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This assignment will focus on different historical theories of crime including classicism and positivism. The essay will also investigate into how the different theories have evolved and changed since they were theorised. The essay will focus on the development of the theorise and analyse their differences and similarities. These theories will also be applied to a modern-day context for example a case study.
As Lynch (2016) states there are a great number of definitions of crime and it is without an all-encompassing definition. Many include the breaking or going against the criminal law within their definitions of crime such as the definition of crime by the charity Victim Support (2020) which is a conscious action that goes against the criminal law which leads to psychological or physical harm or damage or loss of property. One of most accurate and clear definitions agreed by many according to Henry and Lanier (2001) is the definition giving by the criminologist Paul Tappan. Paul Tappan’s definition is the violation of criminal law through either omission or action that is punished by the state due to no defence or excuse. Such definitions have been criticised as too broad due to what consists of criminal law is set by the governments of the different countries creating numerous definitions. Lanier (2001) continues with not only different countries having different criminal law each countries culture and history can change what is considered a crime in each country. 
The subject of criminology is defined as the inquiry and discourse into crime according to Garland cited in Hughes (1998). Cesare Lombroso was a key contributor towards criminology and biological positivism a school of criminology was also established Gibson (2002) sates.  According to Lynch (2016) criminologists study the behaviours and elements that lead to the violations of the criminal laws. Lynch (2016) states the definition that is widely agreed upon by criminologists are behaviours that violate criminal law as it is accepted by the criminologists that crime is a violation of criminal law.
Many of the theories used today began from the emergence of both classicism and positivism which were theorised in the 18th and 19th centuries according to Newburn (2017). The classicism school thought was the first to emerged in the 18th century by theorist such as Cesare Beccaria, Jeremy Bentham, and John Howard who had been attempting to reform the law. Those of the classicism school believe those who commit crime go through a process of what is to benefit and what could be lost this has been named the rational choice theory. It is believed they have full control of their actions and are fully aware of their implications. The school of classicism argues a punishment should be equal to the crime that was committed as Cesare Baccaaria argues. Newburn (2017) continues that Cesare Beccaria saw that many of the punishments were equal for a wide variety of crimes and including the death penalty. Cesare Beccaria believed without a punishment in line with the crime then the reasoning criminal would not see the more serious crime with the same risk as the lesser crime and may decide to commit a more serious crime. Due to this process of though becoming more popular it began to impact the criminal justice systems of different countries and can be seen today where punishments seek to be proportionate to the crime in the belief to deter.  
Jeremy Bentham according to Mill et al (2003) believed in the greatest happiness for the greatest number of people. The disproportionate punishment to crime he argued was wrong as he saw people as those who weigh their gains against the potential pain, and everyone makes such calculations in everyday life due to people making rational choices the punishment system should show follow a rational system. An example was if the punishment of rape and murder was the death penalty the rational choice may bring the criminal to silence the victim of the rape to remove a witness as the punishment would be the same if found guilty. Due to the school of classicism viewing people as rational and their free choice the criminal justice system would have to take an approach of how to persuade or deter the people from offending. According to Padhy (2006) there is a value placed on the pain and gain that can change from persons to person and what could be an acceptable price to pay or risk of paying may not be for another person making the punishments deter one person and not the other. There is also the possibility that previously their price was not worth the gain but the change in the persons situation or the in the environment may change their willingness to risk the price to commit the crime.
Padhy (2006) continues with over the years the school of though had become less popular however the emergence of Neo classicism, right realism and the continued popularity of the rational choice theory has kept the school of thought relevant in the modern day. Neo classicism holds the same values as classicism established by both Cesare Beccaria and Jeremy Bentham especially the use of proportionate punishment in line with the crime to deter possible offenders. The rational choice theory originates for the utility principle from economics where rational choices are made by people to achieve utility maximisation and has been accepted as aligning with the utilitarianism by the school of thought of classicism. 
According to Tierney (1996) there is more research that argues against the proportion of punishment having a largest effect as Tierney (1996) stated people were more likely to admit to feeling more deterrence of committing crime from loss of reputation, scorn from family and friends, future employment opportunities and loss of their current job. Tierney (1996) continues that there is strong evidence that increasing the rewards for those who conform such as greater employment and wages can have a greater deterrence as there is a far greater loss or potential of losing. 
Criticism of the classicism school of thought according to Einstadter and Henmry (2006) include the criminal must always be rational, punishments must be a deterrence of crime, it assumes the more serious the crime the more the criminal must gain such as greater risk greater reward. It also assumes the persons can understand their actions and be able to place a value on both the possible gain and possible loss which they may not be accurate.
Positivist school of thought followed classicism in the 19th century from those who challenged the views of classicism as stated by Ugwudike (2015). Theorist such as Cesare Lombroso, Enrico Ferri, and Raffaele Garofalo were foremost contributors into the positivism school. Positivists believe that there is no free will in their choice of whether to commit a crime or not but due to their biology or their psychology that makes it inevitable. Ugwudike (2015) continues with the positivism school of thought analysed the characteristics of those who offended and those who had not and attempted to find those characteristics that were shared by those who offended. These characteristics are split into two areas of study which are those belonging to biological positivism and those that belonged to psychological positivism. As stated by Gibson (2002) biological positivism focuses on the biology of the people and seeks to identify coalitions between their physical characteristics and behaviour and argues a person’s biology determines if they are an innate criminal such as it is in their nature. Psychological positivism according to Hagan (2008) argues that mental traits and personality traits decided if the individual is an innate criminal such as more likely to be aggressive or choose criminal behaviour than another with a different trait.
Biological positivism school of thought as stated by Lombroso (2006) originates from the belief that the characteristics of a criminal is an evolutionary path of a person, from Charles Darwings theory of evolution, who is more inclined to be a criminal due to their genetic disposition. This was not a new school of thought areas such as physiognomy, where a person’s personality and characteristics is determined by their appearance, and phrenology, that asses the persons personality and traits by the length of bumps on their skull. Cesare Lombroso believed that a person’s characteristics that were associated with degeneracy were those who were of an earlier evolution. 
However as stated by Ugwudike (2015) in the modern day many of these theorise and thoughts within biological positivism have been discredited such as body types and those who are biologically inferior to others having innate criminal elements. However, those with greater physical strength and fitness have been found to be more likely to use violence as a retaliation is less likely. Ugwudike (2015) continues with biological positivism has moved onto from the physical characteristics to a deeper level of the persons chromosomes and their genetics producing a criminal. Such an argument crates hereditary criminals however no conclusive evidence has shown a person’s genetics produces a criminal. However, a person may become more violent and aggressive due to biological functions such as testosterone and adrenaline which could lead a person to criminal behaviour. 
Research has shown a person’s intelligence has been linked to the likelihood of a person becoming a criminal and are less likely to be affected by deterrents according to Sharma et al (2015). However, the research has been criticised due to the sample groups being primary those in prison who have already committed a crime. Their capture may have been linked to their intelligence and were unable to cover their crime. Another area is the emotional intelligence of the person, which is their ability to control their emotions, has been found to be lower in criminals. Those who have low emotional intelligence are more likely to act rashly on their emotion usually through aggression leading to higher chance of criminal behaviour.
Psychological positivism school of thought argues a person’s personality traits will influence whether a person is an innate criminal as stated by Hagan (2008). Several phycologist and other researchers have argued a link between a person’s mentality and criminality as stated by Burke (2017). One such persons in Sigmund Freud who split a person’s personality into distinct areas which are id, superego, ego, cognition, perception and memory. Id as stated by Freud (2019) is the persons biological drives such as the eating, drinking and reproduction. The superego is the persons on conscious that keeps the person in line with their personal values, societies values and regulate the impulses of the id. The superego also attempts to restrain the ego such as guilt. The ego fits between the id and superego and is the decision maker that seeks a balance between the id and superego. Cognition is the understanding and the use of information that can include judgment, acquiring information and a person’s attention. Perception is the organisation of information and environment from the different senses. Memory is where information is stored and accessed. Sigmund Feud argument was a person who is most likely to commit a crime are those who either have a mental illness or those with a lacking concourse under the superego. 
John Bowlby argued that his attachment theory was a factor to the development of delinquency in a person where a child growing up needs a primary carer as without the maternal care was a factor of behaviour turning towards delinquency as stated by Holmes (2001). However, this theory had been replaced by the broken homes where an uncaring parent would lead to the behaviour becoming poor. Hans Eysenck another psychologist who believed that certain people with particular personality traits are more likely to have behaviour that is more align to criminal behaviour. Eysenck (1950) stated he believed that there are three dimensions of personality that a person will use and referenced when making decisions which are introversion and extroversion, neuroticism and psychoticism. A criminal lifestyle would promote criminal personality traits and would be come more and more difficult for the traits that fall in line with society to re-establish socially acceptable behaviour. Another insight was from Emile Durkheim explains Tuomivaara (2019) where he argued that criminal behaviour is a natural part of society and it is a form of boundary setting where those enacting criminal behaviour are pushing the limits of what is morally acceptable. However, one criticism is brought up is those who have those genetics would be labelled as criminal and can affect the perception of those who have been labelled as stated by Heidt and Wheeldon (2014). The labelling theory originated from Howard Becker where it believes that the label either placed on ones self or by another will have an effect on the behaviour of the individual for example if the label was a criminal due to their biological characteristics they may behave or commit a crime as others had labelled them as.
Bandura (1971) states that the social leaning theory is the school of thought where people observe those around them the behaviours of others effect the behaviour the individuals. The theory originated from behaviour theory such as Skinner (1949) verbal behaviour he argued that leaning originated from operant condition, which is the behaviour formed from rewards and punishment, instead of the mental traits and behaviour that was popular at the time. His theory would later become one of the foundations for the social learning theory. Bandura (1971) found that the previous theories did not fully explain the interpersonal areas of behaviour and the behaviour had to already be there for it to be reinforced and not be learned. Gruesec (1992) explains the main areas of the social leaning theory which are leaning is a cognitive process not only behavioural in society. Leaning can be observed through vicarious reinforcement the individual dose not need to be the one carrying out he behaviour. Leaning included observation analysing the observation and making a decision on the observation and deciding if it would benefit the individual. There is no need for a change in the behaviour of the individual in this learning process as they may decide to change their behaviour or not. There is no need for reinforcement in the learning process although it dose play a role in the process. The individual is not passive in the leaning process as there is a reciprocal determinism where the individual is affected by the environment but also has an effect on the environment itself.
[bookmark: _GoBack]According to Burgess and Akers (1996) social learning theory has had an effect in the area of criminology where criminologists Ronald Akers and Robert Burgess attempted to create an all-inclusive theory through the use of both the social learning theory and operant condition and the differential association theory by Edwin Sutherlands. They argued that depending of the norms of a group will affect the extent an individual will be affected by different behaviours and reinforcements. Burgess and Akers (1996) continues that leaning of cranial behaviour is both social and non-social with a mixture of observation, direct reinforcement, explicit instruction and vicarious reinforcement. 
Akers and Jensen (2007) does not explain is the biological difference between not only the individual but also gender as Banduras research had found on average that males had higher levels of aggression than females which could be due to higher levels of testosterone that is related to their biology not the behaviour of the group. Many researches have used children as their sample groups due to children still developing the research may not be as accurate as adults may have different reposes to behaviour than children. Akers and Jensen (2007) continues social learning theory gives a greater understanding of the persons leaning than other theories. The theory explains how social norms are crated and how children imitate those around them. This theory suggest that people have a choice in how they behave and suggest that individual can influence their own environment.
To conclude there are many theories each with their own merits and distinctions. Positivism and classicism can be seen as opposites and the social leaning theory can be argued as standing outside the two. However, the theories may be able to help with the criminal justice and with understanding how people behave as stated by Burgess and Akers (1996).
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