Functionalism

Durkheim
C&D free society contradiction. Crime inevitable as not every member can be equally committed to VC

· Up to a certain point not only normal but integral part of healthy societies ‘social fact’
· Moves from functional to dysfunctional when level of crime too high: threatening social order & causing anomie, or too low to prevent social change = crime by-product of equilibrium

· VC only moderate = don’t crush originality of criminal or genius

Functions

2 main functions: adaptive & boundary maintenance e.g. degradation ceremonies, safety valve, warning to identify emerging social problems, social solidarity in aftermath

Evaluation

· Suggesting functions =/= explanation unless take social Darwinism ( New Right policies

· Relies on assumption C&D seen + ignores who makes the law & benefits
· New Right – concerned w/ society slipping into anomic state

· Hirschi – crime occurs when attachment to society is weakened (Gesellschaft)

Strain theory

Merton – 30s dev Durkheim’s concept of anomie to refer to strain of norms vs. social reality
· MS monetary gain + states anybody can make it to the top. Those who don’t succeed feel condemned. Great pressure to achieve by any means
· Majority of indivds share these goals but lack equal access & emphasis of institutionalised means due to social structure = anomie felt most by WC (strata & edu link) = pressure to deviate from VC for alt route to success (Parsons goal attainment emphasising func)

· Addresses problem RR points out that state wealth increases crime – RD (LR)
Adaptations

Lack of reaching dream coped by different means both legal & not. Some give up on goal & others make up their own. Merton identifies 5 responses to strain to anomie in US society
Conformity – response of majority who conform despite strain of anomie
Innovation – accept goal but reject normative means, often due to access to legit means. Some turn to crime, others use alt routes. Pressure strongest in WC

Ritualism – lose sight of goal/give up. Continue to obey law & stuck in rut, may seek impossible means

Retreatism – lose sight of goal & means as unable to achieve success. Drop out of mainstream society

Rebellion – reject goals & normative means. Substitutes w/ own often at odds w/ MS
· Material mentality alive in US through socialisation affecting all other institutions e.g. school prep for labour (Willis) at expense of other values. Free market capitalism w/ little spent of welfare is recipe for crime
· Salvesberg – since collapse of communist been rise in crime due to collectivist values of communism replaced by individualistic goals of capitalism

Evaluation

· Ignores power & social class issues – giant fruit machine analogy ‘only some are rewarded but no one asks who put it there in the first place’
· Early attempt to explain C&D in terms of culture & social structure against bio & psych v. In particular offered explanation for WC crime. Despite any weaknesses provided spur for dev

· Why do some people but not others in same situations adopt diff adaptations?

· Focuses on indiv not group yet many crimes are collective – can’t be explained by strain theory

· Many more goals than just economic + C&D not always motivated by eco/instrumental goals

Subcultural theory

· Roots in Chicago school which identified a zoning process in the city whereby groups of similar cultural background occupied same neighbourhood
Status frustration

Cohen - agreed w/ Merton MS value of success = problems for WC males in edu. Dev subcultural theory to answer questions strain theory failed to provide of collective & non-util crime

Status frustration

· Defined failures by wider society & denied status, WC experience status frustration. Solved by subculture w/ own norms turning MS ones upside down ‘countercultures’ (Merton rebellion)

· C&D valued + means to solve problem of status frustration where they can gain prestige
Non-utilitarian crime

· Alt set of values can compete for status among peers e.g. Patrick + provide means of hitting back at society w/ non-util crime e.g. Willis. Therefore not distinct diff in seeking status

· Acting in terms of deviant subculture, young WC not only gain respect but hit back at a society denied them the opportunity to succeed & branded them as failures

Evaluation

· Explains both class & ethnic crime w/o becoming Marxist ‘good rebellions’

· Intepretivists question idea of shared VC
· Heidensohn - ‘malestream’ demonstrated by Patrick
Opportunity structures

Cloward and Ohlin – linked Merton’s anomie from legit opportunity structures closed to WC young males but response varies depending on illegit opportunity structures that encourage diff subcultures. Those most at risk are those who internalised MC values. Found higher increase where such goals can’t be obtained:

Criminal – dev areas of est. stable WC community & illegit opportunity structures ‘learning envi’. Role models, opportunity to climb hierarchy + mostly util crime

Conflict – dev where criminal subculture absent. Young males turn frustration at failure in both legit & illegit opportunity structures into violence giving them opportunity to gain status & respect from fellow gang members e.g. Patrick

Retreatist – failed other 2. ‘Double failures’ form retreatist subcultures based on drugs & petty crime

Evaluation

· Func assumptions of MS values, reality is they shape their expectations

· Does show WC crime not all material util – but what about MC crime?
· Box off subcultures & ignore overlap e.g. conflict often involve drugs & make large money

Lower-class subculture

Miller

· Distinct lower-class subcultural values creating milieu of gang delinquency across gens

· Marketisation decline for unskilled labour + rising inequality made lower-class subculture offered way of living w/ situation & find satisfaction outside of work

· Crime is extension of WC values that are distinct from MS + no VC

· Focal concerns exaggerated by lower-class young due to desire for status & acting out = crime 

· Murray – didn’t accept underclass share same values as MS. Responsible for high proportion of crime & explain criminality in terms of rejecting MS values largely attributing dev of their values to generosity of welfare states (lumpenprol + New Right)

Evaluation

· Gives a flawed isolated image of indivs as v. separate from mainstream

Matza ‘Delinquency and drift’
Subcultural theory by definition suggest existence of distinct values that determine behaviour. Func as too deterministic + indivs as prisoners of soc structure acting out predetermined roles w/ no FW + over-prediction. Delinquents same as MS in values & display remorse + similar feelings of outrage about crime as majority

Subterranean values

· Dual value system – socialised conventional values but underneath coexist subterranean values held under control but occasionally affect our behaviour

· Delinquent behaviour more directed by subterranean values in inappropriate situations
Evaluation

· Downes – east end teens no support for Cohen or opportunity structure but lack of satiation from work led them to stress ‘leisure vales’, v. similar to subterranean

Techniques of neutralisation

Delinquents feel guilty suggesting commitment to VC. Resolve contradiction of conventional values & deviant behaviour w/ techniques of neutralisation to justify exception:

Denial of responsibility – delinquent not responsible for own actions e.g. poor neighbourhood

Denial of injury – nobody was hurt e.g. Robin hood

Denial of the victim – the person wasn’t a victim but deserved punishment

Condemning the condemners – those who condemn the delinquents are themselves wrongdoers

Appeal to higher loyalties – justified by MS values of family/friend duties etc.

Evaluation

· Marx uses these for proletariat crime

· Cohen – neutralisation doesn’t indicate commitment to conventional norms & values rather public justification & excuse e.g. Nuremburg trial

Drifting into delinquency

Uses drift to explain relationship between conventional & subterranean values + why young boys appear to go through periods of deviance

· Deviance not commitment to ‘deviant values’ or distinct determ subcultures instead drift in/out

· Young in limbo of transition from norms that govern childhood to adulthood feel lack of control & ‘normative confusion’ where societal bonds loosened = more likely to give-in to subterranean values + represent an attempt to demonstrate & exercise control
· Acts causal & intermittent not way of life. Easy to give up w/ age where greater responsibilities loosen influence of subterranean values & conventional stronger influence
Evaluation

· No longer seen as passive prisoners of social systems

· Seeking to remedy over-prediction may have gone too far opposite

· Pic of drifting in & out w/ little commitment doesn’t fit organised gangs or ‘master status’
· Doesn’t explain primarily male phenomenon

Marxism

Classical

Made little reference beyond law creation as a whole, but has been applied by number of followers

· ‘Crimeogenic’ - inevitable rational response to extremes of class inequality in capitalism – WC passive victims ‘Robin hood mentality’ of acting to alter society
· Capitalist values: greed & means justifies end encourages aggression & alienation (Merton)
· C&D seen as WC problem justifying strong policing (Hall). Attention diverted from misdeeds of the bourgeoisie. MC crime underestimated, under policed & under punished (OS criticism)
· Pearce – ‘crimes of the mighty’ e.g. MP expenses

Evaluation

· WC crime more expressive lumpenproletariat not conscious instrumental revolutionary action

· Passive & beyond control? Techniques of neutralisation

· Communist countries still have huge crime problem (not quite communism)
· Smith + Tocqueville - capitalism promotes public solidarity & civilization
Law

· Althusser - ideological state apparatus which functions in their interests to maintain & legitimise class inequality e.g. private property laws keep capitalism safe

· Box – ruling class power to prevent laws not in their interest ensuring their activities not defined as criminal. Use law to criminalise, demoralise & eliminate problem pop, 1 eye blind

· Power imbalance not restricted to creation of laws but also breaking

· Ruling class impose hegemony persuading WC law for their benefit & MC crime not discussed. Most adults buy into it but young no commitment, therefore weakest point
· Selective - certain groups criminalised by the system through systematic bias in favour of ruling class even though WC crime drop on the ocean compared to MC

· Chambliss – Seattle ruling class integral part criminal world & corruption endemic of capitalism

· Laws that protect WC are symbolic to maintain loyalty & acceptance of class system + those that protect all not equal benefiting ruling class most & only types of crime & criminals defined

· Rare when MC prosecuted it’s to maintain myth of equality & min amount + negotiate law
Evaluation

· Are WC rights really just to keep them satisfied or is capitalism not as pure as once was?

· Explains all social groups which many, especially subcultural fail to do – too general
Radical Criminology

Turning point in 70s. Emerged out of dissatisfaction w/ trad throwing baby out w/ bath water. It was a synthesis of Marxist deliberate political choice w/ labelling. Focuses on process by which state defines criminals & thereby criminalising oppressed & disadvantaged 
Ambition of radical criminology evident in ‘New Criminology’ by Taylor, Walton & Young. Outline a model which they term a ‘fully social theory of deviance’
1. Wider origins – Marx – exploitative capitalism & it’s class system
2. Immediate origins – social context - for gain, fun, revenge?

3. Act itself – why that particular act & what it means to the perp

4. Immediate societal reaction – immediate response of police, family & mass media e.g. Hindley

5. Wider origins of reaction – law creation 

6. Outcome of societal reaction on further action – effects of labelling
7. Nature of deviant act as a whole – combines above 7 to ‘fully social theory of deviance’
Evaluation
· Still ignores gender
· Lea & Young – trivialise & underplay reality of crime. Moral panics & media amplification did occur, crime has risen w/ serious consequences
Mugging

Hall ‘Policing the crisis’ - closest approximation to ‘fully social theory of deviance’ in 70s of moral panic over mugging influenced by Gramsci’s ‘hegemony’ & used New Criminology to explain
· AC migrants disadvantaged ( homeless & adopting ‘mugging solution’ as survival strategy

· Media & state central in ‘orchestrating public opinion’ creating moral panic, yet neither new nor growing at alarming rate, in fact ½ since 60s. Diverted attention from serious eco problems

· 70s eco crisis & time of unrest = authority of state challenged. State responded by mounting law & order campaign. Stability of society threatened – black mugger symbolised threat to social order + divided WC racially, weakening challenge to state. ‘Need’ to stop mugging justified state increasing powers

· Responding to perceived threat, police targeted AC youth. Increase in stop & search, which many saw as unjust responded abusively, further justifying policing = deviancy amplification & black communities alienated

Evaluation
· The black crime wave was real not a myth (hard to separate)

· Brave but unsuccessful attempt to provide fully social theory of deviance. Failed to demonstrate societal reaction caused by crisis of capitalism
Interactionism
60s evolved from social structures controlling behaviour; in place are phenomenological micro-level interaction situations, where people act in terms of meanings & definitions of situation not react. They reject ideas of any behaviour as inherently deviant

In relation to crime challenged func assumptions:

1. What constitutes C&D – instead emphasise social construction & analyse interpretation

2. They reject ideas of any behaviour or group as inherently deviant - instead look at process of interaction & question why certain indivs more likely to be defined as deviant

3. Search for cause is fruitless - more interesting is way agencies of social control respond to diff indivs & the effect of that response on future actions

Labelling theory

Becker – deviance not intrinsic quality but a consequence of application by others of rules to an ‘offender’. Becker represents the move away from cause to process & consequence of labelling

· Society creates the rules – deviant behaviour not intrinsically distinct e.g. heroin vs. nurse injection. It’s all relative

· Acts labelled as deviant tend to be committed by certain types of people: young, male, unemployed & EM & police act accordingly due to perceptions held by police of ‘typical criminal’ where activities of young WC/EM seen as suspicious

· Cicourel – both police & juvie officers in CA held similar pic of ‘typical delinquent’ – broken home, bad attitudes towards authority, school performance, EM & WC. As result more likely to be arrested & sent to juvie officers vs. MC arrested & counselled/cautioned/released (Marx). Justice is negotiable & in process created characteristics of OS (similar to Atkinson)
Evaluation

· Deviant group policing cause or effect?

· Search for origins fruitless: doesn’t explain majority if crime + why certain groups labelled

· Who makes the rules?
· ‘White MC liberals who get their kicks for a titillated attraction to the underdog’s exotic difference. Their sympathies result in no more than mild criticism of the agents of social control. Their bland liberalism prevents a radical critique of the structure of social inequality’

Primary and secondary deviance

Lemert – made distinction between primary: deviancy not publically labelled as deviant w/ little effect & secondary: deviancy publically labelled when behaviour is not normalised & is adopted

· Reaction of society inc. media marking them out has dramatic effect on status & identity w/ chance of becoming ‘master status’. Rejected by society embark on deviant career
· Public labelling may result in self-fulfilling prophecy w/ more deviancy + accepts label
· Young – weed smokers in 60s illustrated this process. Move from primary to secondary deviance served to widen diffs between hippies & conventional society. Drug taking went from minor activity to symbol of their difference & defiance creating subculture: labelled outsiders ( accepted label ( hard to re-enter MS society
Evaluation

· Stratification crime is a cause not an effect – they steal for deprivation not label

· Other factors involved in increase of crime e.g. associations, not just label

· Same as many other theorists in ‘powerless’ deviant

· Implies social construction of deviancy. If labelling didn’t exist neither would crime

· How can it become master status if WC/EM etc. still highly important for identification?
· Illustrates Matza’s view that deviants viewed as distinct & unable to enter MS

· Doesn’t explain initiation, ignores power of the groups labelling e.g. Notting Hill police
· Realists reassess wider structure within which labelling and criminalising takes place + focus on criminal at expense of victim

· Plummer – offers defence: power not ignored & never set out to be universal or as high profile
Deviancy amplification

Cohen - Mass media represented 64 seaside Mods & Rockers disturbances as confrontation between rival gangs ‘hell bent on destruction’ – however, serious violence minimal + most young people who went to view didn’t identify with either

Deviancy amplification spiral

· Led to moral panic that set in motion a deviancy amplification spiral

· Media distorted events ( police became sensitised ( more arrests, media reporting deviance + young identified themselves more
· Further disturbances followed on subsequent holidays attracting more police attention, arrests, increased media interest & young people reacting to what they saw as unjustified treatment

Evaluation

· Evidence that societal reaction can amplify deviancy & can reach moral panic

· Young – implies crime constructed by media. Accepts exaggeration but doesn’t create it. Reality of crime & suffering produces must be taken seriously not reduced to media construction
Moral Panics

· Reaction of media created moral panic. Mods & Rockers singled out as folk devils whose behaviour constituted threat to social order

· 60s decade of widespread social change where cherished norms were challenged – Mods & Rockers served as symbols of what was wrong w/ society

· Young still folk devils in 70s & 80s. More recently moral panics focused on threats of childhood

· Young – ‘urban delinquent gang sensationalised to absurdity by tabloids and by documentary makers hell-bent on suggesting Brain’s fair streets are being over run w/ feral gangs’
· In reality, youth gangs hand to define & not that criminal (Patrick). Distinct differences between young involved in deviancy, being integrated into MS, more educated vs. youth gang more instrumental than expressive, unstable family & associated w/ older criminal groups (opportunity structures)
Media’s reaction to deviance leads to deviancy amplification spiral, a moral panic & more authoritarian forms of control based on selective media portrayal w/ real/perceived increase ( change publics definition of crime w/ their selective knowledge

Evaluation

· Too simplistic, instead used concept of reflexivity. Many don’t respond w/ panic + deviant groups use media to actively shock. In a PM world this is a search for identity
Realism

New approaches reaction to shortcomings of previous explanations & reflection of change academic / political priorities. In 80s & 90s increased concern about law & order + growing awareness if high levels of unreported victimisation ( LR & RR. Both see crime as major problem, especially for victims

Right realism

Right realist approach

· Committed to pragmatic, policy-orientated research vs. soc problem that needs understanding

· Draw on liberty, choice & responsibility + func ideas of social order
· Wilson & Hernstein ‘Thinking about crime’ – US new righters & policy advisor to Reagan & 1 of earliest to question predominant liberal analyses of law & order. Claimed crime resulted from selfish & wicked people + CJS gone soft on criminal advocating strengthening of penalties. By 90s USA highest rate of imprisonment

Poverty, unemployment and crime

· RR question view that poverty is responsible for rising crime rate

· Wilson – prosperity goes hand in hand w/ rising crime, evidence from 60s where programmes implemented & crime rose at higher levels & rate since 30s

· Lack of correlation w/ unemployment & crime turn to cultural explanation of ‘family values’

Explaining rising crime

Wilson – crime disproportionately committed by young men in large cities. Explained ‘temp aggressiveness’ by both bio & social factors

Biological

· Increase of young men in population therefore likely to increase crime rate from bio perspective
· Murray – AC inherently lower intelligent & therefore fail in edu
Social

· Discipline inside & outside home encourages indivs to learn & follow society’s norms & values

· Lack of communitarianism + decline in authority respect in communities characterised by anomie & cultural disorganisation (func influence) = societal fragmentation

· Changes in liberal values & family undermine external & internalised social control – role of women, disappearing father & cohabitation weakened moral fabric of society & demo that values/commitment not fixed, morals are negotiable

· Sees growth of culture which emphasises immediate gratification, low impulse control & self-expression aspects of culture that produce less effective learning envi for young men & reduced restraints on their behavioural – less likely to conform & more likely to deviate

· Society becoming

Evaluation

· Racism and gang conflicts can result from integrated communities
· Accept crime is real problem but ignore social construction of crime & OS

· Argue eco growth hand in hand w/ rising crime since 60s. However, doesn’t mean social inequality ceases to be important. The gap + relative dep keep increasing

· Not only other types of crime inc. MC crime more threat to social order but nothing ‘real’ about criminalising WC street crime on dodgy OS

· Postmodernism argue liberal attitudes not of importance to crime
Control theory

RR argue indivs more likely to commit crime when social constraints on behaviour weakened. Control theory mainly concerned w/ identifying factors which prevents indivs from deviating originating in Durkheim’s collective consciousness
Hirschi
· None immune from temptations of crime (Matza)

· What stops most are strong social bonds: attachment, commitment, involvement & belief

· Stronger attachment to key social institutions, dev commitments to those involved, which in turn fosters involvement & encourages belief in conforming to rules (func VC)

· Therefore too much to lose (hegemony of young)

· Support from large scale study w/ social bonds more influence than eco factors 
· Drawing on range of studies, put forward general theory of crime. Argues that primary distinguishing feature of offenders is lack of self-control. This in turn stems from poor primary & secondary socialisation

Etzioni 
· In the past WC communities policed themselves – broken down w/ underclass

· Solution is sense of community through neighbourhood watch scheme + restorative justice based on community that keeps crime low in Japan/rural (gesellschaft & Durkheim on anomie)

Underclass and social control

Murray – underclass is emerging in West of ‘lumpenproletariat’ w/ birth out of wedlock leading indicator. Lead to lone parents creating ‘breeding ground’ for underclass
Inadequate socialisation

· Many of these young men grown up w/o male role model

· Within female lone parent dependent on welfare, disciplines of MS break down

· Work must become centre of life for young men & learn disciplines/respect of work + learn to be real father w/ responsibilities of parenthood – females lack skills to socialise these values

Evaluation

· Many example of MC lone parent w/ no issues (RD). RR too caught up w/ cereal packet ideal that isn’t even a utopian + ‘golden age’ never existed

· Speculative misguided concept that women lack socialisation skills

Crime and the underclass

· Men who don’t support families find other ways to prove they are men inc. crime & drugs

· High crime rate & high levels of victimisation result in fragmented communities which reinforce already inadequate socialisation

Welfare benefits

· Although appears to put most blame on family, places most blame on gov policy

· ‘Nanny state’ - overgenerous welfare benefits created dependence on the state funding their unproductive life state has sapped moral fibre and eroded C ethics thus threatening family values & dependency culture resulting in weakening work ethic ( social sickness ( reduces strength of moral values of social control essential for preventing criminals

· Murray’s solution is sharp reduction or withdrawal of welfare benefits to force people to take responsibility + penalising births outside marriage

Evaluation

· Radical right & radical left share common view of ‘lumpenproletariat’

· Doesn’t say why work is absolute right e.g. Rawls distributive justice criticism

Rational choice theory

· Blame not placed on cultural factors outside of indivs as it would be culturally determinist which would remove notions of MR
· Wilson – important element of choice when deciding whether or not to commit crime (compared to previous explanations)
· Picture indiv util calculations of criminal activity & coming to rational decision

· Crime reduction means increasing costs of crime & raising benefits of conformity: target hardening: reduces phys opportunities for offending & surveillance

Evaluation

· Do we really have that much free will?

· Crime just being pushed elsewhere, not stamped out + stronger punishment can increase some types of crime

· ‘Culture of control’ threat to civil liberties

· Focuses on petty blue collar crimes ignoring state & corp crimes + doesn’t explain cause

Left realism
80s emergence

· LI romanticise crime, downplaying real fear of crime where OS just media created/political protest & reduce it to ideological distortion on behalf of capitalising state
· RR accused of over dramatising nature of problem w/ talk of sick societies, moral decay & crime rates out of control. Criticise use of ‘law & order politics’
Young

· Co-author of new criminology but began to question even the minimal Marx influences

· Critical of ‘Robin Hood’ LI philosophy w/ tendency to see criminal as victim of a deprived social
· Believed crime increase had occurred & criminology needed to engage more w/ crime control & social policy rather debating them abstractly
Taking crime seriously

· Aims to avoid what it sees as worst excesses of both ‘right realist’ and ‘left idealist’
· Like RR, sees crime as real problem & public fear rational. LR attempts to bring the victim to the centre of study justified through victim studies which they see as better pic than OS
· Although don’t discount importance of bourgeoisie crime, see street crime as most transparent of all injustices. Takes it seriously w/o moral hysteria of RR. It’s effects can be traumatic
· Crime committed by WC against WC problem of 1st order due to its real, symbolic & growing impact on society in general, particularly WC communities (against robin hood mentality)

· Do something about it now rather than wait for revolution – police not ‘their side’
Evaluation

· In focusing on street crime & importance for victims, ignore corp crime etc. which has much more damaging effects on victims

Explaining crime

Accepts pic from OS of increase in WC crime. Earlier explanations failed to see whole pic ignoring victims. Understanding crime requires examination of 4 elements & how they interact:

Victims, offenders, reaction of formal agencies & response of public
Victims

· See OS as reflection inequitable attention of the law & police on WC & EM

· In contrast to earlier approaches e.g. labelling & radical criminology, LR highlight plight of victims who are at more risk + when it occurs affects them more due to poverty

Evaluation

· If accept pic of OS, then accept that crime is decreasing, therefore fear not justified + Intepretivists question nature of social construction of OS

· Right to have concern over victims but doesn’t explain much + have own method problems

· Possibility that crime was as Marx envisaged but now like Young?

Offenders

Victim studies revealed crime was serious problem, particularly in impoverished in city areas concentrated in marginalised neighbourhoods (zone of transition) drawing from Merton, Cloward & Ohlin etc. to suggest criminal subcultures derived not from poverty but exclusion

Relative Deprivation

· Like RR, LR doesn’t see unemployment & poverty as sufficient conditions for crime growth

· Not dep but RD w/ sig increase since 70s for WC & EM. There has been vast increase in late modern consumerism creating alienation as a fault of capitalism (Merton)

· RD doesn’t necessarily cause but breeds discontent which can be expressed in diff ways. Crime is only one of them. Lethal combo of RD + individualism = crime
Individualism

· Increase as 1 of main characteristics of PM society

· Formal controls of family, neighbourhood etc. diminished. It undermines relationships & values necessary for social control in community (Marxism & gemeinschaft + RR)

· In combo w/ RD WC area implodes upon itself & deviancy is widespread

· Foucault – sense of identity more to do w/ media that family or community. Less attached more likely to become criminal (Hirschi)
Marginalisation 

· Means WC lack organisation & clear goals of MS e.g. unions etc. 
· Their frustration and resentment lead to crimes such as violence and rioting (Marx)
Post modern society

Economic change

· Rapid decline in labour jobs w/ WC & EM males particularly hard hit ( RD

· Young AC men most at risk for being criminalised in 80s and 90s due to RD from racism getting jobs explaining increase of street crime (func link)

· Growing army of young unemployed (Marx) for whom collective violence & temp control over their territory through riot is a sub for organised politics
· Eco changes led to disintegration of WC families & communities + informal social controls they provide (RR)

· Gov policy not helped. Most west societies adopted free-market system which discourage state intervention in eco to provide jobs + reduction of welfare benefits (RR)

Exclusion

· Contrast between exclusion & inclusion create widespread RD no longer restricted to lowest

· WC constantly excluded from MS society (stepping into older explanations)

· Inc. labour market, social exclusion of property & from society as prison populations increase
Mass media and inclusion

· Remain glued to TV which alluringly portrays glittering prizes of wealthy society

· Sharing materialistic MS culture, faced everyday w/ increasing RD (func)

· Live in ‘bulimic society’ where massive cultural inclusion & systematic structural exclusion occur simultaneously
Evaluation

· Radical criminology reacted w/ outright condemnation and moral indignation of the anti-WC & racist tendencies of LR. They reject what they see as LR’s naive hope that social injustice can be solved within framework of lib dems

· Echoing LI w/o much attempt to ‘get real’ or explain corporate crime or motives

· Scraton – accepts issues of victims sense of vulnerability but structural still more important. Dealing w/ crime how Young suggests is like rearranging deck chairs on Titanic (Young said Scraton was living in unreal utopia)
· Over predicts level of crime dramatically + reinforces stereotypes
Dealing with crime

Informal control

· Don’t wait for revolution, emphasis on situational crime prevention

· Agree w/ RR CJS agencies only limited role in crime prevention. Informal control more important w/ RD & marginalisation addressed on practical level

· Good jobs, decent housing estates, community facilities enhancing sense of cohesion & belonging (role of association in society) & reduction in inequality all create society more cohesion & less criminality

· In later modern era, we contest space w/ the deviants. Reflect the PM view that C&D can’t be separated from everyday life
Formal control

· Police losing fight against crime = public confidence make members of communities reluctant to help police where flow of info grounded to halt, police responded w/ more direct methods of stop & search which in turn creates more crime e.g. Hall on mugging. Led to military policing ‘army of occupation’ in certain areas w/ serious effects e.g. Brixton riot
· Instead, proposed ‘minimal policing’ to avoid alienation & make it more community centred (informal control need) & gain back respect (Gesellschaft link)
· Also calls for greater democratic control of police. More efficient since it’ll restore flow of info from public & reflect concerns of community

· Urges state to decriminalise minor offences, find more alt to imprisonment (RR) + dev multi-agency & community-based forms of crime prevention

Post Modernism

Sees recent trends of fragmentation of society & possibility that the future might be lawless. Recent trend from moving from positivism to interpretivism to realism
· Concentrate on diversity in society & wider acceptance of past taboos, particularly that of RR. Reject meta-narratives, crime has many causes

· Recognise non-util crime e.g. Messerschmitt adopts PM approach + Matza, we’re all capable

· We create crime through media (self-fulfilling prophecy) & idea of hyper-reality e.g. recent online crime

· We’re all actors – gives FW that structural theories emphasises lack of & rely on
Stratification

Geography

As a general rule, more crimes takes place in urban than rural:

1. More opportunity for crime – more people and more places in which to commit crimes

2. More police resources in urban – increase possib that crime will be notified & detected

3. Rural areas patterns of association characterised by informal social controls – able to exercise far higher levels of personal social control over those they know vs. urban impersonal lack of informal social control. Tonnies – ‘Gemeinschaft’ small-scale communities where vs. ‘Gesellschaft’ loosely-knit association and impersonal relationships. Parsons – described such relationships as ‘instrumental’ and characteristic of secondary socialisation
Chicago school – urban ecology

· Drew concentric circles over a map of the city from the centre outwards

· Discovered crime was focused in the centre and got progressively less as they moved out

· The inner ‘zone of transition’ had constantly changing population, high poverty & high social disorganisation

· Consequently little controls & more opportunities led to high crime rates

Morris

· Found no such correlation, rather pockets of high crime areas

· Highest crime rats was on certain council estates. Unlike the disorganisation of Chicago, these areas were tight knit

· Morris linked the problem to council’s policy of housing all problem families in 1 area

Baldwin & Bottoms

· Council policy created ‘sink estates’

· Problem families housed in certain areas & then others refused to take houses there

· Labelling & self-fulfilling prophecy ensued

· Gill – labelling powerful effect. St. in Liverpool became notorious & residents discriminated

Contemporary studies

· Identification of ‘wild spaces’ w/ no go areas where crime such a problem even police fear to go. Norms & rules are suspend creating Durkheim’s ‘anomie’

· Geo distribution of crime reflection of: labelling, marginalisation & exclusion of certain groups

Age

Strong link between youth & crime. Youth is seen by sociologists as social construction. Since 50s there has been focus on youth culture & links w/ C&D. Youth crime is not a new phenomena, but the focus is

Class

· Coleman – social capital is the social advantages a person has access to e.g. strong family, high levels of interaction, clear rules & values. Found link between high social capital & low crime

· MC parents can be bad parents, but because of cultural & eco capital can avoid the pitfalls of juvenile delinquency
Evaluation

· Synonymous w/ RR

· Sweeping generalisation w/ single parents easy target & made scapegoats
Lifestyle

· Due to young lifestyle man find themselves in situations exposed to criminal behaviour

· May be that there isn’t causal relationship w/ age, young just find themselves in such envi more

Policing

· Ideological conception of both crime and criminals which they use as guideline in their work

· More idea of association between young males (separation of stratification) becomes est. more criminalisation becomes self-fulfilling prophecy (same explanation for ethnicity)

Nature of crimes

· Moat young involvement is extremely petty and often not arrestable due to putting it down to ‘growing up’

Class

Clear relationships to conviction rates and class, insofar as majority of convicted offenders drawn from WC. Also clear relationship w/ type of crime

· WC – violence, theft from property (Marxism, subcultural, RR, LR + overlap w/ EM & gender)
· MC – fraud, embezzlement (Marxism, often form of RD)
· UC – corporate crime (RR)
Relationship hardly surprising given the different opportunity structures in our society = WC + females not in positions of sufficient power to allow them to carry-out company frauds. Just because WC convicted more doesn’t mean they are more criminal:

Type of crime

· WC involved in highly visible crime in situations where there are clear victims and little attempt to hide criminal behavioural

· Fraud, insider dealing etc. less visible to police & general public. Since police don’t routinely involve themselves in running of companies, greater opportunity exists for this type of crime

· Policing of M/UC more difficult – reactive rather than proactive

· Many types of MC might not be defined as crime at all (links w/ Marxist law as ideology). Inc. petty theft as well as more-complex ad serious forms e.g. computer crimes where employer takes charge rather than police involvement as publicity surrounding major fraud damaging for the company than the crime itself (own form of Gesellschaft & secondary socialisation)

Gender

Like other areas of sociology ½ population ignored. Since 70s feminists challenged male dominant subject that glamorised crime & used as vicarious identification. Asked why do woman commit more crime, are the experiences distinctive & are CJS bias? 

Commit less crime

Socialisation

· Socialisation less distinct, but separation still important w/ differential treatment at home & school in hidden curriculum
· Sutherland – 2 differences in socialisation process: girls more supervised/controlled + boys more likely to be encouraged to take risks & be aggressive (focal points)

· Parsons – boys lack male role model in nuclear family (single parent as well now). Socialised by mum, reject feminine behaviour & pursue masculinity possib leading to delinquency

· Cohen – lack of role model creates anxiety about identity as men. 1 solution is male gang where masculinity can be expressed & rewarded, confirming male identity but leads to delinquency

Evaluation

· Move from poor bio & psych theories. However, Parsons RR family view + bio

Rational crime

· Carlen – female crime largely crimes of the powerless. Conducted in-depth interviews w/ WC females, concluding turn to crime in rational util calculation

· Draws on control theory, arguing WC females controlled & unrewarded by family & workplace w/ little power to change situation by legit means, saw crime as rational alt
· Synonymous w/ Marxist romanticisation, Merton & Messerschmidt

Liberation thesis

· As position of women improved, patriarchal controls lessened = women’s C&D increase
· Women increasingly committing trad male crimes in both WC/MC. Explained by greater confidence & assertiveness of women
Evaluation

· Female crime rising long before recent changes in their position

· Most female crime committed by WC, problems of separating stratas + changes in women’s role benefited MC more

· Position of women as ‘liberated’ is over stated

Conformity and control

Heidensohn – draws on social control theory. Women’s opportunities to commit crime limited by socialisation & social control + more to lose. Advances seen as pos, but gaining ground in criminality
· Home: triple shift, socialised from young + controlled financially & physically by partner
· Public: more fearful of travelling alone & labelling if they do deviate
· Work: many dominated by men w/ women subordinate mentally & physically + lack power for white collar crime
Evaluation

· Presents women as passive + sweeping generalisations
· Petty crime that is committed is related to their role in the home

CJS and method bias

Methodology

· Less female crime so seen as less important

· Most funding been given to research on males

· Malestream theories are stereotypical of women

Chivalry factor

· Females lighter sentencing for same male crime & more likely to be cautioned or discharged

· Another study showed magistrate more lenient to women w/ family commitments than men

Evaluation
· Carlen – All types of women break law but most in prison WC – strata not gender bias + those considered ‘good mothers’ more lenient vs. harshly of ‘bad mothers’

· Can be explained by seriousness of crime

· Conflicting evidence of sentencing
Double deviance

· Women treated more harshly when they deviate from social norms
· Smart - women treated more harshly, especially for sex crimes & serious offences as it’s seen as ‘unnatural’ e.g. Hindley. More women deviate from their ‘natural roles’ more harshly treated

Males

Messerschmidt

Accommodating Masculinity - MC youths achieve some hegemonic masculinity in edu success through conforming in school but at the cost of subordination to authority. Outside they display their repressed masculinity through vandalism, excessive drinking etc. + white-collar crime
Oppositional Masculinity - WC & EM youths no expectation of academic success (most strive against it e.g. Willis). Masculinity based on aggression & resistance to authority. Aware they’re unlikely to achieve material success pushes them to becoming phys aggressive to oppose authority & serious property crime for prospect of material success + AC pimp

Evaluation
· Echoing Marxism w/ idea that WC consciously seeking to rebel against capitalism + Merton everyone having same aims

· Over-predicts crime w/ pimps being exception not rule + assert masculinity w/o crime

· Idea that hegemonic masculinity is ideal is questionable
· Hard to separate various stratas
· Doesn’t explain why some men are deviant and others aren’t + stereotypical view

· Too reliant on subcultural theory

Males and PM society

· PM society of globalisation seen eco transformation – rapid decline in blue collar need = unemployment created crisis for WC men who could assert masculinity through work & provide for family creating crisis of masculinity
· Some respond by creating subcultures of machismo w/ focal concerns e.g. rap music

· Other means of expression outside of work inc. joy-riding as brought up in consumer society of cars associated w/ power & status
Winlow 
· Trad breadwinner near impossible in PM society as result of new right policies. New service jobs gave some WC males w/ legal & illegal structure to continue expressing their masculinity e.g. bouncers can assert aggressive & drug deal
· Found no Marxist oppression & focal concerns, especially in relation to alcohol & violence where false sense of liberty received – violence increasing, not OS creation
· Linked to collective identities & social solidarity that provide WC stability (method problems)
Evaluation

· Similar to Cloward & Ohlin’s opportunity structures

· Only specifics therefore lack generalisabilty

Gender and victimisation

· Men 2x as likely to be victims of random violence – intra-gender vs. women know their attacker + sexual abuse

· Feminists believe this reflects male power in patriarchal society

· Women display more fear of crime despite stats
Ethnicity

Ignored until 70s due to focus on class. Early phase of post-war migration widespread assumption that EM no more likely to offend or be victims + CJS treated all fairly. Following 10 years + 9/11, relations between EM & CJS deteriorated & increase in racist attacks. Do they commit more crimes or are the CJS racist?
Offending

· OS - blacks over-represented in arrests, cautions & prison population. This only reflects police targeting & CJS bias than offending – criminality adopted by media

· BCS – victims likely to be same EM as offender + highest figures for white on minority crime
· Self-report studies - v. similar rate between white & blacks w/ other EM sig lower
· Hall ‘Policing the crisis’ state hegemony uses AC mugging as scapegoat for eco crisis, diverting attention & increasing power = increase in stop & search, which many saw as unjust responded abusively, further justifying policing = deviancy amplification
· Lea & Young – OS largely right: combination of CJS & structural explanations of RD, individualism & disproportionate marginalisation
Evaluation

· Methodological problems for all 3 stats & therefore inconclusive

· Can be explained by other stratas + subcultures & social marginalisation + self-fulfilling
· Victim studies suggest blacks sig more likely to mug. However, stereotypes may alter BCS response + mugging only constitutes small amount of offences & Marxists romanticise crime
Racism and CJS
Police

· Police failure not indiv prejudice but occupational culture of the police
· Recent undercover study highlight overt racism among police

· Holdaway - ‘canteen culture’ of institutional racism common & reinforces neg perception. Can lead to discriminatory policing e.g. Dwayne Brooks + behaviour seen as more suspicious
· Racism can be individual, cultural or structural
· Macpherson report - stop & search key factor in poor relations & high arrests as see behaviour as more suspicious
· CPS more likely to terminate EM cases + more likely to be acquitted suggesting police as result of neg stereotyping put forward cases where evidence is weak

Prosecution

· Once arrested, less likely to admit guilty = less like to get away w/ caution

· More likely remanded due to WC w/ no fixed home (strata separation)

· Greater likelihood of pleading guilty & electing crown > magistrates court where if found guilty = more serious offence for both plead & court type

· Institutional racism due to lack of EM in police or legal system
Evaluation

· Clearly points to racist CJS but not necessarily institutional racism as bias not evident at all stages + differences between EM. However, not necessary for discrimination to be present at all stages to achieve over-representation in prison

· Need to move beyond the either/or approach of racism vs. higher offending – they reinforce each other in a vicious cycle of amplification
Victimisation

· Not new, but mounting evidence indicates scale of the problem

· EM face higher risk of household & violent crimes – more likely to see these incidents as racially motivated & increase their fear of crime

· EM rates aren’t equal – many EM areas offer their own solutions to deal w/ hate crimes. The police are often not trusted to defend such groups & vigilante protecting groups patrol these areas

· Macpherson report - reluctance of police to acknowledge race attacks & to protect them = outlined series of recommendations
Evaluation

· Crimes often labelled as racist when they clearly aren’t
· BCS – victimisation partly due to age & geo

Social control and prevention

Coming back full circle to Comte’s theory of if we can understand crime, we can control & prevent
Social Order

· It maintains the status quo + create VC which is then socialised

· Norms can be unconscious or conscious

· ‘Conflict police’ bourgeoisie occupying force imposed upon mainly WC & EM vs. ‘conesus police’ representing interests of community & respected (Gemeinschaft vs. Gesellschaft)

· Sanctions reinforce social norms, split formal & informal + neg/pos (socialisation overlap) 
Wilson & Kelling ‘Broken Windows’ 
· Influential article - argue crime & social order closely connected

· Consequences of inaction was to tip neighbourhood into decline where crime widespread, resulting in greater fear of crime & vicious cycle

· Role of police is to prevent an area from deteriorating by clamping down on petty crime & reinvigorate informal social controls. Due to limited resources, target where still possibility of regenerating communities (Rawls difference principle)

· Zero tolerance in NY tuned around social atmosphere of ‘sin city’ + to deal w/ ‘wicked people’ increase in prison sentence led to US prison population triple since 70s
Evaluation

· Assuming ‘wicked people’ is move away from func explanations arguing they’re distinct + expensive measure for prison & no evidence it works

· Chicago neighbourhood study found eco disadvantage underpinned crime, pointing important to relative dep not necessarily broken windows

· Treating cause can be more effective e.g. homeless study
Situational crime prevention

· Realist approach that hardens targets to deter crime
Informal social controls

· Not practical to deal w/ fundamental causes of crime. Central concern of CJS should be to maintain of social order

· Since informal controls fundamental in preventing crime, police should seek to prevent further deterioration of communities

· Perry pre-school project shows role of community

Punishment and crime prevention
Functionalism

· Punishment doesn’t remove crime it maintains VC at right level

· Degradation ceremonies reaffirm & reinforce VC & majority norms + learn limits of toleration + unite against the condemned

· W/o VC lose power to control behaviour a& crime would become dysfunctional
· Durkheim – identified 2 types of justice: retributive (trad societies w/ strong VC) & restitutive justice (typical of PM based on interdependence)

· Punishment aims to restore things to how they were before becoming offence

· Murray – reinforce discipline in proper socialisation, more severe punishments (RR + no effect)

Marxism

· Used as a social control function

· Property crimes today still have harsher punishments than crimes against people

· Remove inequality from society to prevent (communist problems ( not ‘ideal utopia’ however

· LR – reduce RD & individualism ( communism? + gesellschaft + protect vulnerable (situational crime prevention link)

Victimology

Until 80s focus victims were ignored. Serious psych & phys harm from being victim. This has created moral panics & media amplification. Recent attention from realist approaches & aid from BCS give a clearer picture of victims of some crimes e.g. street crime, but hid others e.g. domestic:

1. Age – young men most likely victims & over 75s least likely

2. Gender – men both commit & victims. Women suffer more from domestic violence

3. Ethnicity – EM greater risk for victim (overlaps w/ class & geo)

4. Class – WC victims & perps. Crimes rights highest in areas of high unemployment & dep. Homeless 12x more likely to suffer violence attacks

Walklate – two approaches in the study of victims: positive & realist. To claim legit status of victim, innocence must be shown, sometimes victim is clear other times not
· Positivist – BSC says statistically risk of crime is not great whereas media sensational sex and rape cases and amplify their incidence. Most likely victim is singly male under 30

· Realist – focuses on subjective experience, stratification. Local surveys conflict w/ national stats: crime not rare occurrence & poor suffer most + fear of crime is realistic for many 
Evaluation

· ‘Realist’ approaches ignore huge role of media in sensationalising & moral panics
Globalisation and Contemporary crime

Globalisation

Globalisation introduces many social changes that have created opportunities for both legal & illegal global activities. Some new, existing only because of globalisation of tech, others have been facilitated

Inc. trafficking, counterfeiting, cyber crime, money laundering, intellectual property, piracy, fraud, bribery/corruption, envi crimes, human rights crimes by corps relocating & terrorism

· A lot of this supply led by LEDC w/ demand coming from the west. Such threats led to many countries wanting tight borders as fear of problems being imported is amplified by media

· Creates crime at both ends of spectrum. Lack of legit jobs for WC means illegal options become more enticing (opportunity structure) w/ drug & gangs increasing in inner cities. Ruling class use globalisation to further profit from capitalism

· ‘Global organisation’ new types of gang structures arisen to cope w/ new global make. These gangs don’t have old rigid hierarchies, more fluid & flexible e.g. Russian mafia profited from coal etc. rather than trad Italian mafia which have deep family hierarchy
Social control

· Due to global nature & often headed by ruling class (Marx) control & policing v. hard w/ little priority. Furthermore, often not always seen as crime & when it is too prevalent to act on it e.g. downloading music
Evaluation

· These gangs always existed alongside more structured ones
· Globalisation & PM society helped w/ surveillance of cameras, finger printing etc. (RR link)
Types of Crime

Green crime

Very subjective due to globalisation no longer think & do things as separate counties, everything is interconnected. Pollution in one country affects rain in another etc. There is a conflict between 2 key approaches - anthropocentric vs. ecocentric:
Traditional criminology - Looks at criminal law to see if any have been broken. However, accepts too readily official definitions created by the corps (Marx)
Green criminology – more radical approach focusing on harm done. As diff countries have diff laws created ‘transgressive criminology’ therefore adopting global perspective & similar to Marxism w/ crimes of mighty & social construction of laws. Causes can be separated into primary & secondary

Evaluation

· Is/ought, biblical influences & SE/DE etc.
· What price is a life?

· Due to global nature, hard to define the boundaries of right & wrong – it’s a debate of ethics, values & subjectivity (ME)

Human rights and corporate crimes

Box – more serious than realise due to those at fault define what crime is (Marxism) + use hegemony & law to ensure no one questions them. Crime stats are a social creation

· Laws that protect WC are symbolic to maintain loyalty & acceptance of class system + weakly enforced & mod later to suit ruling class interests e.g. Mcd’s + those that protect all not equal benefiting ruling class most & only types of crime & criminals defined

· Rare occasion when MC are prosecuted it’s to maintain myth of equality & minimal MC crime

· Some argue all crimes should be defined in relation to human civil/natural rights rather than rule breaking as any state can make rules to suit themselves (global green crime + Marx)

· Low visibility, complexity, delegated responsibility (Freidman), victimisation indirect & often invisible ‘no blood on the streets’ & some morally ambiguous + inside regulation

· Chamblings – US organised crime rife but police kept focused on WC crime (conscious? + Hall)
· Corp crime seen by some as their own form of RD e.g. increase in recession + strain theory
Evaluation

· No overall agreement on what constitutes human rights e.g. recent prison voting

· Distinction between immoral & criminal e.g. LEDC relocation
Cohen

Sees growth of human rights movements & focus on victim as responsible for shift in attitudes towards crime politically & sociologically

· Interested in how countries either cover up or legitimise these crimes

· Dictatorships often deny & democratic use complex forms of legitimisation

· 3 stage spiral of denial – not what it looks like ( accident ( unfortunate but justified

· Borrows from Matza’s techniques of neutralisation: denial of victim, injury, responsibility, condemning the condemners & appeal to higher authority (also Marx uses)
State Crime

Hitler, Pol Pot, labour & conservative selling honours, Menezes shooting & prison suicides

· Ideological construction of what is as defined as political or legitimate violence e.g. terrorism/freedom fighting

· Hard to measure as often by secret agencies & gov preventing info in ‘public interest’

· Study looked at how social conditions in modern society lead to horrific crimes being carried out e.g. case of My lai. Identified 3 features that produce ‘crimes of obedience’: authoritisation e.g. Milgram, routinisation & dehumanisation

· Argue these are features of modernity – science, tech, division of labour etc. all help to create conditions where such acts become more common
Evaluation

· Clear evidence such crime exists but rarely able to use methodological tools to investigate state crime – those capable of committing the crimes are also able to cover them up

· Hard to distinguish between SC as criminal or national interest (ideological construction)

Media images of crime

We live in media saturated society. Judging by output of media, public have enormous appetite for crime. The pic of crime & criminal presented by media often different from those provided by official stats, victim studies & self-reports

Extent of crime in the news

Most analysis of crime comes from news, finding it is sig part of content

· Williams - compare 10 daily newspapers for 4 weeks in 89 found 13% of events reported were about crime w/ variation dependent on paper e.g. Sun 30% vs. Guardian 1% (demographic link)

· Another found broadcast news devoted even more attention

· Proportion of news devoted to crime increased over past 50 years
Pattern of crime news

Content analysis conducted at diff times & places reveals following patterns:

Type of crime – coverage of violent/sex sig than incidence rate measured by tri of OS, victim studies & self-report. 65% of crime stories dealt w/ violence vs. BCS 6%. Proportion of violent/sex crimes > more down-market newspaper & TV

Social characteristics of offenders – like OS & self-report crime news portrays offenders as overwhelmingly male. Offenders in crime news are older & higher stats ‘white women syndrome’ 
Incidents rather than causes – crime news focuses on actual incidents paying little attention to causes

CJS – news media presents pos pic of CJS e.g. success of police often exaggerated & when something does go wrong portrayed as failings of indiv not CJS. When CJS clearly at fault news report reforms

Crime and reality TV

· Blurred boundaries between news & fiction. Becomes spectacle & ‘infotainment’
· Portrayal of crime, similar to news focusing on violence/sex not OS, self-report & victim studies

· CCTV > dramatised reconstructions & highlight ‘everydayness’ = addressing viewer as threatened consumer, sensitising crime ( increase reporting ( changes OS

Media as cause of crime

· Emphasises RD & individualism (Young)

· Imitation, desensitisations, glamorising crime, showing the police as incompetent, teaching how to carry out crimes w/ large affect on viewers e.g. Bandura

Explaining media representations

News Values – course of their prof socialisation, journalists taught what makes good news story: novelty, drama & focus on personalities. Given this, not surprising high rate of violence/sex, incidences not causes & victims well-known personalities. News is a social construction
Sources – polices & courts main sources = journalists largely depended on official sources, becoming primary definers & in doing so reflect the concerns of the powerful – against of social control & state (white collar crime link) explaining pos view of CJS

Media perceptions

BCS 01-03 inc. questions about perceptions & concerns + newspaper readership which indicate:

1. Crime rate – over 3 years believed increase in national crime rate risen by ‘a lot’ vs. actual decrease. Amplified by reading national tabloid > broadsheet

2. Concerns about crime – tabloids 2x v. worried about burglary, mugging, physical attack & rape

3. Newspaper readership & perceptions – tabloids more likely to report violent/sex + more neg than OC suggesting causal link. Alt view of WC where newspapers reflect inner-city truth
Fear of crime

· Medias exaggeration bred fear for many people

· Crimes against young women & old are rare statistically but the sensationalist report of such events leads to moral panics

· Research confirms moral panics accounted for most worries of crime

Cohen – ’64 Media of Mods & Rockers viewed as confrontation between rival gangs ‘hell bent on destruction’ vs. minimal violence + most onlookers didn’t identify w/ either

Deviancy amplification spiral

· Led to moral panic that set in motion a deviancy amplification spiral

· Media distorted events ( police became sensitised ( more arrests, media reporting deviance + young identified themselves more
· Further disturbances followed on subsequent holidays attracting more police attention, arrests, increased media interest & young people reacting to what they saw as unjustified treatment

Evaluation

· Evidence that societal reaction can amplify deviancy & can reach moral panic

· Young – implies crime constructed by media. Accepts exaggeration but doesn’t create it. Reality of crime & suffering produces must be taken seriously not reduced to media construction

· McRobbie – PM multi-media society no longer moral panics
Moral Panics

· Cohen – reaction of media created moral panic. Mods & Rockers singled out as folk devils whose behaviour constituted threat to social order

· 60s decade of widespread social change where cherished norms were challenged – Mods & Rockers served as symbols of what was wrong w/ society

· More recently moral panics focused on threats of childhood & ‘war on terror’ (state crime)

· Young – ‘urban delinquent gang sensationalised to absurdity by tabloids and by documentary makers hell-bent on suggesting Brain’s fair streets are being over run w/ feral gangs’
Evaluation

· Too simplistic, instead used concept of reflexivity. Many don’t respond w/ panic + deviant groups use media to actively shock. In a PM world this is a search for identity
Suicide

Durkheim

87 1st systematic study ‘suicide’ highly influential in est. sociology as an academic, scientific discipline by proving that something so personal was linked to society & accessibility in stats to do comparative study (Weber)

· Called suicide a social fact which could be explain by reference to other social facts

· Demonstrated association between social factors of eco change & OS change

· Factors – religious affiliation, degree of urbanisation, age, marital status, children & level of edu
Evaluation

· Was wrong about degree of urbanisation – was reflection of time rather than ‘social fact’

· Is positivist approach correct for such an area?

· Do social facts exist?

Explanations

Suicide rates dependent on degree of integration & regulation in relationship of people & society. Too little or too much of either acts as predisposer ‘There is therefore for each society, a collective force of a definite amount of energy impelling men to self-destruction’
Altruistic – excessive integration within a group w/ too strong sense of loyalty e.g. suicide bomber

Egoistic – insufficient integration characteristic of society making transition to modernity. Protestant > catholic due to individualism + unmarried men

Anomic – insufficient regulation. Feature of societies  undergoing rapid change w/ confusion over norms & values creating normlessness & moral vacuum. Increase in eco prosperity & decline

Fatalistic – excessive regulation. Only gave as footnote, young husband w/ futures ‘pitilessly blocked’
Evaluation

· Other explanations for low Catholic rate

· Samaritans & Giddens recognise important of integration & regulation in affecting suicide rates
Methodology

Social facts – ‘the first & most fundamental rule: consider social facts as things’. They exist outside indivs but become part of them via socialisation. Because of this, Durkheim argued that collective was of acting & thinking have reality outside indiv & as such can be studied objectively (science link)

Social facts of suicide – suicide rates determined by other social facts which are real active forces determine indiv & prove independence. Durkheim found correlation between social facts & suicide claiming a causal relationship (method) as people require society & therefore prone to suicide when this goes astray w/ integration/regulation

Realism or positivism – attempts for science positivist. However, he goes further than social facts social currents which can’t be measured in the same way making his approach also realist
Evaluation

· Idea that as a collective govern acting & thinking is complete removal of FW & denial of MR

· Is suicide a social fact? Is anything properly a social fact w/ evo?

· Too accepting of OS that lack reliability

· Failed to give operational definition of social facts & use of realism – problems for est. science
Intepretivism

Douglas

People act in terms of meaning & suicidal attach different meanings to the act. This can be done by 

1. Analyse meanings given through notes, bio, preceding events & interview attempts – essential in order to classify types. Rejects Durkheim’s definitions as fail to show relevant meaning
2. Look for patterns of meaning common amongst no. of suicides. Only if these found is it possible to classify types

3. Link patterns of meaning w/ wider beliefs of the culture

Explanations
Used above method based on how victims give meaning, claims most coming types of suicide are:

Escape – believes his/her life will change for the better e.g. sects

Self-punishment

Search for help – to elicit sympathy, often associated w/ attempts

Transforming self for others - give ones life for others (Durkheim altruism?)
Repentance – means of expressing sorrow for wrongdoing & is attempt to put things right

Revenge – make them feel guilty/ruin their lives
Statistics

· Criticised Durkheim for accepting OS - he sees as result of negotiated meanings & complex social interactions. Examination of these negotiations fundamental & where Durkheim failed

· Most successful concealment if victim highly integrated - Durkheim’s cor seriously wrong
Evaluation

· Overlap?

· Contradiction between suggesting it is possible to discover when it’s suicide & other times claims OS social construction

Atkinson

Phenomenological approach in ethnomethodological triangulation study examining how coroners made decision at inquests as to whether it was a death or suicide. They use no. of clues:

Suicide notes – more likely to pass verdict of suicide w/ 30% leaving notes. However, some are destroyed by relatives due to stigma/financial & in the past illegal

Mode of death – hanging & overdosing > drowning & car crashes

Location & circumstance – certain locations notorious e.g. beach head. Coroners believe more serious attempts are in private where as attempted suicides termed ‘parasuicides’ often in public
Life history & mental illness – experts often called to judge person’s state of mind. History of mental illness helps get verdict + recent happenings e.g. divorce (Durkheim anomie)

· Coroners’ classification of death operate within this commonsense framework of ‘typical suicide’. Consequently critical of positivist attempts to dev causal theory from OS
· In study comparing coroners from Denmark and UK who were given same case studies, Danes gave more suicide verdicts due to less stigma = suicide verdicts also social construction

· This emphasis v. dif from structural approaches & emphasises qualitative (soc as science link)

Evaluation
· Why do coroners share same common-sense theories? Where do meanings they use to define suicide originate?

· Hindess – socs interpretations should have same not right or wrong but just are. According to phenomenological no objectivity of knowledge in society & therefore soc useless
Realist approach

Taylor ‘People under trains’
· Agrees w/ Durkheim’s realist approach but adopts Intepretivist view of OS & should instead use enthomethodology
· Can’t be understood w/o reference to intentions & situation but not social construction

· Concluded same about coroners as Atkinson where state of mind, phys/psych health, problems & life history. They attempt to reconstruct suicide bio based on their beliefs of ‘normal suicide’. However, more than social construction of own definition, they just create OS systematic bias

Definitions

·  Studying parasuicides concluded vast majority fall between 2 extremes: determined not to & determined to do so + not always aimed at death
· Broader definition therefore needed ‘any act of self-damage where survival is uncertain’

· People require balance between certainty & uncertainty about themselves & world – suicide occurs at the extremes of each
Ectopic & Inner-directed suicides - detachment
Submissive – certain about the future & determined to die
Thanative – tortured by uncertainty & tests fate for answer
Chronic – LT self harm may lead to death e.g. heavy drinking w/ women more prone than men
Symphysis & other direct suicides – too strong attachment
Appeal – cry for help to those strongly attached to + uncertainty of identity & sig = gamble

Sacrifice - strong attachment but no uncertainty

Evaluation

· Method of enthomethodology

· Fails to dev theory to inc. wider society of societal detachment etc.
Research Methods

Research methods

Choosing a topic

Influenced by: values of researcher, values of society, funding, availability of data & theoretical position (PM criticism)

Choosing research methods

Practical – who’s involved e.g. criminals, access, time & money

Ethical – informed consent, deception, privacy, confidentiality, SSR, harm, ethics & research process

Theoretical – problems of interpretivism vs. positivism ( qualitative/quantitative & associated problems of objectivity, value-freedom & science + links to social policy

Official statistics

· Invisibility of crime – ‘iceberg’: reprisals, informal control (EM), trivial & victimless crime

· BCS - only crimes known to police e.g. Holdaway ‘police discretion’ + people not reporting, not under 16 or white-collar all contribution to social construction

· Sample – not taking part, sex/domestic hesitant & changes in attitude

· Factors affecting OS - population changes, more laws & more police + DNA testing etc.

· Durkheim’s study of suicide
Evaluation
· Interactionism - crime stats tell us little about real crime rate as they’re social constructions

· Realists – accept social construction but believe still show some truth e.g. Durkheim
Self-report

Social Surveys: usually large scale, intended to provide sig amounts of quantitative data
Questionnaires / Phone studies: can be unstructured, semi or structured like questionnaires. Questionnaires can be mix of open/close/likert & solve practical issues

Strengths: large sample + anonymity
Weaknesses: theoretical issues of lying/exaggeration, who’s responding, ethical issues, social desirability, leading questions, low response rate
Interview: separated into structured, semi & unstructured
Strengths: Allows for both qualitative/quantitative data & if unstructured flexibility, high response rate, can clarify questions & further probing
Weaknesses: Criminals (failed + not MC) unreliable respondents + hide/exaggerate, researcher bias, DC e.g. Carlen pps conformity to pushing male dominance, researcher bias e.g. Lombroso, practical issues
Observational studies

In controlled observations, behavioural categories & IV operationalisation. Even in naturalistic observations, structured techniques used. Limited use when researching deviance – often hidden act. Immerse themselves in study (verstehen) using covert or overt, often move between. Aim is to discover nature of social reality (Intepretivism) by understanding actors perception. Must retain level of objectivity (possible?)
Participant – more ‘hands on’ can be either disclosed undisclosed e.g. Patrick showed role of subcultures, women & relatively low deviance. Use for aim to discover nature of social reality by understanding perception/understanding/interpretation of social world. In this respect sometimes considered naturalistic method. The participant observer uses verstehen. Whilst predom Intepretivist, does require some form of qualification/measurement e.g. Goffman (covert w/ overt elements)

Strengths: intepretivists method
Weaknesses: ethics questionable, problem of going native, danger to researcher if too persistent, going native, pressure to act deviantly e.g. Young, ecological validity, Sample issues of method, size, representation & ecological validity, subjective & post hoc memory 

Overt –
Strengths: good for low level deviance & ethics, lowers dangerous consequences & going native (Whyte oppisite), natural setting, easier data recording
Weaknesses: crime mostly hidden, Hawthorne effect & can be dangerous, sample issues of method, size & representation, investigator effects
Covert – similar problems as overt, only way to observe deviance w/o Hawthorne effect is to join it
Strengths: allows observation of ‘hidden activities’ e.g. MC especially needed for crime ‘ecological validity’, low DC & gain access to activities overt stops
Weaknesses: ethics, operationalisation + cause & effect, sample issues of method, size & representation, gatekeeper, going native, being criminal e.g. Young
Enthomethodology

Ideal for subtle & complex situations, small-scale soft qualitative ( gneralisiability, ‘going native’ and Hawthorne effect Uses range of sources i.e. triangulation + generally longitudinal & triangulation. Complex interaction of many factors can be studied in contrast to experiments where variables held constant. However, lacks scientific method, reliability, generalisation & fraught w/ researcher bias

Other methods

These inc. content analysis, cross-cultural research, experiments w/ variable manipulation (positivist approach, science link), meta-analysis & Longitudinal: allow for triangulation but even w/ trust problems w/ officialdom

Assessing research findings

Qualitative and quantitative

Quantitative – some argue unless behaviour expressed numerically, can’t be accurately measured & conclusions will be based on impressions & as therefore little more than supported opinion

Qualitative – ‘epiphenomenal Qualia’ provides greater depth, richer & more detailed pic of social life. More likely to capture subtleties & shades of meaning. However, brings up science debate

Distinction implies either/or better/worse. In practice, triangulation of both employed recognising strengths & limitations suited for diff purposes

Validity and reliability

Validity – some argue only qualitative data w/ it’s richness & detail provide validity. However, researcher bias, operationalisation & subject interpretation limit validity

Reliability – reliable when diff methods obtain similar results ‘test-retest’ & ‘split-half’ can measure for self-report methods

Triangulation

1. Investigator – use of diff researchers. Aim is to check for observer/interviewer bias through test-retest or split half

2. Data – collecting data at diff times from diff people if diff places. Can also involve combining primary & secondary data. Data triangulation serves as cross-check for validity + means of assessing interpretations & conclusions

3. Methodological – ‘within-method’ uses variety of techniques within same method which checks on validity & reliability. ‘Between-method’ refers to combo of no. of research methods & tests reliability & validity by comparing

Reflexivity

Research reflects & is shaped by researcher. Awareness of reflexivity = researchers should be critical of their research & examine extent of effects which helps us get nearer to goal of valid pic of social reality

Triangulation – investigator, data & methodological triangulation is means of assessing validity
Asking the participants – Assessing Whyte’s interpretation w/ pps from insider perspective

Playing the part – Cicourel - being part of research means he can discover meanings & increase validity

Presenting the data – Cicourel presented detail descriptions to give others opportunity to assess interp

Comparing results – encourages them to question their results & to assess extent of researcher effects

None above foolproof but do encourage self-awareness which assists validity

Dialogic research

· Awareness of reflexivity led some socs to see relationship between researchers & pps as unequal. Researcher directs operations, operationalise variables, chooses who & what to ask/observe. Voices of pps & validity lost in process

· Solution to this problem is dialogic research – a dialogue between researcher & pps where they set the agenda to decide what’s important to express not researcher e.g. Cohen

· Opportunity to capture subjectivity w/ min intrusion from researcher e.g. feminism

Methodological pluralism

· Similar to triangulation & serves similar purpose, not of checking validity & reliability but build up fuller pic of social life recognising each method & type of data has it’s particular strengths/weaknesses

· Combined produce more comp pic of social reality e.g. Moonie study
Sociology and science
Philo & maths axiomatic but not linked to real world. Science collects & measures data to test hypotheses. It’s objective, testable concepts, accurate gathering & est. universal laws. 
Why does it matter if Sociology is a science?

1. To ensure prestige to gain funding for teaching & research at uni + politicians ‘pull strings’
2. To give weight to its findings so they have authority by being backed by ‘scientific research’

Philosophies of science

Positivism

· Valid to use scientific & quantitative methods despite IV not fully isolated. It’s reliable in it’s epistemology - by rigorous research design w/ triangulation there can be a social science

· Soc never be value free or unbiased due to qualitative emphasis = lacks objectivity. However, can still test & make predictions e.g. suicide time not people
· Claim competitive method despite problems due to triangulation

· We can predict how groups of people will react, just not why (isn’t this important?)

· Theories are cumalitive
Comte

· Thought of soc as a science. Should be based on methodology of natural sciences which would result in rational ‘pos science of society’ revealing invariable laws which gov evo of society

· Facts of society must be objectively measured & quantified. Then possible to identify causal relationships & discover laws underlying social evo

Durkheim Rules of sociological method
· Soc should be scientific & most importantly analyse social facts

· Based on Popper’s falsification principle – world full of concrete testable realities

· Social facts are discoverable concrete realities external to indiv & constrains behaviour. Should be objectively measured, quantified & subjected to stat analysis e.g. suicide

· Having est. correlations between social facts, next attempt to discover causation & explanation
· Believed his research on suicide proved scientific methodology appropriate for society because it had show discoverable laws

Evaluation

· Positivism is good, but not appropriate for sociology due to open system

· Even amongst positivists, no agreement as to whether considered a science
· Idea of external reality is misguided utopia

· Correlation =/= causation

· Uses poor scientific method, nowhere near pre-science ‘stamp collecting’ gravity > suicide
Science

Popper

· No such thing as absolute truth ‘black swan’ ( falsification principle

· Marx seriously fails at falsification + fails to provide any object ideas of revolution & pushing goal posts (religious)

· Must use deductive method, falsification, isolate IV & est. causal links - Durkheim failed at

· Rejects search for objective laws but sees no reason why method of science can’t be applied to social sciences if open to falsification
Evaluation

· Marx’s failings of revolution doesn’t mean it won’t happen just reflect uncertainty of society

· Real problems I applying his model to human society due to IV manipulation, extraneous variables & researcher effects meaning falsification v. hard

Kuhn The structure of scientific revolutions
· Uses concept of ideological paradigms to explain why scientists are infallible

· All / ‘normal science’ operates under ideological accepted paradigm – scientists constrained
· While useful, arrogant & foolish to forget initial premise is just a theory & will often be proved wrong - completely undermines Durkheim

· Accumulation of evidence that can’t be explained by current paradigms = scientific revolutions 
· To be considered a science needs 1 prevailing paradigm, which sociology lacks = incommensurability = pre-paradigmic & therefore pre-science (is it even?)
Evaluation

· Lakatos – employs role of multi competing paradigms = soc could be science

· Phenomenological approach?
Realism

· Accepts there are differences between natural & social world, maintains social science is possible

· Both worlds produced by underlying structures & mechanisms (Durkheim social facts?)

· Essential task of realism is to uncover & explain these structures & mechanisms

· Sayer – distinguishes between open/closed systems as arenas. Human behaviour occurs in open system. Soc is a social science as it can explains underlying structures & mechanisms in same way as open systems in natural sciences

· Structures constrain behaviour but not in structuralist sense of determinism
Intepretivists

· Debate stuck in age of outdated notions of fixed, knowable world to be discovered. World is social construction where knowledge isn’t concrete or testable, just shared reality on agreed concepts

· Humans act unpredictable in terms of meanings, beliefs & values. In view of this, many argue goals & methods of natural sciences not appropriate
· Experimental process often contaminates results. Instead use qualitative methods to understand meaning, motives & reason of behaviour & interaction e.g. Weber – ‘Verstehen’

· By claiming MOE, scientists have replaced priests as sources of truth = metanarrative. By posing as having an answer for everything science is cheapening life
· Context is vital – removing is interfering w/ subject matter
Evaluation

· Own form of metanarrative?

· Science itself doesn’t meet all criteria
Schitz, Billig & Bauman

· PM approach

· Durkheim thought society was like a building w/ hidden structure that could be uncovered

· But if we are actors who continually construct society by meaning we give to actions & explanations of behaviour then detached approach of science both inappropriate & impossible
· Sociology is far too subjective that relies on subjective interpretation
Marxism

Humanist Marxism

· Gramsci – central to contribution was theory of ‘hegemony’ in institutions of civil society. Reasons for lack of complete dominance inc. frequent dividing ( power bloc not ideological propagation + proletariat ‘dual consciousness’. Revolution not inevitable through eco crisis, what is needed is how capitalism flourishes: spread of ideas in pop culture & alliances

· Frankfurt school – e.g. of critical theory. 
Feminism

Growth of women studies by women reflect rise in changing views in western society

Weak and strong thesis

· Pawson – distinguishes between week & strong feminist methods. Weak is constant sexism in method inc. androcentricity ‘hidden from history’ & overgeneralisation e.g. social mobility
· These sexist assumptions in all aspects of research process e.g. sex specific terms & assuming male dominance in questions. Reforms focus on methods
· Changes advocated by strong thesis more fundamental
· Oakley – standard interviewing too clinical, manipulative, exploitive & hierarchical. Interviewer uses respondent for his purposes, controlling content & direction w/ unequal relationship. This goes beyond claiming sexism to deeply embedded assumptions need to be radically change – moral & theoretically correct
· Some argue ‘malestream’ soc so saturated w/ male assumptions that a feminist alt required inc. conscious partiality, view from below, action research, changing status quo, raising consciousness, indiv & social history, collectivising experience
· In terms of these propositions feminists claiming valid knowledge can only emerge from struggles waged by the oppressed against their oppressors
Primacy of experience

· Some claim only way to know something is to experience it

· Too often researchers see experience of others in terms of their own values & preconceptions

Evaluation

· However, makes assumption if we dig hard & deep enough we’ll get the ‘real thing’ method of reflexivity & PM criticism

Postmodernist feminism

· Result of varied social groups experience of being women feminist became fragmented
· PM feminism takes this argument further rejecting metanarrative of trad feminism as homogenous, undifferentiated category faced w/ oppressive patriarchal system + sub-categories of ‘black woman’ etc. Instead emphasise diversity + researchers should be open to this diversity rather than approaching w/ preconceived categories

· Emphasise Intepretivist methodology as aware results likely social construct + follow feminist methodology of allowing voice to be heard

Evaluation

· Prevents pretty accurate generalisations

· Blunts force of feminist protest & threatens their unity ‘divide & conquer’
Consensus
20th C functionalism became dominant theoretical perspective. Origins in Comte, Spencer & Durkheim. Subsequently adopted by socs but much of early impact in anthropologist Malinowski

Social systems

· See soc as a system e.g. Parson’s bio analogy. 

· No. of implications central to func analysis: societies should be studied as a whole, diff parts of society need to be understood in terms of the contribution to overall functioning, parts of society pos function to overall functioning

Parsons 
· Social order achieved by social control & socialisation, 4 basic needs of society (goal attainment, adaptation, integration & latency)

Structuralism

Saussure

· Highly influential not just in soc & originates in linguistics of Saussure
· Central to structuralism is studied in 2 dimensions – diachronic & synchronic
Levi-Strauss

· While both functionalism & Marxism are structuralist, most notable social scientific theory adopting structuralism was the anthropologist Levi-Strauss

· Concerned w/ myths – universal although superficially variance, his analysis emphasises this only so when considered from diachronic view e.g. oppositions where supernatural myth mediates cog dissonance – this is universal in all myths

· Only when this synchronic structure is revealed can we interpret function

Semiotics

· Semiotic analysis concentrates upon central structuralist principle that the relationship between the signifier & signified is arbitrary & hence determined only by convention

· Barthes – also highly influenced by Marxism. Analysed ideological meanings of signs in modern culture. Concluded triviality only superficial, deeper truths of ideological myths. Synchronic analysis of signifier & signifying relationship imperative for diachronic understanding

Evaluation

· Reductionism in danger of losing uniqueness & subtlety of human action

· Inevitable difficulty in explaining change
Intepretivist methodology

Weber – social action

Social action

· ‘A science which attempts the interpretive understanding of social action in order thereby to arrive at a causal explanation of its course and effects’

· Social action is action which involves members of society based on their meanings – Weber particularly interested in motives which direct social actors to achieve goals

Verstehen

· Researchers put themselves in places of social actors & attempt to see world through their eyes

· Problem w/ this is if verstehen produces true pic

Protestant work ethics

· The protestant work ethic and spirit of capitalism
· Fabulous comparative method, similar to Tocqueville – from this claims his interpretation of motives of social actors is validated

· Didn’t believe in historical necessity

· Hegelian dialectical between diff factors = separations e.g. disenchantment, defamilisation & bureaucratisation w/ no 1 element dominating – we’re w/o any single institution domination

· Miraculous sequence of events that led to our rationalist capitalist society

Blumer – symbolical interactionism

Instead of comparative method, focus on meaning in context of small-scale interaction situations

· In social interaction methodology is for researchers to immerse themselves in interaction situations, similar to Weber’s ‘verstehen’

· Research must be systematic, rigorous, objective, sensitive & sympathetic
· Symbolic interactionists accept some extent social interaction is structured. However, doesn’t mean negotiation & interpretation aren’t still important aspects of interaction nor does it mean action shaped by structures

Phenomenology

Take logic of social reality to furthest point. Argue humans our only reality consists of meaning. There is nothing more to discover than that meaning

Atkinson

· Sees Durkheim’s attempt to draw causation as pointless & misguided as suicides aren’t ‘social facts’ w/ cause that can be explained, they’re meanings. You end up discovering only the meanings of classification of death

· In discovering suicide argues classification isn’t right or wrong, jus are. No such thing as real or objective suicide rate waiting to be discovered, they just are the rate

· His research attempts to discover meanings used by coroners to classify deaths through no. of evidence relative to verdict

Two sociologists

Some claim the distinction between positivism & Intepretivism is useful as there is a tendency for some researchers to adopt either/or mentality. The differences in methodology reflect their distinct aims

Pawson – ‘methodological myth’ rejects differentiation as it gives false pic of relationship between theory & methods in soc. Instead there are a variety of methods chosen for variety of reasons

Postmodernist methodology

Postmodernists directly challenge entire basis of social science methodology. They reject whole concept of data collection in relation to hypothesis testing & notion of objective social reality. Soc method is just researchers constructions of reality

Post-modernity and research
· Nothing is certain, everything is fluid & fragmented – no single reality

· Many socs accept objectivity unattainable idea but still aim for it. However, PM argues ‘objective research’ just constructions designed to persuade & give impression of rational analysis

· We’re forced into pigeonholes such as culture & class etc. Categories are problematic in research as they create order where none exists & impose particular view of reality

· Defamiliarisation (Weber) offers possibility of getting around social construction of reality. Instead of assuming human action is rational, observer should try to see it from diff views

· PMs particularly scornful & dismissive of metanarratives – own categories & definitions, jargon, subjective & wrap it al up in a rigid framework into which all social reality can be accommodated. Metanarratives taint all of your research inc. science

· Instead there are multi views w/ none able to claim MOT
Evaluation

· Some see PM analysis as useless, other see as halfway house where you should accept existence of multi interpretations

· Isn’t defamiliarisation just a different word for methodological triangulation?

· Isn’t PM its own metanarrative? Using PM argument you can’t make value judgments – yet they do for scientific research

· Made socs more aware of problems & pitfalls of paradigms but shouldn’t be taken too seriously
Methodological values

Founding fathers of soc believed objective value-free society was possible and desirable

Values

Becker – impossible to conduct research uncontaminated by persona & political values. Not only the research but the underlying theories which are infused w/ value judgements

· Interpretivism - demonstrated by Becker’s own criticism of ‘white MC liberals who get their kicks for a titillated attraction to the underdog’s exotic difference. Their sympthathies result in no more than mild criticism of the agents of social control. Their bland liberalism prevents a radical critique of the structure of social inequality’

· Functionalism - reflects conservative position advocating manitence of status quo. In doing so seen to justify existing social structures
· Marxism – values axiomatic of commitment to utopian communism & revolutionary change

· Feminism – values of gender equality & seek to empower woman in their struggle of liberation. Their research is dictated by these values

Value freedom

· Weber – soc should be value free & verstehen (slight contradiction in terms + seen in feminism).  Best interpreter of human action is someone who has ‘been there’. Interesting in his modernist background

· Claims we should seek to take advantage of our ability to empathise w/ other human beings. This involved a form of ‘subjective sociology’ that focused on understanding the meanings & interpretations of individual social facts (still has slight positivist not PM approach)
Relativism

· In acceptance of some degree of value judgement where does that leave ‘truth’?

· Can be argued no way of finding it due to ‘house of mirrors’ + relativity of truth

· Others argue ‘house of mirrors’ in terms of values still possible to find truth in eclecticism. Taking relativist view is too dismissive in face of some absolutes (?)

Views of reality

· 2 extremes of complete objectivity & subjectivity of phenomenology/idealism

· Few accept extreme forms as objectivity too misguided & phenomenology makes soc pointless

Sociology and social policy

Founding fathers

· Comte – saw soc as a practical subject that shouldn’t remain in the unis but applied to wider society. Sociology is ‘to know, in order to predict, in order to control’

· Durkheim – concerned w/ civil unrest as result of industrialisation & breakdown of VC. Saw soc as providing ways of restoring order & integration. Believed soc pointed to need for new moral order whereby people would be bound by sense of duty to community (Aristotle)

· Marx – looked forward to overthrow of govs & communist alt, shaping Lenin’s interpretation

· Modern sociologists still seek to use it for social policy but for weakened more specific areas

Shaping social policy

Changing circumstances – some extent social policy shaped by changes in society
Growing knowledge – e.g. old belief of poor as character flawed

Changing political agendas – diff political parties diff agenda influenced by soc e.g. Maggie & Murray

New questions – major policy shifts occur when old questions finally answered e.g. relative poverty

New Labour

Soc influence best demonstrated by new labour’s 3rd way in both philo & social policy

· Giddens - Third way stressed importance of social cohesion through civic duty. Saw social exclusion as main threat to social order as it tended towards fracture & disintegrate groups

· Giddens’ 3rd way reflected in social exclusion unit to find solutions to problem of exclusion + reduction in poverty through min wage, child benefit & sure start + unemployment for inclusion through training young out of work + education action zones + ‘active citizenship’

Evaluation

· Sociology does influence social policy but differs between govs where they’re both selective & diff emphasis + only one of many factors influencing policy

· Often employed as part of gov therefore sig effect – see themselves more as problem raisers

· Others see socs as only applicable to uni setting – also maintains their independence from gov
