causes of crime were, which would then lead onto their being able to provide the right rehabilitation; this would be instead of relying on punishment (Trappen, 2018). 
Positivist approaches toward criminology and crime contend that the criminal behaviour is very often based upon external factors or where it believes that criminals are born and are not made. The way in which a case study could be made to link in with this theory would be to consider the case of the James Bulger murder where the route of punishment was to send both convicted offenders into rehabilitation and therapy for 8 years. 
On February 12th1993, a two year old toddler called James Bulger was taken from his mother as she went to pay for sausages from the butchers.  This was after, Robert Thompson and Jon Venables first attempt to entice another toddler to follow them outside a shopping centre in Liverpool. Little did James Bulger know that these moments would be the last hours of his life, as Thompson and Venables led the toddler to the “lonely” patch of the railway line where they tortured him to death. Both young boys performed acts that you could only describe as indescribable and not something you would expect two 10 year olds to be capable of. They poured modelling paint into his eyes, stoned and clubbed him with half- bricks, they kicked and stamped on James, before battering him with an 22lb iron bar before they left him lying on the track to be run over by a train (Lusher, 2018). It was found that Thompson was a troubled boy growing up in a violent household where he was one of seven brothers.  Venables was one of three children, where his parents did not live together. Both of these have contributing factors into what led both boys into their criminal activities. For example, 10 days before the murder of James Bulger Thompson’s mother was called into the school for a “crisis” meeting as both boys had been mitching off school (Burrell, 1999).
From this case you can argue that Lombroso’s theory is right, that a criminal is born not made, as maybe not both boys but perhaps Jon Venables knew what he was doing at the time of this tragedy because of all of the awful acts he had done to James Bulger and one could argue that he peer pressured Robert Thompson into committing the offences as well. For example, we learn that later on in life Jon Venables reoffended, whereas Robert Thompson is believed to be in Australia and has turned his life around. 
The significant background to this case was in 2001. Thompson and Venables were released on a lifetime long licence at 18 years of age. However, in 2010 Jon Venables was arrested and sentenced to two years in jail after admitting to downloading and distributing indecent images of children. Venables admitted to downloading 1,170 indecent images of children. Items of this included “serious crimes inflicted on male toddlers” and also an online “paedophile manual” (Lusher, 2018).  
Many residents of Liverpool believed that the “mollycoddling” and the treatment had not helped, which you could argue has not helped or worked for Venables, as he has later on in life gone onto reoffend. However, on the other hand it has worked for Thompson as he’s gone on to live his new life and perhaps no one could look back and see that maybe it was not Thompson that was the ringleader in this tragedy. These circumstances have now left the police wondering if this case was completely miss handled and the sentence that they received was too low (60 Minutes Australia, 2018). 
This links into Lambros’s theory where it is suggested that people are born criminals, and it can also be developed from their childhood and upbringing.  Furthermore, linking this theory to the case, Lombroso focused on the person who committed the crime instead of the crime that was committed. This then leaves people not being sentenced to the right crimes and which can lead them onto reoffending which is what happened in this case. On the other hand, we also learn that many Liverpool residents believe that they should have been dealt with in the way of “Crime and punishment” linking it to Cesare Beccaria theory, where the theory based the persons sentence on the crime and not on the person. You cannot condone their actions, but can argue that the rehabilitation route did work for Robert Thompson as it is believed that he has not reoffended, unlike Jon Venables who reoffended in 2010.
 
Leading on from Lombroso’s theory we now go onto look at, Howard Becker’s theory known as the labeling theory, which was created back in 1963. However, the theory originates and was founded by an earlier French sociologist who goes by the name of Emile Durkheim (Crossman, 2020). Becker’s theory focused on analysing how social groups that are present, create and apply definitions or labels for abnormal behaviour. The aim of this approach looks at how abnormal behaviour emerges and is applied onto a person/ group of people (Ritzer, 2005). Howard Becker’s theory links certain qualities that are seen as negative in a person; this often tends to come from within those closest in set individual groups of people, but also from other social groups, and lastly it also comes from that set individual themselves (Knutsson, 1977). One of the main approaches to Becker’s theory was about being able to understand the difference between deviant and criminal behaviour. Which in Becker’s theory, teaches us that not every person that is seen for example hanging around a shop with a hoodie on and the hood up, is seen as a criminal and we should not make the assumption that every person is a criminal, but if an offence is committed it is seen as being unacceptable (Shulman, 2005). 
For example, when linking this labeling theory into a modern-day case study we can see that many members of the United Kingdom often view the majority of Muslims as terrorists or do not approve of their religious clothing. This is due to the numerous numbers of recent incidents that have taken place of the last 20 years. 
We learn that from recent Government’s counter- terrorism advice a request to distance ‘terrorism’ from Islam, but instead of doing that, the Government actually created an imaged protentional relationships which alienates those sets individuals that follow the Islamic religion – this is an example of labeling (Appleby, 2009).
[bookmark: _GoBack]We also learn that in 2017 just after the general election, Sahar Al-Faifi spoke about why she wears the Burka for her own spiritual journey/ path. However, other members of the public see members of that set religion as all being “bombers” and “terrorists” (This Morning, 2017). So, this case study agrees with what Howard Becker’s theory is all about or “labeling”,  as it is taking a small group of Muslims that have maybe committed sinful acts that could have been wearing a Burka, which then leads onto every other individual that wears a Burka like Sahar being blamed for these crimes. However, not all Muslims wear the Burka, headscarf or some do not wear any at all. Therefore, this could be down to being labelled as a “terrorist” or “bomber”. We see that each person has their own views and it says in the Koran that the true views of a Muslim would not commit sinful acts. Sahar believes that as she wears the Burka she can eliminate the “labeling” and stereotyping of Muslim women wearing this religious symbol instead of being called a “F***ing bomber” and to get rid of the labeling, as every person has a different view and opinions. Members of the public think that every Muslim woman is uneducated, isolated, failing to interrogate when really the majority of them have very well-paid jobs (This Morning,2017). For example, Sahar who is a Muslim is also researching cures for Cancer. Even Barack Obama refuses to use the term “radical Islam” in a way to describe who is behind the recent terrorist attacks that have taken place across Europe and the United States and that has gone and created criticism. Obama wants to step away from using the term “radical Islam”  as he fears that pointing the finger in that direction could lose the term Islam to it and the U.S administration wants to avoid this happening at all costs as it could lead to bigger problems (Elam, 2016). This is proving that Becker’s theory sees one individual the same as a group of individuals as the same as “labeling” them all as the same type of person. When not everyone in that religion is seen as being radical, there are many people in that religion who are normal everyday people and who have everyday jobs and lives that are just being targets of the “label” theory. 

To conclude from the research that has been gathered, both classicism and positivism have both got the right idea with the way each person should be punished for either their crime that they committed, or it is based on the criminal themselves. However, in this current day, both theories would work better hand in hand as a whole and not as separate theories, where they both look at the criminal and the crimes that the person committed to give better sentencing. Furthermore, even though these theories played a bigger part in the early days they would not be beneficial in this current day. This is because each of the theories are outdated but, one could argue that they would be acceptable to use in this modern day if they were all used in order to sentence a person for a crime. As when we look at the recent case studies in this essay, we learn that the majority of the cases all have a link to each of the theories.
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