Explain the main historical theories of crime and apply the theories to a modern-day context (case study) - P149287 – Sophie Fry. 
Criminology is a growing academic discipline; it is deemed as the continuous and used systematic investigation in crime and its relationship to society. Criminology is defined as “the study of crime and criminals: a branch of sociology” (The dictionary, 2020). Criminology has its ‘founding fathers’ who established classical criminology (Bowling and Boss 2006). One of these ‘founding fathers’, was Cesare Beccaria, he was a member of the Supreme Economic Council of Milan and he was also then known as a theorist of criminal philosophy and he first published work in 1764 named ‘On Crime and Punishments’ (Young 1983). Beccaria came up with a number of principles which affected classical criminology, he believed that; laws should be used to maintain a social contract, only legislators should create laws, judges should impose punishments in accordance with the law, judges should not interpret the laws, punishment should be based on the act nor the actor and that capital punishment should be abolished. Jeremy Bentham, another theorist, believed strongly in utilitarianism which is the laws and actions which are evaluated by the pain and pleasure principle and that if a law made people unhappy then it was a bad law and vice versa. This is one of the biggest and most central principles highlighted in classical criminology (Beccaria, 1764). 
Classicism and Positivism are differing views, which concern the theoretical bases and the practical methods which underlie social action which are designed to prevent anti-social conduct or behaviour of political significance (Canals, 1960: 541).   
A pioneer for criminology and positivism was Cesare Lombroso, although he wasn’t named a founding father, he is known as the father of modern criminology (Wolfgang, 1961). His work began when he worked as an army doctor, he saw a characteristic which notably showed the difference between an honest soldier and his ferocious comrade. After looking at this, he started to study Italian prisons, where he met a man that openly boasted of his crimes and upon his death, was found to have a distinct depression on the exact spot the spine is found in a normal skull (Lombroso, 2019). Lombroso believed that from this research, that people were ‘born a criminal’. He concluded that criminality was inherited and that these criminals could be identified by their physical defects and anomalies (Ellwood, 1912). 
This theory provides support for the nativist approach in psychology, which suggests that psychological characteristics and behavioural tendencies are integrated into a person’s genetic coding and are present when a person is born (Mcleod, 2018). This initiates the idea that an individual’s biological coding is a predisposing factor for a person to commit a crime in line with their behavioural tendencies (McLeod, 2018). This theory played a huge role in the ‘nature vs nurture’ debate.  
Looking at nature vs nurture, nature is based on the genes and hereditary factors which influence who we are, this is our physical appearance and our personalities. Nurture however is the environmental issues and factors which impact who we are and our early childhood experiences, for example how we were raised, social relationships and the cultural we are surrounded in (Cherry, 2019). This debate looks at whether genetic or environmental factors, have an impact and influence on a person’s behaviour as well as the inherited traits or life experiences which play a role in the shaping of our personalities. Philosophers Plato and Descartes both suggested that certain things are inborn or that they can occur naturally regardless of what the environment around a person is like (Cherry, 2019). 
According to Withers (2018), Noam Chomsky had a theory called the concept of a language acquisition device, and according to this all children are born with an instinctive mental capacity that allows them to learn and produce language. 
Based on this theory, an example of this could be swearing and abusing people and police officers. In a specific case (Auithi & Kemble, 2017) there were children shouting “f*** the police” whilst jumping up and down on a police car. This language would have more than likely been used by an adult that the children know, and they have seen it as language which is acceptable to use. The article states: “Allowing children to do this is not right because they will grow up thinking this is normal behaviour. It’s important for young people to have respect for the law and not consider this as normal behaviour.” Chomsky’s theory would suggest that it was the language acquisition device that allowed them to learn the language in order to be able to commit this crime (Withers,2018), whereas theorists that believe in the nurture argument, would suggest that this crime happened because of an adverse childhood experience or negative role models that would have influenced the children being prosecuted to commit this crime (Cherry, 2019). A nativist approach would suggest that regardless of the children’ nurturing o ability to learn, there would be a biological pre-disposing factor, such as a genetic code, which would have influenced the children’ behaviour in committing this criminal offence(Mcleod, 2018).
Also linking with the Nature Vs Nurture Theory (Cherry, 2019), there is Albert Bandura’s work, he has the social learning theory and this was based on his famous Bobo doll experiment, the experiment showed that children are capable of learning aggressive behaviours simple by observing another person acting aggressively. It is believed that a person is usually affected by either nature or nurture, very rarely both, this brings us back to the ‘born a criminal’ ideology. 
This ideology was present during the jurisdiction of the murder of James Bulger case in 1993 (Rennie, 2018) in explaining the behaviour of his killers, Robert Thompson and Jon Venables.  Bulger was only two years old when he was abducted from a shopping centre on the 12th February 1993 and his body was found two days later, Venables and Thompson were aged only ten at the time (Hattenstone, 2018). Laurance (2010), looks at the background of Venable’s, a consultant clinical psychologist, Dr Alison White, said that Venables had a very difficult childhood, he was brought up with insecure attachments, no boundaries and a no guidance or support and it gives an insight into why Venables could have grown up into his later dysfunction. Venables however has re-offended despite rehabilitation and positive ‘nurturing’ which supports the idea that he may have a more biological deposition to negative behavioural patterns such as criminal offences (Mcleod, 2018).
One theory of crime is the Labelling theory, with the most well-known contributing theorist in this field being Howard Becker (1963). Becker (1963) opposed theorists that believed in ‘born a criminal’ ideology’ such as Lombroso, and instead proposed that deviance is not essential in an act but that it will focus on the tendency of the majorities to negatively label minorities or those seen as a deviant from standard ‘cultural norms’ (Wellford, 2014).  
According to Becker (1963), deviance is created by creating rules “whose infraction constitutes deviance, and by applying those rules to particular people and labelling them as outsiders... the deviant us one whom the label has successfully been applied; deviant behaviour is behaviour that people so label”. 
 Skaggs (2016) has a more recent approach to labelling, and states that the theory stems from another sociological perspective which is known as symbolic interactionism, this is defined as “a theory that human interaction and communication is facilitated by words, gestures, and other symbols that have acquired conventionalised meanings’ (The Dictionary, 2020). Symbolic interactionism is used as a ‘label’ for looking at the approach to the study of human group life and human conduct (Blumer,1986). 
Returning to Labelling theory, Skaggs (2016) also mentions that Becker articulates that there are four categories for behaviour, these are; falsely accused, conforming, pure deviant and secret deviant. Fine (2006) states that the “power of a label is blinding”. Becker (1963) explain each, conforming behaviour simple means to simply follow the rules, the opposite to this would be pure deviant which is the behaviour where they disobey the rules and they know that they are doing so. Falsely accused and secret deviance are less self-explanatory, falsely accused is a situation where a person is seen by others as having committed an ‘improper action’ or crime, which in fact they haven’t committed, false accusations happen often and can even occur in the court of law although they are normally protected by evidence and due process and where safeguards are not in place by procedures, these issues can occur more, once again on the extreme to this, secret deviance, this is when an improper act is committed yet no one notices it or reacts to it as a violation of the rules. Becker (1963) also mentions that being caught and branded as a deviant has crucial consequences and it effects a person’s further social participation and their self-image. 
Within the article written by Manders (1975), he believes that labelling theory is based on a bourgeois foundation. Also, Petrunik (1980) acknowledges that since the middle of the 1960’s there has been a lot of controversy over the labelling theory and the perspective of deviance and social control. This paper states that the labelling theory was rapidly drawing to an end, however, in today’s society there are a number of cases where this proves to not be the case and that parts of this theory still exists. 
One example of labelling theory is the controversy over the last few months of Caroline Flacks life before she sadly took her own life on 15th February 2020. On Friday 13th December 2019 Flack was arrested and charged with assault after a fight with her boyfriend at their home they share together (Davison, 2019). Burton was said to have required medical treatment after suffering minor injuries (Kavanagh, 2019). 
Flack was slandered over social media even before her trial. In a news article written by Vine (2020), the caption alone explains how harsh the world is “Flack was tried and convicted by the merciless court of social media”. Vine (2020), also states how the world ‘jumped on the band wagon’ and inevitably ruined the presenter’s career and reputations. She was slandered despite the alleged victim describing Flack as ‘the most lovely girlfriend’. This shows how Flack was sadly labelled before she even had a chance to prove her innocence. 
After Flacks passing, a petition was started to create a law in her memory, the petition for ‘Caroline’s Law’ which was aiming to ensure that it is a criminal offence for the British media to ‘knowingly and relentlessly bully a person, whether they be in the public eye or not, up to the point that they take their own life’ (Venn, 2020). 
Linking in with Labelling theory, is moral panics. Moral panics is centred around people who are criticised by society because of their; race/ethnicity, class, sexuality, nationality, or religion (Crossman, 2019). These are also based usually around stereotypes and then reinforces them. Goode (2017) states that moral panic is an intense, heighted sense of exaggerated concern about a threat or supposed threat posed by deviants or ‘folk devils. Essentially moral panics is arousing social concern over a certain issue through people or social media, it is the media presentation of this which causes the public to react in panic (Trueman, 2015). Moral panics has been an issue since before world was one, they portrayed Germans a certain way to provoke a response, in world war two they used the media to create fear of German spies in the UK, in the 1980’s they made HIV/AIDS a massive topic and then in the 2000’s the issue was asylum seekers, all of these people and issues were labelled a certain way as well as causing panic throughout the nation, and that label stuck for many years after, the same way Caroline Flack was labelled in recent days. 
According to Crossman (2019), there are five keys stages to moral panic, firstly there is the person who is being perceived or defined as a threat based on social norms and the interest of the community or society. Next, there is the media who illustrate the threat in a way that the public recognises the threat, thirdly, the widespread concern by the public is aroused by the way which the media portrays the issues, penultimately, the authorities and policymakers respond to the threat and it is real or perceived, with new laws or policies. The final stage is when moral panic and the actions it causes, lead to the people in power to change in the community. 
One example of moral panic was the Salem witch trials in 1692, these were women that were believed to be ‘witches’ and considered to be followers of Satan and that they had traded their souls for his assistance. These trials stemmed from two girls acting strangely and people believing they had been bewitched, they gave their initial accusations, and this all then lead to hysteria and frenzy and eventually the hanging of a number of women for witchcraft (Wallenfeldt, 1998). 
A more modern example of moral panic is paedophilia, although this has always been an issue it is only in the last few decades that it has really been treated as an issue, based on the work of Critcher (2009), he states that the moral panic surrounding the paedophile isn’t necessarily about what they are doing, but it is the fear and anxieties that is represented. Paedophiles are an ‘external’ threat as it focuses on the dangers that a paedophile poses outside the home; however, statistics show that it is often a trusting figure in the community that is the perpetrator. 
Another theory of crime is Psychodynamic, and this is based on the work of Sigmund Freud. His work was to trace and explain the origins of aggression. He founded his theories on the ideology that human behaviour is ‘propelled by thoughts and feelings that lie in our subconscious mind’ (Munsaka, 2014).  Freud created the technique of psychoanalysis; this is the method of treating mental disorders which has been shaped by the psychoanalytic theory and it emphasises heavily the unconscious mental processes which are known as depth psychology (Jay, 1999). 
The psychoanalytic theory is based on the idea that the human psyche has three aspects, these are called the id, ego and superego and each of these develops at different intervals in our lives, they are also systems, not parts of the brain or In any way physical. The id is the instinctual part of the mind which contains the sexual and aggressive drives and hidden memories. it would consist of the inherited aspects from birth as well as the sex instinct and the aggressive instinct. It is the impulsive part of a person’s psyche and it responds to the basic and immediate urges and needs of the body. As a person grows older this part will always stay infantile and is not in touch with the external world. It also operates on the pleasure principle that every wishful impulse should be satisfied immediately. The super-ego operates as a ‘moral conscience’ and its function is to control the impulses of the id, especially the ones which society doesn’t agree with such as sex and aggression. Finally, the ego is the realistic part that mediates between the desires of the id and the super ego, it is the decision making component of personality, it ensures that everything the id wants is completed in a realistic way and in a way that avoids negatively affecting society (Mcleod, 2019).
As analysed, there are many different historical theories that can explain the behaviour associated with modern day crime. Many of these theories are based on psychological concepts such as the nature vs nurture debate and support each other, for example the relationship between Becker (1963) and Skaggs (2016) research shows that the main concepts from older theories are still being used as a base-line for more recent research and developments in modern day cases. Other theories mentioned oppose each other, for example Freud’s theory of aggression (Munsaka, 2014) and can provide different reasoning for the same criminal behaviours, as his approach focuses on mental health and the idea that as humans, we have conflicting ideation in our minds influencing our behaviours. In modern day crime, it is important to understand a variety of these theories, as they are key in being able to understand the behaviours and reasoning behind criminal behaviour, for example Caroline Flack’s case (Vine, 2020) This is essential in being able to prevent further crime and criminal behaviours in the future (Vine, 2020). 
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