



[bookmark: _GoBack]The notion of crime is an extremely complex phenomenon, one that confronts simple and straightforward solutions according to King and Wincup (2008). In order to challenge crime in a modern-day context, McGuire (2004) suggests there needs to be revision into the causes behind it, proposing that there is a larger requirement to analyse criminological theories and apply them to a modern-day context. King and Wincup (2008) outlines the two major sections of criminological theories; those being biological and sociological. 
The Scottish centre for Crime and Justice research (2014) (SCCJR) outlines Biological theories as the predisposition of criminal intent , attributed mainly to genetics. This coincides with the suggestion that, physiologically, criminals may be distinct from those that do not commit the crime. SCCJR (2014), citing Lombroso and the theory of biological positivism, suggests that criminal brains are malformed or not fully developed, and this may lead them to commit crimes, raising the argument that maybe criminals are born with a predisposition to commit crime. Salthe (1996) provides the framework for Lombroso’s theory of biological positivism, suggesting within the theory that criminality may possibly be inherited and can even be identified by physical attributes such as, ‘hawk-like noses’, height and ‘bloodshot eyes’. This method was the first use of ‘scientific’ methods to study crime. Salthe (1996) Lombroso used research and scientific analysis within asylums, prisons and upon soldiers to identify the different physical features that could classify criminals distinctively from law-abiding civilians. Lombroso’s theory offered the justification of imprisoning offenders beyond standard retribution, suggesting that the theory would provide greater power to the criminal justice system and further control over the populous, reducing crime. Bolland and Atherton (2002) argues that this theory is no longer used by contemporary researchers, yet the principles are, suggesting there is little evidence to support there being identifiable features externally to identify those more likely to commit crimes. Bolland and Atherton (2002) proceed to state that whilst there may be little evidence of external features being able to lead to the identification of a criminal there is suggestion that there may be primal, instinctive and some internal factors that could lead to committing crime. Taylor, Walton, and Young (1973) suggests that due to the positivist approach, human behaviour can be measured and quantified, opening the door for new way to view crime; as a mental health and wellbeing concern rather than a moral one. Heidt (2014) argues that the concerns with the early biological theory from Lombroso is the focus upon individual criminality and criminal behaviour. The criminal justice system and crime trends were not key concerns within this theory, concerns with this theory lead to a contemporary understanding of positivism. Gibson and Rafter (2006)  states that Lombroso’s later theories redefined his earlier conclusion, suggesting that there are other factors that could lead people to crime, such as those whom had low intelligence and supposed habitual criminals whom committed crimes due to poor education, upbringing or being socially depraved. He maintained, however, that there was a clear connection between the attributes of a person and deviant behaviour.  SCCJR (2014) states that whilst Lombroso’s original theory has fallen out of favour, biological theories have continued to develop. Rather than measuring physical features of the body , there is a contemporary focus on biochemical conditions linked to hormone imbalances, neurophysiological conditions such as learning difficulties and brain damage, genetic inheritance and intelligence. Gross (2015) states that a biological condition known as antisocial personality disorder (ASPD), is a condition in which the amygdala, an area within the brain which is shown to be involved in human emotional response, does not react in the standard way. Tests involving volunteers showed that people with this condition have less prefrontal grey matter than those without ASPD. The condition is characterised by persistent antisocial, irresponsible and often aggressive behaviour. This would support the theory that Lombroso had, in which some criminals can biologically develop in such a way that they are scientifically more likely to commit crimes. Bell (2016) explains that certain children grow up with psychopathy otherwise known as ASPD using the example of Daniel Bartlam, a fourteen-year-old, that murdered his mother with a claw hammer, hitting her seven times and fracturing her face and skull. He proceeded to turn on the gas within the house and pour petrol on the evidence, continued to put newspaper around the body, douse this in fuel and set it alight. Officers during the investigation found detailed plans for the attack and how to destroy evidence on his computer after the murder. This would suggest a support of Lombroso’s theory of born criminality. Wu and Zhang (2016) highlight another use of Lombroso’s theory in modern day society suggesting that of automated facial recognition. Using the hypothesis that there is a correlation between the traits and social behaviours of a person and the physical characteristics of their face. Using images from the national criminal database looking at ID photographs from persons without criminal records; this was a test sample of 1856 IDs from males between the ages of 18 and 55 with no facial hair, scars or other such markings, compared with photos from the criminal database. Averages were created from the samples, and the pictures were measured based on the likelihood of certain physical traits showing the likelihood of criminality. Using this method Wu and Zhang (2016) discovered a ratio, similar to that of the golden ration of beauty in order to identify criminals. The closer to the radio the facial features are, supposedly the likelihood for the person to commit crimes increases. Furthermore, this suggests that there is a law for ‘normality’ for faces of non-criminals.  FRA Focus (2019) disputes this, saying that whilst technology can detect minute differences in people’s features, this does not lead to the ability to predict criminal intent. Lombroso’s theory was once the forefront of theories on criminality, however crucially, applying his ideas to modern technology does not remove the ethical concerns that are attached to the theory that may perhaps have not been as valid a constraint originally. 
King and Wincup (2008) continues further to suggest that whilst there may be a biological reason as to the cause of crime, there may also be a sociological theories. Sjostrom (2017) supports this using labelling theory as an example. Labelling theory supposedly has been the most influential approach that has been systematically applied to understand mental illness as a social phenomenon, which can then be applied to crime in an attempt to further understand it. Labelling theory represents an interest in the areas of social processes in which people are defined as ‘deviant’.  This concept is known according to Knutsson (1977) for its dramatization of ‘evil’, extending the definition to an individual person, which in turn created the concept of ‘self-awareness’. Knutsson (1977) outlines that the labelling theory fails to adequately highlight that on some occasions every individual shows behaviour that could be considered deviant. Labelling is described as an identity assignment to an individual which in some respect alters this identity to their discredit.  Once a person is subsequently labelled a deviant, their life from then on in has been altered. According to Sjostrom (2017) their social situation will also be changed, and their self-image will become corrupted. This could suggest that living as a ‘deviant’ may make living in society or within their normality completely different. The identity they once had morphs into one of a deviant identity, coming with a ‘self-fulfilling prophecy’. Essentially, those given this label or more likely to reoffend and fulfil their role as a deviant according to Knutson (1977). Hadjimatheou (2016) supports this argument, and states that the label of ‘criminal’ is in itself is a punishment. Labelling is arguably creating an inevitable stigma within that individual’s life and therefore changing their life. This could suggest that society punish the individual due to the labels provided. Sjostrom (2017) argues that labelling theory implies a policy of non-intervention, suggesting that taking action would only make the situation worse. This supposedly calls into question the existence of the police, welfare committees and the prison and probation service as allegedly their work is detrimental to their retrospective aims. On the other hand, Hadjimatheou (2016) does argue that without intervention from public services such as prison and rehabilitation services, the label of ‘deviant’ may lead to the individual committing more crimes in the future – a paradox. Ministry of Justice (2009) on the other hand suggests that detaining the person may teach them not to commit crimes even with the deviant label, as this removes them from the public if  the individual is a danger to society and also removes the danger to the offender from the public’s ‘justice’. This suggests that whilst the deviant title may be punishment in itself in some cases according to Ministry of Justice (2009), there is also the risk to the offender from the public. In some cases, this deviant title may require the offender to change their identity. Hadjimatheou (2016) argues that whilst there may be risk involved, depending on the crime, some people may deserve the title of deviant and this should not be hidden from the public. Greer (2012) states that the media may play a subordinate role in this theory in modern day society , for an act to become ‘deviant’ it must be labelled as such, this requires the perception of the public on the topic and with the media’s outreach, more people may label the person deviant. This may suggest that there two segments of this theory; media extending the reach increasing the public knowledge, creating the deviant title and, supposedly, according to Sjostrom (2017), will prevent the crime being committed again - Whilst the ministry of justice (2009) states that those under this title statistically go on to commit more crimes and there is also the danger from the public that may arise depending on the severity of the case. Greer (2012) outlines the murder of James Bulger in which the body of a toddler was found on a railway line at Walton, Liverpool. The toddler went missing whilst their mother was within the butchers. CCTV was released of the kidnapping, showing what could be the most memorable image of this case according to Sharratt (1993). The CCTV showed two boys, one holding the toddler’s hand, the other walking in front taking James Bulger out of the shopping centre, and two miles away to the train tracks. Once there, the toddler was attacked with bricks, stones, and a piece of metal by the two boys. Two-year-old James Bulger died from multiple injuries to the head, he was later hit by a train and cut in half, the victim was confirmed to have been deceased by this point. The media, according to Siddique (2010), was gripped by the graphic details to what happened to the toddler, the image and age of the boys taking the child away to his death, and the developments that followed. The CCTV image of Bulger etched into the consciousness of the public alongside newspaper headlines attempting to reflect the mood of the nation by labelling the killers as ‘evil’, ‘beasts’ and ‘bastards’. Due to the reaction of the public it was deemed fitting by the courts not to reveal the identities of the young duo until after the court proceedings were over, according to Siddique (2010). Greer (2012) states that such high-profile labelling and public shaming can have a range of deep and long-lasting reputational damage. The court proceedings themselves were that of an adults, in which their seats had to be modified in order for them to see over the dock as Lusher (2018) recalls. There were many questions asked about the necessity for the two 10-year-olds to attend, as there was little they could provide to the proceedings, and seemed to be far lesser benefit to their part, suggesting that it may have been a show for the public. The public where highly invested in this prosecution and having them in the courts may have been to appease this. Greer (2012) argues that the concern with such publicity and public insight such as in the James Bulger murder was the labelling of ‘deviants’ being given before the trial, as this could affect the penalty given if found guilty. Crowds gathered in protest and anger when the young Venables and Thompson were appearing in court, which may have even played a part in the sentencing as the judge understood the pressure from the public. This may suggest that whilst labelling in itself may be punishment, the public can push further for a sentence that reflects their outrage. Aldridge and Cross (2010) states that the publics investment into this crime was immense, evident by the fact that when a petition for the killers to be kept in prison for life, almost 280,000 people signed it, showing the public’s overwhelming feelings for the killers to remain contained from the public. This created concerns when the father of James Bulger stated that he would ‘hunt’ his son’s killers when they came out of prison. This led to a court hearing in which Venables and Thompson were granted anonymity for life once freed due to the evidence showing that there could be a real risk to those involved.  The duo was released at the age of eighteen according to Aldridge and Cross (2010), after their time in a juvenile facility having therapy, education and learning how to adjust to living in the outside world. They were then each given new identities and released into the public. Harris and Bright (2001) states that Thompson, during his incarceration, gained five GCSE’s and several A-levels. In a statement to the parole board, Thompson claimed that without intervention from the police he would have been in a worse position, and that being incarcerated has made him a better person and provided a life he would not have been able to obtain otherwise, suggesting a transformation from an illiterate brother of six in a poor family, to an educated man with a passion for design and art. This could suggest a support of the labelling theory as explains Hadjimatheou (2016), whilst the demonization of Thompson and the ‘deviant’ label may have prevented further criminal activity. On the other-hand, whilst Venables also received his GSCEs according to Harris and Bright (2001), the deviant title had less of an effect with the offender proceeding to commit other crimes. Venables was imprisoned in 2008 for drug possession according to Khomami (2017) and later imprisoned again in 2010 for downloading images of child abuse. This may suggest that the ‘deviant’ title lead to a ‘self-fulfilling prophecy’ as highlighted by Sjostrom (2017). 
In conclusion, King and Wincup (2008) suggest that knowledge into criminological theories in a modern-day context is vital for society’s understanding of crime. Crime is a complex phenomenon, and in order to categorise theories, they have been divided into biological and sociological. One under the assertion of genetics presenting a basis for the development of a criminal mentality, the other based on sociological ideals, and how a normative society should live, as suggested by SCCJR (2014). Salthe (1996) outlines Lombroso’s theory, claiming that the theory looked at different physical attributes to criminals in comparison to those that haven’t committed crimes, citing their ‘big noses’, ‘bloodshot eyes’, and sloping foreheads. Bolland and Atherton (2002) states that this ideal is extremely outdated as facial features can vary amongst criminals, but suggests that a primal urge to commit crimes is highly likely. Taylor, Walton, and Young (1973) cite Lombroso’s later work, which includes the suggestion that there may be a ‘mental defect’ in the persons committing crimes, leading to criminal intent being a born, innate trait. Gross (2015) outlines ASPD as a cause for certain criminal behaviour supporting the ‘born to commit crime’ mentality. Bell (2016) uses the example of Daniel Bartlam a fourteen year old boy convicted for murdering his mother using a claw hammer, the murder was planned meticulously and Bartlam attempted to dispose of the body and evidence with fuel and fire as a person born with the ASPD, further strengthening this theory. Wu and Zhang (2016) explain that there also may be the modern support of Lombroso’s theory adding a new theory of the golden ratio for criminal facial features.  Sjostrom (2017) highlights the labelling theory as another criminological idea that could explain reoffending. Examining the different life choice Thompson and Venables after their release, showing that one went on to commit crimes whilst the other seems rehabilitated. This could suggest labelling Thompson as a deviant was effective. 
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