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	Explain the main historical theories of crime and apply one to a modern day context




Throughout the paper, the research that will be conducted will be covering what the labeling theory is and four sociologists in depth which believe in the same theory but have different in concepts. The four sociologist that will be examined within this paper are Frank Tannenbaum, Edwin Lemert, Howard Becker and Aaron Cicourel. Following the examination of these, the paper will summarize the James Bulger case, how the labelling theory can be linked to it and conclude whether the labeling theory works against it.
Years of criminology exploring the types of people that become criminals, there was not enough attention on the range of social control responses, including the law, police, media and public reactions which help causes a structure for crimes to take place.
Labelling theory is structured on how society responds to crime and deviance, the theory suggests it is not based on the crime they’ve committed but the reaction from society, in other words the theory suggests that the behavior of an individual is not what makes the person deviant or not but the way society reacts (Plummer,2020).
When the theory was introduced it explored on what happens to criminals when labelled and suggests a rise in crime could occur by giving sanctions. Putting offenders into prison may make them commit more crimes inside and out, for instance, if a young offender is arrested and imprisoned for a petty crime, they will be labelled by society at a young age and may end up following a criminal career as there is large possibility they will always be judged on what they have done(Bernburg, 2009 p.1-2).

The way society responds to crime has been around since the twentieth century and is believed to be introduced by Frank Tannenbaum, a criminologist who was around in the 1890-1969’s , he was well known for his concept of the Dramatization of evil in his study of Crime and the community (Barmarki, 2017 p.1)
Tannenbaum argued that an act which was defined as evil was transformed into a completely different definition of the actor is evil, he then explains that there is a three-stage process on how this is done. Firstly, the individual takes part in certain activities which are not seen as normal regard society behavior (Gay, 2000 p.1-2) an example of this could be smoking marijuana. 
The second process is when he is defined as evil rather than the act, and every act or activity he takes part in seems suspicious to the members of society (Gay, 2000 p.1-2).
The final stage is when the individual realizes that there has been a change in his self-concept, meaning he notices the reactions that society reflects upon him and they class him as a ‘low life druggy’ ().  
The individual who is the ‘odd one out’ now has a classified label and realizes that other members of the society do not have the same label as him, this creates a major role in the individual becoming a criminal, as he essentially lives in his own bubble and only associates with others like himself. From this information it is believed once labelling has occurred, it changes their behavior based on how others have treated him (Franzese,).
The link between Frank Tannenbaum and labelling theory is based on the self-concept and his concern for long term effects on labeling.

Edwin Lemert’s introduced two more concepts within the labelling theory which are the types of deviance, firstly primary deviance is the act itself whilst secondary deviance relates to the psychological reorganization that the individual experience whilst being caught committing a crime and labeled as deviant, therefore once the label of a person is attached to them, they will find it very difficult to escape it and may then decide to identify themselves to the deviant role (Knutsson, 1978.  p11-12). 
In other words, they may as well do it if the label fits.
Regarding the statement above, deviant behavior is believed to be created within society by control agencies such as the Government for the interest of dominant groups.
Lemert believes that the regular approach to reviewing deviance is reversed, explaining that with older sociology deviance would lead to social control, but whilst studying he found that it was potential that social control leads to deviance in modern society (Hagan, 2011 p178).
Cullen and Agnew gave an example of this regarding a sexual assault on woman, in the past rape was defined as someone being physically injured by a stranger and labelled real rape, the women’s right group did not see this as acceptable so they challenged the criminal justice system so that rape was more broad and included date rape or sexual assaults within an intimate relationship, therefore a male or female could rape their spouse(Hagan, 2011 p179).
The next sociologist that is going to be analyses is Howard Becker was born 18th April 1928 in Chicago, U.S. A well-known American sociologist for his studies of deviance, education, occupations and art. Although Becker was well known from all his studies, the Labelling theory was his most influential credit within his book ‘outsiders’.
In his book, he explains that within society, numerous social groups are formed and within these groups they make rules, occasionally they will try and enforce them as social rules determine which types of behaviors are acceptable and which are deemed as unacceptable(Becker 1963)
When a member of the group disobeys the rules, they are viewed as a ‘special kind of person’ and untrustworthy therefore should not be trusted to live among the rest of the group and is labelled as an ‘outsider’. Although the person may be labelled as an outsider, the individual may not agree with the rule and disregard it therefore argues that he should not be judged and those who judge him are not legitimately entitled to do so.  
Though many members of society deem the individual's behavior as unacceptable, others may view it from a different point of view by the following statemen made by Becker (1963)

“The rule breaker may feel his judges are outsiders”

The statement suggests that the individual who is classed an outsider reevaluates whether they are the outsider because he does not redeem the rule as acceptable, making the other members of the group seem incompetent to make such rule as they do not understand why he ‘broke the rule’. (Becker 1963)
An example of this could be someone with a drinking problem, though these people may ask for help to defeat their addiction, they are instantly labelled as an alcoholic and within society people tend to have an imagine of an alcoholics in mind, which is usually male, sat in the kitchen with a bottle of whisky whilst holding their head in their hands. 
Although in reality, anyone regardless of their gender or age can be an alcoholic or have a drink problem, and not necessarily see it as an issue as they are not hurting anyone.  The ‘outsider’ may have experienced a trauma at some point in their life that causes psychological factors, such as depression and anxiety(Valentish, 2018). 


A woman who may have been raped as a child turns to alcohol, as a way to reclaim her body therefore why should she be labeled? 
This is when the outsider will deem society as the outsiders as they do not understand the reason, they break the rules
From Tannenbaum, Beckers and Lemert’s theories Aaron Cicourel developed the labelling theory idea even further with his study of Power and the Negotiation of justice, there were two main stages. 
Stage one, the police will interpret the persons behavior, this can be influence on the way the police stereotype, but more towards their behavior. For example students during freshers week may be being too loud on their way home disturbing people who live in their community, if an officer explains they are causing distribution and they are polite and apologize, they are more than likely to let them go home without any arrests, but if a middle class resident is drunk and disorderly in an area and is not polite they may arrest him(Marcinkowska, 2018).
Stage two is when an arrest or report is made, officer will interpret whether the offender is a typical juvenile, it is believed to be based on factors such as social class and ethnicity on how the offence is dealt with. Those who are usually labelled as ‘delinquent’ usually are middle class(Brisbane,
Each stage the individual's behavior has a major effect on how they are going to deal with case, again if they are apologetic and polite, they are most likely not to take further action.
If the individual is arrested, and parents came to speak to the officers and apologize and can guarantee this will not happen again, they may not be charged (Brisbane, N/a).
Circoucel then explains what he witnessed when studying on how police and juvenile officers handle delinquents in California, the officer's stereotypes are based on young, black, working class males as these tend to be the ones that get arrested. But when dealing with young, white middle class individuals, especially females as the officers are seen to be influenced on how the they negotiate and talks themselves out of being arrested (Slattery,2003).
Moving on from the understanding of labelling theory itself, a case involving two young boys who murderer a toddler and the reaction of society and how they labelled them from a young age suggests their behavior today.
Rober Thompson and Jon Venables, two ten-year-old boys abducted and murdered a two-year-old boy, James Bulger. Bulger disappeared in Bottle’s strand shopping center CCTV later shown James being led away by one the boys, it became the infamous picture during the case. Thompson and Venables led Bulger from the shopping center to a railway track around 3 miles away from Walton. 
When they arrived, it was believed that the boys threw paint into Bulgers face and ended up in his eye, they kicked him, threw stones and had beaten him bricks, and hit him with an iron bar.
  The boys tried to make the murder an accident by grabbing Bulger body and putting it across the track, with rubble over his head so that the train would hit him, and his body would disappear therefore it would not look suspicious(Roberts, 2014)
His mutilated body was found two days later on a railway line, forensics tried to determine the actual cause of death but could not come to a decision due to the amount of injuries, but they do believe that James was dead before going being placed on the track. Dr Willaims, the pathologist dealing with the case also believed that the two boys sexually assaulted Bulger, due to him being found naked from the waist down (Foster, 1993).



According to Young  the outcome of the verdict found the boys guilty, Lord Justice Morland recommended that the two boys were detained at Her Majesty’s pleasure. Her Majesty’s Pleasure is equivalent to a life sentence if aged 18 or over, due to them committing a horrific offence under the age of 18 they are will never receive life as such therefore they will be released when they are deemed ‘safe’(Cambridge Dictionary, 2020).
 Lord Chief Justice Taylor at the time recommended that Thompson and Venables should have a 10-year sentence, though this was never adjusted. As society disapproved on the amount of time the boys had, the Home Secretary Michael Howard was handed a petition of 270,000 signatures to increase ‘life sentences’ to ‘the rest of their lives’, as life was a 25 year sentence which meant even with a sentence the boys could still live a good life after being imprisoned. The sun newspaper had played a part in attempting to increase the sentence by handing the home office over 21,000 coupons from readers demanding a ‘whole life sentence’. Howard went ahead and attempted to increase the minimum sentence but was overruled by the House of Lords (Siddique, 2010).
Throughout the whole trial the boys were labelled many things by the media such as ‘freaks of nature’ headlined by the Daily Mirror, ‘Bastards’ by the Daily Star, and ‘beasts(devils)’ by the Sun. These labels were just from the media’s side without the input of politicians and the public, as it was one of the worse child crime cases they had ever come across, politicians labelled them as ‘Nasty, Hooligans, Worthless and Evil(Hill,2013). 
During the transportation of the two boys to a secure accommodation the vehicle was attacked with stone and bottles, and members of the public shouted that they should be hung and killed (Foster,1993). According to Foster (1993) the boys were being led away from their verdict and sentencing, James's uncle, Ray Matthews shouted 
 ‘How do you feel now you little bastards’ 
Which the Daily star published and headlined, Matthews had also made a threat towards the boys on live tv, during an interview on Good Morning stating that ‘We’ll be fucking waiting’ for Thompson and Venables to be released(Foster,1993).
There had thought to have been some psychological effects on Venables, as he believed he could smell a baby on his item of clothes that he wore on trial, and would ask his parents if it was likely James could be in the courtroom.  David Smith, a journalists discovered that Thompson would ask the police if James had been taken to hospital, and in his words ‘to get him alive again’(Lusher, 2018). This suggested whether he knew what he actual had done or not.
Despite what Thompson and Venables had done, they were only children at the time and the Children’s commissioner for England at the time believes they were too young to have faced trial, another commissioner who was appointed in 2009 Maggie Atkinson,  also agreed with the statement and explained on how the boys should not have been trialed for murder, as they were too young to understand the consequences. Atkinson believed that the age the of criminal responsibility should have been increased to 12, but Ministry of Justice disagreed and explained that by the time they are 10 years old they do understand the difference between bad, good and wrongdoing behavior(Batty, 2010)





In 2001, Thompson and Venables were released on license when they had turned 18.
Since then Venables has been arrested twice for offences relating to child pornography and given a two-year sentence in 2010 due to pleading guilty, he was again released in 2013.
Back in 2018, at 35 years of age he was again convicted for 40 months for the indecent images of children, particularly on male toddlers, he also downloaded a manual on how to become a pedophile. 
On the other hand, Thompson is believed to have made a new life. (Butterworth, 2020)


With the information on how they changed themselves whether it was for good or bad, it can be related to the labelling theory due to the men had being labelled at such a young age for a crime they committed whether they understood or not.
Going back to Tannenbaum thesis on dramatization of evil and the three-stage process of it, suggests that Thompson and Venables took part in a murder which is not accept by society, the second stage experienced society saw the boys as evil and not the murder itself. The third stage is where they notice how media, police, politicians and the member of public viewed them and their self-concept had changed, though unlike Thompson that had changed and did not let his label defeat him in having a new change at life, Venables fell back into the criminal justice system, this could be due to accepting his label and stuck with what he was doing, it's not quite known why he did this. 
Overall, they decided to change their behavior on how society reacted towards them. Therefore moving onto Lemert’s concept of primary and secondary deviance, it very similar to the stages of dramatization of evil,  Thompson and Venable went through the first stage as it’s the murder they committed, though only Venable went through to the second stage of deviance as he adapted his mental state on how society saw him and clearly found it difficult to get out of, hence why he keeps being convicted on other crime. they were label as nasty evil so took the deviant role. Thompson managed to pull himself out of how society saw him and had accepted what he done at a young age and did not want to conform to that again based on a label.  One theory of why Venable keeps committing a crime could be due to fear, as James uncle wanted him dead. 
Beckers concept of being outsiders, is only slightly shown within the case, this is due to not knowing why Thompsons and Venables decided to murder James even after 26 years. There was no motive behind it, and they had their identities hidden when they had been released therefore it’s a complex concept to link to, from the view point of Thompson he seems to have accepted what he did and has now learnt to stick to the ‘rules’ of society by living a normal life. Whilst in Venables case, he stuck at being deviant, and suggest he will always be classed as an outsider whether people knew his real identity or not based on past.
It suggests the labelling theory can be link to cases, although at times it can be complex as not enough information about the individuals background is there, therefore it’s difficult to determine whether society has a significant impact on individuals to make them change their behavior
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