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Introduction
This assignment will highlight and explain the main historical theories of crime and apply them to a modern-day context. This assignment will include a critical evaluation of which theories appear most relevant to modern day crime issues. There are many different theories on criminal behaviour and why those individuals commit crime, these will be compared to a case study on the murder of James Bulger. 

Historical Theories of Crime
Historically, the causes of crime have been led by different theories, the most supported are those which understand and interpret the patterns in behaviour of a criminal. Historical theories are known to be based on sociology, psychology, and biology, typically combining the links between delinquency and crime (Agnew, 1992). It has long been identified that no single theory can adequately explain all types of crime and delinquency or every variation in crime and delinquency (Criminal Justice, 2021). The theories covered can be categorised into two main categories;
Biological theories – these theories tend to assume that individuals who commit crime are ‘born as criminals’ and that these people are physiologically different from those who are non-criminals. An example of this approach is the Lombroso and Biological Positivism theory by a 19th Century Italian prison psychiatrist named Cesare Lombroso (Paul Knepper, 2013). Lombroso suggested that criminals were atavistic (a modification of a biological structure or distinctive physical appearance) and that those to commit crime has problems with the development of their brain. Lombroso compared the physical attributes of prisoners and found they had similarities such as sloping foreheads and receding chins. Lombroso made it apparent that he believed individuals were involved in crime as a product of biological characteristics (University of Glasgow, 2020). 
Sociological theories – these theories suggest that an individual becomes a criminal due to external factors, for example their upbringing, the area in which they live, the friends they spend time with and their family. An example of this approach is The Chicago School or the Social Disorganisation Theory by sociologists Clifford Shaw and Henry McKay in 1942 (Carlin Wong, 2001-2011). Shaw and McKay used a technique called spatial mapping to locate the areas in which juveniles lived when they were referred to court. Shaw and McKay distinguished that delinquency behaviour was higher in those location with poor housing, unhealthy lifestyles, socio-economic disadvantage, and transient populations. This led them to believe that crime was an outcome of neighbourhood dynamics and not due to the individuals’ actions. Shaw and McKay also believed that areas in which new immigrants are housed appear unsettled due to the breakdown of social norms because of ethnic diversity and the competition of cultural traditions, as a result of this the social control appeared weakened which had a negative impact on the ability to regulate behaviour of local young people (University of Glasgow, 2020).

Crime
Some argue that the subject area of crime is overly complex and due to the complexity, there is not a specific answer to what a crime is or the specific cause for crimes to have been committed. Such individuals may argue the change in laws, such as what was once illegal is now deemed legal and what was once legal is now deemed illegal (University of Glasgow, 2020). An example of this in United Kingdom (UK) law can be based on smoking, On 2nd  April 2007 the smoking ban was enforced in Wales, this meant it was now against the law to smoke in any of the following places;
· Workplaces
· Public and work transport
· Pubs, nightclubs, and membership clubs
· Cafes and restaurants
· Shopping centres (British Heart Foundation, 2017). 
However, prior to 2nd April 2007, smoking within the areas mentioned above was legal. Which leaves the question of if an individual previously smoked within a pub but has not done so since March 2007, has that individual broken the law? Or is that individual still a law-abiding citizen because at the time he smoked inside the pub, it was still legal? As cultures change over time the behaviours of individuals that once were not criminalised may become criminalised, and in some cases de-criminalised again, for example the alcohol prohibition in the United States of America (USA) (University of Glasgow, 2020). 
[bookmark: _Hlk66461423]There are two groups of people who believe in different forms of punishment for those who have committed crime. Left realists believe that the main causes of crime and factors such as marginalisation and relative deprivation and they encourage community orientated programmes in hope to control and reduce crime. Left realists prefer the approach of rehabilitation for those who have committed crime (Cohen, 2016). The right positivism perspective in criminology focuses on internal or external influences on individuals as the cause of criminal behaviour. Most attempts to explain crime have examined social factors as the causes. The assumption of these efforts is that changing underlying social conditions will reduce or prevent criminal behaviour (Feigl, 2020). 
Different organisations have different definitions of crime, for example, the charity Victim Support define crime as ‘a deliberate act that causes physical or psychological harm, damage to or loss of property, and is against the law’ (Victim Support, 2021). However Collins dictionary define crime as ‘A crime is an illegal action or activity for which a person can be punished by law’ (Collins Dictionary , 2021). Most criminologists may argue that the definition of crime is defined by each individual state, therefor, crime in this viewpoint would be based on what the law states for that country, this suggests the study of criminology is reflective of politics. Criminologists study the causes of crime to determine why individuals break the law and often suggest how various state agencies may carry out a more effective way of reducing crime and minimise offending (Long, 2020). Classicism and positivism are opposite responses to crime, classicism focuses on punishing the offender for the crime they have committed, for example a fine, community service or imprisonment. Positivism however, focuses on trying to provide treatment or rehabilitation to the offender to help them reform their character (BEIRNE, 1987). 
Edward Alsworth Ross worked on expanding the definition of crime to cover unlawful acts by individuals in positions of power, those such as corporate managers, bankers and officials. Ross called these crimes the ‘crimes of the criminaloid’. Ross believed that there was not enough attention payed to this class of criminals. He notes, “the immunity enjoyed by the perpetrator of new sins has brought into being a class for which we may coin the term criminaloid. By this we designate such as prosper by flagitious practices which have not yet come under the effective ban of public opinion.” (Long, 2020). Ross’ work ended up being pushed aside until, Edwin H. Sutherland recognised his work and took it on. Sutherland voiced and supported the discipline for white-collar-crime to be taken seriously in the 1940s. This opinion prompted debate over the definition of crime. Sutherland prompted that the study of crime should be widened from a focus on underclass crime to other unlawful - harmful acts carried out by white- collar and corporate offenders. Those individuals engaged in the “misrepresentation of asset values and duplicity in the manipulation of power.” (Long, 2020). ” After Sutherland’s proposal, criminologists took it as an invitation to examine business and white- collar crime which is often swept under the carpet or treated as a civil/administrative violation as opposed to a criminal violation (Long, 2020). 
Subcultural Theory focuses on the delinquent activities of disadvantaged groups which can lead to status frustration. Status frustration is associated with the work of Albert Cohen 1955 who researched group offending by young, lower-class men (University of Glasgow, 2020). Cohen argued that young lower-class or poor males could not meet the goals and aspirations of that in a higher class, so from that frustration, they created their own system of values to gain status in the ways in which they could, for example, meeting the expectations of peers instead of teachers, engaging in delinquent activities such as smoking, truanting, and acting up in class in the hope of impress others their age to be able to gain a status (Williams, 2011). Richard Cloward and Lloyd Ohlin (1960) expanded on these ideas and identifying the differential opportunity structures available to lower-class young people in various neighbourhoods, such as;
· Being a criminal (making a living from crime)
· Being confrontational (violence and gang fighting)
· Engaging in retreatism (drugs and alcohol) (University of Glasgow, 2020). 

A Case Study on the Murder of James Bulger
On the 12th of February 1993, 2-year old James Bulger was in the Strand shopping centre in Bootle, Liverpool with his mother. When his mother turned her back to pay or some items in the butchers, James was lead out of the shopping centre by two 10 year old boys, who walked him a total of two miles along a canal, through the town and down to some train tracks. At the train tracks the two 10-year olds abused and beat James to death before leaving him lying over the tracks for a train to run over his body. James’ lifeless body was left at the railway line for nearly two full days, before he was found by a group of youths who reported the body. Although James’ body was split into two due to the train running over him, it was told by a pathologist that James had died through significant head and body injuries. 
Five days after James’ abduction, 10-year olds Robert Thompson and Jon Venables were arrested from their homes and taken to separate police stations to be interviewed. Both boys firstly denied being at the shopping centre as they were supposed to be at school, days passed before Jon Venables admitted to abducting James by saying ‘It was my idea to take him but Roberts idea to kill him’ (Lost Boy: The Killing of James Bulger, 2021). 
Detective Inspector Jim Fitzsimmons of Merseyside Police told ‘We had arrested and spoken to 60 different children, all young, many of them with histories and attitudes and behavioural cycles that were far worse than you would see if you looked at the history of Robert Thompson and Jon Venables’ (James Bulger: The new Revelations, 2018). This statement insinuates that Robert and Jon were looked at as unlikely suspects in the murder of James, until forensic scientists found James’ blood on Robert’s right shoe from where he had kicked him. Forensic scientist Andy Mulley also found evidence of the same paint samples taken from the clothing of James which was also found on the clothing of both Robert and Jon (Pilkington, 1993). 
Robert Thompson and Jon Venables were tried as adults at Preston Crown Court on 1st November 1993, the murder trail continued until the 24th of November when both boys, now 11 years old, were found guilty of the abduction and murder of James Bulger. The Judge stated it was ‘An act of unparalleled evil and barbarity’ (Pilkington, 1993). Malcolm Stevens, a senior advisor to the Home Secretary 1988-1998 was responsible for children who committed serious crimes, it was Malcolm’s duty to choose two secure children’s homes to house the boys. Malcolm stated ‘I was shocked, they were so small and youthful that they didn’t actually fit the chairs properly, not because their feet didn’t touch the floor but because their knees didn’t bend at the right place so their feet sat out. There was nothing exceptional about them, don’t ask me to tell you these were horrible little boys with horns sticking out of their ears, because they weren’t. They were ordinary boys who did an extraordinary thing. The violence, where did that come from?’ (James Bulger: The new Revelations, 2018). This description of Malcolm’s first impression of Robert and Jon corresponds with the previous statement by DI Fitzsimmons, both insinuating that these two now 11 year old boys were not un-ordinary and that their age and size can create a subconscious idea of innocence, the fact both boys had been convicted of murder clearly shocked people who had dealings with them. Another officer, Detective Sargent Phil Roberts of Merseyside Police stated, ‘I’ve arrested quite a few kids, but there is no way I could relate to a child actually committing a murder.’ He went on to describe Robert Thompson as ‘streetwise, clever and confident.’ While another officer who had interviewed Robert stated, ‘I don’t know how he was doing in school, but he was switched on and he was trying to con me, trying very hard.’ He went on to describe Robert as ‘switched on’ while another officer said Robert would start to cry to avoid answering difficult questions when being interviewed (Lost Boy: The Killing of James Bulger, 2021). The way the police officers and other professionals who had spent time with Robert describe him, it would be hard to believe how young he was, almost as though he had a sense of maturity and confidence that wouldn’t often be found in a young boy as young as 10 years old. The description of ‘streetwise’ is often used to describe someone who possesses the attitude/skills needed to survive in a difficult/dangerous setting, not something you would expect a boy of this age to have. To support this, Detective Constable Dalton claimed, ‘During all of the time he was dealt with, I never saw him in fear’ (Lost Boy: The Killing of James Bulger, 2021). 
Before the trial in November 1993, the press spent a lot of time around the doorways and back alleys of Walton village, Liverpool. They were hoping to find something that could indicate that these two 10-year-olds were evil or the product of evil. Neighbours told of birds having their heads shot off and rabbits being tied up to railway lines. There was talk of charity collection boxes being stolen and children being physically attacked by other children in school. A clear picture of neglect began to emerge, with the Daily Mail pronouncing: "Jon Venables, perhaps inevitably, is the classic product of a broken home." Ann Thompson was portrayed as an incompetent alcoholic, while Susan Venables was painted as a loose woman whose neighbours "noted a procession of men friends for Mrs Venables" (The Guardian, 2000).
It became apparent that Roberts and Jon’s childhoods had been heavily influenced not by the flaws of parents or the absence of a father, but by the environment in which they lived. ‘A world of social and economic deprivation, of trashy television and cultural poverty, inadequate social services, failed schooling and general confusion’ (The Guardian, 2000).
So, what caused these two young boys to commit such a violent and criminal act on an infant? Mandy Walker the family liaison officer for the Bulger family said ‘There were lots of kids at that time living in poor circumstances, poor upbringings and dysfunctional families. There were lots of kids left unsupervised, there was a degree of criminality, and yet these were the only two who actually did this atrocity’ (James Bulger: The new Revelations, 2018). This statement is highlighting that many families living in the same area at the time would be struggling for money and would let the children play without an adult present, it was common. But what made Robert and Jon so different to the other local children, that they would commit murder? Were these boys born evil, did they have undiagnosed problems or were they just two young boys shaped by society and their families, growing up in ‘one of the poorest areas in Liverpool?’ (James Bulger: The new Revelations, 2018). 
Amanda Knowles, manager of a secure children’s home which housed Robert Thompson from February 1993 until his release seven years later revealed, ‘We can now reveal from their (the staff who worked at the home who would provide written reports about the daily behaviour of each child) reports, that the experts believed he was a neglected, abused child who lived on the streets. He was never in from about 8 years old, he had been shoplifting and smoking since he was 7, he done it hundreds of times, he would be truant for days, or weeks at a time.’ Knowles went on to question ‘Why was he on the streets? Why wasn’t he in school where he was supposed to be? Why hadn’t anyone noticed that? I don’t think I have heard of a 10 year old spending that much time on the streets in my career’ (James Bulger: The new Revelations, 2018). This statement clearly outlines that although Robert may have appeared to be like other unsupervised local children, he was not. It is likely he started spending time on the streets younger than other children and for longer durations of time. It is also likely that Robert was shoplifting to avoid going hungry. He was spending time on the streets to avoid whatever was going on at home, it became apparent that Robert felt happier and safer surviving on the streets alone, than in his own home. A professional at Roberts school stated, ‘The Thompson family had a history of arriving to school hungry’ while it was also reported Robert and his siblings had previously turned up to school with ‘A cigarette burn and a black eye’ (James Bulger: The new Revelations, 2018). This strongly suggests that the society these two boys grew up in was a strong influencing factor to their criminal and deviant behaviour. Being that the school had noticed the clear neglect and abuse that the Thompson children were suffering from, why was it not reported? Had these events been reported and the children had received interventions for their safety when they were needed, it’s possible the murder would of never taken place. The school wrote, ‘During this period of time it has been a continual battle to bring to the attention of the social services and other services of the problems surrounding these children in the THOMPSON family’ (James Bulger: The new Revelations, 2018). A teacher from the school stated that, ‘When Thompson was in school he was indifferent and untrustworthy’, While another teacher described him as, ‘Robert lied as naturally and as easily as he breathed and when he was found out to be lying he seemed unconcerned.’ A later expert report described Thompson as this time as an ‘urban feral child, living with a pack of similar children’ He went on to describe him as ‘ A career delinquent’ (James Bulger: The new Revelations, 2018). 
Jon Venables was also housed in a children’s home where his behaviours and language would be recorded multiple times per day. Psychiatrist Arnon Bentovim shared his description of Jon, ‘My view was Jon showed a significant degree of immaturity, he was rather a younger child, he was restless, didn’t focus or concentrate very well, obviously had some learning difficulties, he had been quite seriously bullied, a lot of truanting, a lot of failure in terms of educational development, but in terms of capacity he did understand the differences between right and wrong he did’ (James Bulger: The new Revelations, 2018). The way Bentovim described Jon compared to the way other professionals described Robert, it appears that although they shared similar hobbies and interests and grew up locally to each other, they were two quite different children. Robert was more streetwise and appeared to have lead Jon, the two boys spent a lot of time together skipping school. Jon showed a more vulnerable and child-like personality whereas Robert appeared to be more alert and unphased. Jon’s psychiatrist told, ‘When a child is responsible for such an extreme act of violence as Jon was, its going to lead to very significant instability so it’s the combination of the two, the immaturity and the whole vulnerability of both these boys which lead to the actions and extreme responses’ (James Bulger: The new Revelations, 2018). 
A documentary on the James Bulger murders told that Jon also had siblings but they had special needs and required special care, Jon’s social worker announced, ‘Jealousy at the provisions made for his siblings for their special needs which appeared to exclude him’ (James Bulger: The new Revelations, 2018). The teachers at Jon’s school reported, ‘A troubled child, on occasions Jon has cut himself purposely with a scissors, he would throw weapons at other children and he would behave strangely – hanging upside down on a coat peg. Jon had a wooden ruler and he was standing behind another child holding the ruler across his throat and was trying to choke him.’ Another teacher showed concern when she witnessed Jon, ‘butt a wall, fall onto the floor throwing his arms around. I personally think Jon had a problem, and shouldn’t of been in school, In the 14 years I have been teaching I’ve never come across a boy like Jon.’ It was also reported that Jon would never make eye contact or show any emotion (James Bulger: The new Revelations, 2018). 
After the murder it became apparent that Jon was becoming increasingly disturbed, he began to speak about James literally growing inside his own body and he would ask his parents during the time of the trail if baby James was there in the courtroom. Jon would strip off at the end of the day eagerly because he said he could smell the baby on him. Jon once said to a staff member where he was housed, ‘Oh yeah, bring your baby and I’ll batter it!’ Experts diagnosed Jon with post-traumatic stress disorder. It was reported three whole years after the trail at the age of 14, Jon felt numb and physically sick. It was said he could not feel emotion like he could before the trail, and he found it extremely difficult to ever speak about the incident. Jon was released into society at the age of 18, but just seven years later Jon was arrested for affray and then in 2010 he was imprisoned for possessing images of child pornography. Jon was arrested for this same offence again in 2017. A psychiatrist believes that these crimes which have been committed since he was released at age 18, have direct links to the murder he committed when he was 10 (James Bulger: The new Revelations, 2018). 
Thompson made his case for his parole hearing when he was 18 and it painted a picture of the horrific truth behind his childhood deviance. Thompson admits that his ‘life on the streets was better for me than my life at home.’ To avoid abuse, Thompson used to only go back to his house when ‘everybody was asleep and to leave home before everybody got up.’ Thompson describes a traumatic time when chocolate decorations went missing from the Christmas tree, his father made him strip of naked, before he held a scissors in one hand and Thompson’s penis in the other and threatened ‘if you don’t tell me where they are I’m going to cut it off.’ Thompson had a quite different outcome since his release when he was 18. Thompson was given a new identity upon his release; he is now 38 and still believed to be living somewhere in the UK. In 2010 it was reported that he was in a long-term relationship with another man who is aware of his real identity. Thompson has not re-offended since and has disappeared back into society to rebuild his life (James Bulger: The new Revelations, 2018). 


Conclusion 
In this case study of James Bulger, the Biological Positivism theory does not apply. In my opinion you cannot define a criminal by their hereditary features or physical attributes. Sociological theories and subcultural theories however do apply to this crime, in my opinion external factors such as the upbringing of the two boys, the area they lived in, the friends they spend time with and their family life were the biggest influencing factors. I feel the Chicago School/The Social Disorganisation Theory by sociologists Clifford Shaw and Henry McKay in 1942 can be effectively applied to the case study of James Bulger. The theory has shown that the pattern of delinquency behaviour was higher in a location with poor housing, unhealthy lifestyles and with a socio-economic disadvantage. Both of these theories agree that delinquent activities are often linked to those from disadvantaged groups. For me, there was a clear difference between the two boys, Jon and Robert. Robert presented more intelligence and as a more articulate individual, it would be easy for people to assume he was the ringleader for the murder they committed, whereas Jon presented as a more vulnerable and immature child. But I believe it was the coming together of the two boys and what each child brought to the table is what lead to that crime being committed. I don’t believe in this particular case that the criminals were born evil, that’s not to say it’s the same for every murder case, but in the case of James Bugler I feel the deviant behaviour from the two boys came from bad experiences and the lack of safety and nurture which is beyond what is classed as ‘normal’ for most people. This will often leave the child feeling lonely and the need to become a part of something or belong to something. These sort of experiences and feelings prompting the criminal subculture which I feel is the connection to organised crime. In these situations, a young person becomes involved with or becomes an apprentice criminal who develops relationships with advanced criminals and members of organised criminal groups. I believe participation in an organised criminal group is steered by lack of opportunities for success in legitimate society / non-criminal sociey. 
This case proves that children who are not appropriately cared for can become extremely dangerous people in our society. However, this case also proves that left realism in the form of rehabilitation can be successful, Robert was able to re-enter society and go on to live a seemingly quiet and happy life, without re-offending. Unfortunately, this was not the same for Jon, and although the left realism approach was attempted to rehabilitate Jon, he kept falling back into the legal system numerous times again, so it’s possible that Jon needed a different of serving time for what he did, possibly way of imprisonment them for a longer period of time may have had a more appropriate outcome. Right positivism perspective in criminology focuses on internal or external influences on individuals as the cause of criminal behaviour, which I believe was right for this case study. Despite a positive outcome for Robert, I still do not believe that seven years in a children’s home in an attempt to re-habilitate the boys was not a suitable punishment for the extreme crime that they committed. 
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