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Task 1
Essay plan
Introduction
 Introduce the theoretical perspectives of criminality, notably individual and social positivism and classical criminology. Briefly outline the different theories with greatest emphasis on chosen theory of social positivism. Define structure and agency using examples of case studies. Use examples from OU unit and textbook.                  
Main body
Outline the main factors that shape criminality according to this theory/perspective and compare and contrast with other theories.
Discuss how this theory explains crime causation.
Describe how far this theory takes the view that individuals are in control of their choices to commit crime and discuss other factors that are seen as the cause of crime.
Discuss whether this theory suggests that people’s choices are constrained by social factors and why this differs from other theories.
Discuss whether the theory views crime as a normal or pathological condition and if pathological, what is the nature of the pathology? Compare theories around social and individual positivism and classical criminology.
Discuss this theory`s view of the role and function of criminal justice? And whether this theory feels that criminal justice addresses issues with crime?
Outline the problems and/or limitations of this theory. Show the strengths of the theory. 
Demonstrate how these connect to structure and agency. Structure and agency will be used for considering criminological questions, such as ‘What causes crime?’ and ‘What are criminal justice responses to it? 
Structure, or social structure, refers to the social environment we are born into. This includes relationships and patterns between individuals, groups and institutions which shape, reproduce or create change in our day-to-day lives. Use examples.
Agency describes the capacity individuals have to act and make choices according to their own free will. Both individual positivism and social positivism assert that the cause of crime is the pathology of the individual or society. In contrast, classical criminology asserts that offenders are rational actors and have free will. 


Conclusion
· Restate arguments for and against this theory and how it compares with other theories. What are the strengths of the theory and is this theory the basis of criminal justice today? What are the implications for sentencing?
· Are there changes needed/proposed for the future?	Comment by Mcmann, Shaun: This is a promising indication of some of the things in your assignment, but it would have been a good idea to go into a bit more detail, so that the plan more closely and clearly reflects your essay's content.  Writing a detailed plan before you start writing is always a really good idea.  It can keep you on track and help to make sure that you are answering the specific question that has been set.
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Task 2 
Select one theoretical perspective or theory in Block 2 and explain this using the first module theme of structure and agency.
[bookmark: _Hlk187494419]To introduce this essay It will be helpful to define the chosen theory of social positivism but also to compare with other theories. Theories such as individual and social positivism are primarily concerned with how individual behavioural factors and factors in the wider social environment may determine criminal behaviour. The classical  school of thought understands crime as a choice, where individuals have free will to behave and act as they choose. Structure and agency will be used as key focal points for considering criminological questions, such as ‘what causes crime?’ and ‘what are criminal justice responses to it? 	Comment by Mcmann, Shaun: This is a promising opening section as it outlines how you plan to tackle the main issue that you will be writing about.  However, try to resist the temptation to immediately outline the structure of the essay.  You should try to use the beginning of your introduction to give your reader a sense of  backdrop to the area you will be writing about. In other words, you should open up with a  sense of why social scientists are interested in this particular subject.   In this case, due to the word count, just a sentence about the overall importance of this subject matter would have been a very useful addition to your introduction.
Structure, or social structure, refers to the social environment we are born into. This includes relationships and patterns between individuals, groups and institutions which shape, reproduce or create change in our daily lives. Agency describes the capacity individuals have to act and make choices according to their own free will. Agency is concerned with the extent to which a person has choice, while structure refers to the wider social environment and circumstances that may affect or constrain a person’s level of choice or affect their ability to carry out certain actions. Individual positivists do not focus heavily on social structures to explain the causes of crime because their primary focus is on the individual – individual traits, deficiencies and abnormal behaviour that may lead to crime. Broadly speaking, individual positivists believe that people who commit crime have a different physical, biological, genetic and/or psychological make-up compared to non-criminals, and that criminals have reduced capacity – or less agency – to make choices and decisions in the way that non-criminals do (through using their agency). However, these views vary among positivist criminologists. (Open University 2024a)	Comment by Mcmann, Shaun: Yes, in essence, social structures are all the things that set the rules which govern our behaviour.   Or, in more social scientific language, they form the ordering principles which order our lives.  They are relatively stable and patterned, but they do change from time to time.  Agency is our ability to make decisions and act in certain ways in called agency.  In a sense, agency is our freedom to make choices.



[bookmark: _Hlk187572971]Structure and agency helps criminologists to think about the theories and concepts surrounding the causes of crime and criminal justice responses to crime, i.e. is an individual or group’s involvement in crime shaped by their social environment and influenced by wider social factors? Moreover can criminal justice responses deter people from committing crime? As a result, structure and agency play a key role in understanding criminality and criminal justice responses (Pheonix and Taylor 2024 p.19) say there are an administrative approach and an alternative approach. The administrative approach works within frameworks that rely on official definitions of crime, justice and punishment while the alternative approach  questions how  the terms in which debates on crime and justice are framed and the definitions and assumptions on which criminal justice systems rests. However, they add that not all criminological theories can be easily categorised as one or the other suggesting that most criminological theories sit somewhere on a continuum between the two extremes. (Pheonix and Taylor 2024 p.19)	Comment by Mcmann, Shaun: As this is such an important aspect within this debate, perhaps a short quote within the text would have been useful.  Have a look at page 78 of the course book to see how Shaw’s work has been used and referenced.	Comment by Mcmann, Shaun: Your referencing isn’t quite right here.  The bit in brackets should be on the other side of the full stop.  In other words, it should be part of the same sentence that it is the reference for. If you are in any doubt, have a look how it is done in any academic text.
[bookmark: section3.1]The film Sex Workers on the topic of prostitution  explored the choices made (and sometimes not made) by women to enter prostitution using the personal accounts of Laura, Kirsty and the trafficked women interviewed by Rahila Gupta to continue to work in the sex industry and, perhaps, to leave it. Their ability to make choices to engage in activities that are either illegal or perceived to be so, The question raised about how far individuals are free to choose their own paths in life – and to what extent their lives are influenced, directed or determined by things outside their control. (Open University 2024a)
 
Individual positivists would argue that structural constraints, or a person’s social environment do not influence decision-making among criminals because criminals do not have capacity to rationally assess the structural constraints in their decision-making in the way that non-criminals do. For example, when considering solutions to the problem of crime, individual positivists are likely to find ways to treat the individual through some form of physical, psychological or biological manipulation.
Positivist criminological studies are more likely to draw on the social environment for understanding the best approaches and key interventions for reducing risk of crime – or seek a blended approach where they consider the biological and the social environment for managing and reducing crime. (Open University 2024a)	Comment by Mcmann, Shaun: You have a very nice written style on the whole.  However, some of your paragraphs are too short, which suggests that the point has not been fully argued through. It’s a bit of a balancing act, but each one needs to be long enough to develop one central idea, but not so long that they become unwieldy.  In this case, you could have tried going into a bit more detail.  I am sure that this relatively easy task will greatly improve the flow of your work.
Both individual positivism and social positivism assert that the cause of crime is the pathology of the individual or society. The social structures of a given society and abnormal pathologies occurring in a particular social environment can lead to crime or encouraged criminal behaviour. (Emile Durkheim 1982 in Pheonix and Taylor 2022 p. 155) adds people are born into a given society that already has a common set of norms and values which is about what is acceptable and unacceptable behaviour and social structures shaped the choices and opportunities that people may have.
Social positivism recognises that people do not make choices in isolation, and that social structures and the social circumstances which people are born into can have profound effects on them. In this sense, social positivism follows the logic known as soft determinism, rather than hard determinism. Where social positivism takes a more critical approach to thinking about crime and causes of crime than individual positivism, it tends to accept the status quo when it comes to crime, justice and punishment. It readily accepts legal definitions of crime and views crime as predominantly caused by people and social groups who come from disadvantaged or poor backgrounds, rather than those from middle-class and powerful backgrounds. Although social positivism is still very influential in the way that people think about crime and for informing criminal justice responses to crime, there are significant critiques surrounding social positivism and classical criminology is the key theory that the structure and function of current criminal justice systems are based on. Classical criminological explanations of the aims of  criminal justice and punishment - retribution, that punishment must inflict pain; and proportionality, that the punishment must be proportionate to the seriousness of the crime. If punishment is set at the appropriate level of severity, then the rational actor will choose not to offend. (Pheonix and Taylor 2024) write sentencing  guidelines provide a good example of how the ideas of the classical school are reflected in modern day criminal justice practise this means that a judge or magistrate cannot make up their own sentence they applying these standards across the board irrespective of the particular individuals involved justice becomes a less arbitrary and subjective process thus ensuring the punishment is predictable certain and proportionate to the crime in this way these standards reinforce the idea of justice is retribution.( Pheonix and Taylor 2024 p.106). Theories of crime reduction can shape criminal justice responses to crime e.g. the ways in which the phenomenon of mass incarceration in the US has been underpinned by theories of incapacitation and deterrence; and the ways in which some aspects of imprisonment in Norway and Denmark are based on theories of rehabilitation. (Pheonix and Taylor p.120).	Comment by Mcmann, Shaun: This is a very encouraging description of this branch of positivism.  As you know, social positivists offer another deterministic approach to understanding crime, but suggest that crime occurs as a result of the person's social environment or the norms and values that they have been socialised into.
Conclusion
This essay has attempted to discuss the theory of social positivism and those espoused by other theories. By using comparisons it is easier to explain the differences in emphasis of each theory. It is important to remember that many criminologists have highlighted significant problems with all of these theories. Many have argued that criminal justice does not provide an efficient or effective means of reducing crime. Some criminologists insist that the best opportunities for reducing crime lie outside criminal justice systems, in social policies that tackle fundamental inequalities and poverty in society.Others take the view that the primary function of criminal justice is not to reduce crime, but to protect the interests of relatively powerful groups at the expense of the less powerful. 	Comment by Mcmann, Shaun: This is a good ending as it suggests that the debate will be ongoing for many years to come, so therefore leaves the way open for more research to be carried out in this area.
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Task 3
Reflection
This assessment presented a number of challenges notably timing and time management. The assessment was to be submitted on the 14th of January and with other commitments at this time of the year I should have given more time to preparation before writing up the work in the first two weeks of January. I underestimated the amount of work to fulfil the word count and also the content required revisiting a large section of work studied in the module. I also found the amount of content expected in the essay plan challenging but became aware that some duplication and overlap with the main essay was not just inevitable but appropriate. The word count proved to be an advantage because it gave a larger canvas to work on for arguments and discussion.
These are lessons to be learned for the future and the detail required for the essay plan helped in the structure and organisation of the essay. Writing the essay I found it was important to compare and contrast my chosen theory with others and I also spent time working on the construction of paragraphs based on earlier feedback so my points were clear and evidence based.	Comment by Mcmann, Shaun: It is really good that you have included the self reflection at the end of your paper. Although you haven’t mentioned anything specific that you need assistance with, I will do my best to help you in any way I can during your time on DD212.  Also, I do hope that you are enjoying the module.  
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