 



Back in 2002, David Garland was to argue that the science of criminology made an appearance around one hundred and thirty years ago and was only made an independent subject about sixty or seventy years ago. The birth of criminology was to begin with what is now referred to as the classical school/ classical criminology. Garland goes on to argue that the appearance of criminology was a product of two projects. The first being what is known as the ‘governmental project’ – this effectively means that classical criminology and its concerns are with the administration of criminal justice. The second being known as the ‘Lombrosian project’ – which was concerned with the identifying of the major differences between non- offenders and offenders. How can criminals be born, when the neurological functions of the humans are basically non – existent. In my belief, we are made this way through society. Our genetic make – up may have a little role in our ideas and behaviour as we grow but given the right influences and encouragement, we can shape our minds and grow.
The nature v nurture debate can be enduring and over simplified. In simple terms, this works around the idea or origins of the individual human and their behaviour/ personality.
According to two psychologists, Neil Carlson of university of Massachusetts and William Buskist of Auburn university the biological, innateness and heredity within the brain would be best placed on the nature side of things. Whereas things like society, learning, culture and the environment would be the nurture side of things. Not one of us would question these groups of items to see if they actually form a true representation or are they opposed or entirely different. Most of our modern – day psychologists believe the nature v nurture debate a thing of the past. There are a lot of behaviours, talents and personality traits which are now said to be a product of both types of factors. There are many ways in which crime is committed, it could be genetic, biological, or even things like social media could cause a form of crime.
Theories of crime tend to suggest that only root or basic cause of deviance can lie with our primitive instinctive drives and internal psychodynamic struggles. Social and behavioural theories would instead state that deviance and crime are a learned response. The renowned sociological theory of differential association was the work of Edwin Sutherland (1883 – 1950). He went on to say that behaviour, such as crime is a mere social product, which is a result of lots of different patterns of learning and interactions in intimate personal groups and their surroundings. Sutherland also went on to say that this type of behaviour is not inherited.
Cesare Lombroso was known as the father of modern criminology; his work is now mostly discredited. One of his more famous pieces of work, ‘The Criminal Man’ was published in 1876, then in the early 1900s was translated into English alongside the Female Offender in 1895. Lombroso’s work started with autopsies, which were carried out on male criminals, but his main work was carried out on living respondents. He saw these criminals as throwbacks to a primitive stage of the development of humans as a whole. He also thought the criminal to be a separate species with varying physical and mental characteristics which set them apart from all other humans. These were things like the size and shape of the persons head, larger than normal ears, a chin that was more prominent than others, dark skin and hair and also people who were left-handed just to name a few.
We then see the likes of William Sheldon (1942) who stated that there were three types of criminals. Ectomorphs who can be thoughtful and artistic with a high forehead who are also introvert and private to name a few of the characteristics. Sheldon’s second type would have been endomorphs, who can be outgoing and laid back, funny and also a loving person. And thirdly there were the mesomorphs who he said are to be adventurous, assertive can also be curious, obnoxious and aggressive with it too.
During the years 1632 to 1704, the English philosopher and physician John Loke was to say that at birth the mind is a blank state or taula rasa. He maintained and also believed that everyone is born without innate ideas and that any knowledge that we gain can be determined by our experiences in life. This concept was known as empiricism.
John Broadus Watson (1878 – 1958) was an American psychologist who made the scientific theory of behaviourism rather popular. Watson is remembered mostly for his research on the process known as conditioning. John was said to say that psychology would firstly a scientific observable behaviour. His first experiment was known as the Little Albert experiment where he found that you could condition children/ adults to fear a neutral stimulus. This fear could also reveal that fear in itself can be found in other similar objects. Watson then went on to say that if someone gave him so many healthy young children who were well- formed that he should be able to give you the adult that you require. This example being that a parent wished for their child to become a doctor, then he would be able to condition your child into being a doctor.
Albert Bandura was another psychologist who would use children to do experiments with. One experiment in particular was where adults would be seen by children as being violent to a Bobo doll. Once this had been seen by the children, they were placed into different groups. The children who had seen the adults behaving aggressively would continue in the same as the adults had done. The remaining children who had witnessed the adults being kind and caring towards the Bobo doll would or should have copied them. Children tend to learn through observation, so therefore you could argue that criminals are made and not born.
People are conditioned into a way of learning; this is known by the name association and was first discovered by the Russian Ivan Pavlov. Pavlov discovered that two small stimuli which are linked together will produce a learned response within people and also certain animals too like the domesticated dog. John Watson proposed that Pavlov’s process could be known as classical conditioning. This went on to explain most aspects of the human psychology. What is known as classical conditioning was originally founded in the 1920s by Watson and Rayner, these were the first psychologists who applied these principles to the conditioning of the human behaviour. 
In conclusion to this you could say that each psychologist prefers to take or use different theories or methods. By today’s standards these methods or experiments would be known as rather unethical, but without these psychologists and their use of experiments how would we know the behaviour of the human brain and how it interacts and works with what we see and do. There is no possible right or wrong answer to these questions and they may be debated for years to come. In my opinion I think the criminal is made and not born.
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