SOCIOLOGY – AQA – UNIT 4 - CRIME AND DEVIANCE

The exam is split into 3 questions:

· Q.1 is a pure methods section which contains two parts a) 12 marks and b) 21 marks. You should spend 45 minuets on this question.

· Q.2 is a method in context question. Part a) is for 9 marks [could also be a 3 and 6 mark question] and part b) is for 15 marks. You should spend 30 minuets on this question.

· Q.3 is a theories essay for 33 marks. THIS QUESTION IS SYNOPTIC! You should spend 45 minuets on this question.

Below is a list of all the areas and studies you need to know for each section of the exam. Don’t worry if you don’t know all the studies, each college/school are likely to teach slightly different ones, just make sure you know about that amount for each section.

Q.1

For the first two pure crime parts you need to know:

Functionalist theories of crime and deviance

Durkheim – Social control, social regulation including suicide

Merton-Strain theory, blocked aspirations

Cohen – Status frustration

Cloward and Ohlin – Deviant subcultures

New Right/Right Realism
James Wilson – Strict law enforcement needed

Wilson and Kelling – Broken windows, zero tolerance

Murray – Cultural deprivation, single parents and ineffective, the underclass

Erdos – Families without fathers

Subcultural theories

Cohen – Delinquent subcultures

Cloward and Ohlin – Delinquency and opportunity, criminal, conflict and retreatist subcultures

Willis – pupil subcultures (learning to labour)

Patrick – Gang culture (Glasgow gangs)

Humphreys – Gay subcultures and covert participant observation

Miller – Focal concerns, lower working class male subculture

Matza – Delnquency and drift, techniques of neutralisation, subterranean values

Marxist theories of crime and deviance

Gordon – Criminogenic capitalism, ideology, crime as a working class problem

Chambliss – Corporate/white collar crime, e.g. Bhopal disaster

Box – Selective law enforcement practices

Pearce – Crime, power and control, corporate crime, law creation in favour of the ruling class
Neo-Marxism/New criminology/Left realism

Taylor, Walton and Young – New criminology, anti-determinism, voluntarism

Stuart Hall et al. – Moral panics
Young, Lea and Matthews – Left realism, marginalisation, subculture, relative deprivation

Interactionism/Phenomenology

Becker – Labelling theory, self-fulfilling prophecy

Cicourel – Negotiated justice, class differences

Lemert - Primary/secondary deviance

Cohen – Subcultures, deviancy amplification spiral, folk devils and moral panics

Rosenhahn – Pseudo patients

Goffman – Dramaturgical model, metal illness as deviance

Braithwaite – Reintergrative shaming
Gender and crime

Smart – ‘Malestream’ sociology

Pollak - Masked female offender, women being deceptive and hiding crimes

Cambell – Girl gangs

Heidensohn – control theory, sex role theory, chivalry thesis, double deviance

Carlen – Women, crime and poverty, rational choice theory

Messerschmidt – Masculinity and crime

Winlow – Post modernity, masculinity and crime, bodily capital

Ethnicity and Crime

Hall – Institutional racism, ‘policing the crisis’

Lea and Young – Moral realism and crime

Cicourel – Race and labelling

The Scarman report

MacPherson report

Bowling and Phillips – victim studies, ethnicity and over representation, oppressive policing

Graham and Bowling – Self-report studies

Media representations of crime

Schlesinger and Tumber – selective coverage of crime, media and fear of crime

Felson – Age, dramatic and ingenuity fallacy

Cohen and Young – News values and crime coverage

Bandura – media effects of children

Cohen – Media, folk devils and moral panics, Mods and Rockers

Wall – Global cyber crime, cyber deception and theft, pornography and cyber violence

Globalisation – Green crime, human rights and state crime

Held et al. – Global crime economy

Castells – Global crimes, trafficking, sex tourism, cyber crimes

Global risk consciousness

Hobbs and Dunningham – ‘Glocal’ crimes

Glenny – McMafia, Oligarchs

· Green crimes

Beck – Manufactured risks, global risk society

White – Green criminology, anthropocentric/ecocentric view

Carrabine et al. – Primary and secondary crimes, air pollution, deforestation, organised crime

· State crimes
Chambliss – State organised crime

McLaughlin – Categories of state crime

Schwendinger – crimes as a violation of human rights

Cohen – Spiral of denial

Sykes and Matza – Neutralisation theory

Kelmen and Hamilton – Crimes of obedience

Crime prevention and control

Clarke – Situational crime prevention

Chaike – Crime displacement

Wilson and Kelling – Broken windows

Concepts: Restorative justice, restitutive justice

Foucault – Sovereign/Disciplinary power

Carrabine et al – Prisons and imprisonment

Garland – Mass incarceration and transcarceration

Victims of crime

Miers – Positivist victimology, interpersonal crimes

Mawby and Walklate – Critical victimology, deny the label of victim, structural powerlessness

Patters of victimisation – gender, class, ethnicity, age

Impact of victimisation – secondary victimisation and fear of victimisation

Suicide – Positivist approach

Durkheim – social fact, social integration and moral regulation, types of suicide

Taylor – Social integration/regulation, types of suicide

Gibbs and Martin – Status integration

Official statistics – How accurate are they? Social construction

Suicide – Interpretivist approach

Atkinson – Suicide socially constructed, coroners categorisation, commonsense theory

Douglas – Meaning and interpretation of suicide, interpretations of meanings, labels
Example questions:

‘Examine the role of access to opportunity structures in causing crime and deviance.’ 12 marks

‘Examine some of the ways in which the state may carry out criminal acts.’ 12 marks

‘Using material from the Item and elsewhere, asses the view that crime and deviance are the product of the labelling process.’ 21 marks

‘Using material from the Item and elsewhere, assess the value of right realist approach to crime and deviance.’ 21 marks

‘Using material from the Item and elsewhere, assess the contribution of Interactionist theory to an understanding of crime and deviance.’

Q.2

These questions will always follow a certain formulation.

A) Identify and briefly explain 3 PROBLEMS/ADVANTAGES/A MIXTURE of using METHOD to study AN ISSUE IN CRIME

B) Using material from Item B and elsewhere, assess the STRENGHTS/LIMITATIONS/BOTH of METHOD as a means of investigating A CRIMINAL PLACE/GROUP/CRIME
This is what you need to know for this section:

You need to know about and the advantages and disadvantages of each of the following methods and the advantages and disadvantages in the context of crime. You also need to be able to think about their reliability, validity and if they are generalisable:

· Experiments: Bandura, Rosenhahn, Rosenthal and Jacobson, Zimbardo, Lab vs. Field experiments, comparative method, variables, hypothesis, Hawthorne effect
· Official statistics: Durkheim (positivism) vs. Douglas and Atkinson (Interpretivism), British crime survey, Census, Pros and cons of diff types of statistics, hard and soft statistics
· Social surveys: Census, Willmott and Young (Family and class in a London suburb), different types of questionnaires, methods of sampling
· Content analysis: Lobban (Media analysis), Gender bias in reading schemes, Tuchman (Gender stereotyping in TV)
· Longitudinal studies: 7 UP unstructured interviews with participants every 7 years
· Participant observation: Humphreys (Tearoom trade - covert), Barker (Making of the Moonies – Overt), Patrick (Glasgow gangs – Covert), Willis (Learning t labour – Overt), ethical considerations, Verstehen, bias, ‘going native’
· Direct observation: Steve Taylor
· Unstructured interviews: Willis, Dobash and Dobash (Violence against wives), Unstructured vs. Structured interviews, interviewer bias, interviewer effect, desirability effect, subjectivity
· Minority methods: Personal documents, Scott (Authenticity, credibility, misinterpretation), historical documents, triangulation

Also:

Evaluation of reasons for choice of method: Theoretical, Practical and Ethical factors
Key concepts: Positivism vs. Interpretivism, Qualitative vs. Quantitative, Objective vs. subjective data, primary vs. secondary data
Example questions:

‘Identify and briefly explain three weaknesses of using personal and public documents to study suicide.’ 9 marks

‘Identify and briefly explain limitations of using official statistics to study domestic violence.’ 9 marks

i. ‘Identify and briefly explain two strengths of using unstructured interviews to study the victims of domestic violence.’ 6 marks. AND

ii. ‘Identify and briefly explain one limitation of using unstructured interviews to study victims of domestic violence.’ 3 marks

‘Using material from the Item and elsewhere, assess the strengths and limitations of using field experiments to study the effectiveness of different crime reductions strategies.’ 15 marks

Q.3

This question is synoptic meaning you need to bring in studies/concepts from other sections of the course (families, education or whatever else you studied last year!) to gain good marks.

The question will be on one of the following:

· An Issue: Sociology and Social Policy, Sociology as a Science, Sociology and Values

· A Method (you should know all this from previous section)

· A Theory

You should show knowledge of the over riding Positivist vs. Interpretivist argument whatever the question is on. If it is a question of a method/theory state what side that method/theory stands on and why etc. If on science the debate should be the main aspect – why each side sees sociology as a science or not. If on social policy say quantitative methods are normally used to gain govt. statistics and who these are preferred by and why etc.

You also need to bring in other areas of the course – if talking about Sociology as a science you need to include things about methods, crime and other sections from last year and how this all fits in with the sociology and science debate. If talking about a method you should talk about if it’s scientific and the sociology as a science debate, as well as studies from all units.

Issues
Sociology as a science / Sociology and Values:
Positivism V Interpretivism (Interpretive sociology)

Durkheim – sociology is a science

Merton – The ethos of science

Popper – Falsification

Khun – Scientific paradigm

Weber – Values and research

Feyerabend – Scientists are not scientific in their methods

Kaplan – Give accounts of what they though should happen, not what did happen

Gouldner – Science is not value free

Barnes – Knowledge depends on scientist’s environment

Example questions:

‘Assess the view that sociology can and should model itself on the natural sciences.’ 33mks

‘Although sociologists agree that values should be kept out of the research process, in practise this is impossible to achieve. Evaluate this claim.’ 33mks

Sociology and social policy:
Education policy – Dearing report

Swann report

Family policy and Murray on the underclass

MacPherson report

Crime policy

Role of agencies of social control – police, courts

There are various other social policies you could include – sex discrimination act, equal pay act and liberal feminism etc.

Example question:

‘Assess the relationship between Sociology and social policy.’ 33mks
Method
Questions will be about the strengths and limitations.

Example questions:

‘Assess the value of interviews in sociological research.’
‘Assess the quantitative sources of data in sociological research.’
Theory

(The summer exam is apparently unlikely to be theory as it was Feminism in January, that doesn’t mean it CAN’T be theory though, they could be mean!)
Even if a question is on one theory you need to use other theories to criticise it.

Concepts about theory:

Structure vs. Action

Consensus vs. Conflict

Macro vs. Micro

Social fact vs. Social construction
Advantages/Disadvantage of Functionalist theory:

Durkheim – Social solidarity, collective consciousness, suicide

Merton – Strain theory, conformity

Parsons – Stability, value consensus

Cohen – Subcultures, shared norms and values
Example question:

‘Assess the strengths and weaknesses of the Functionalist approach to society.’

Advantages/Disadvantages of Marxist/Neo-Marxist theory:

Marx – Bourgeoisie and Proletariat, means of production, false consciousness, ideology, economic determinism, historical materialism

Althusser – capitalism as exploitation, alienation, false class consciousness

Engles – Economic determinism, ideology

Maduro – Social class and control

Gramsci – Hegemony, ideology

Example question:

‘Critically examine Marxist perspectives on today’s society.’
Advantages/Disadvantages of Interpretivist theory:

Mead – Social process, negotiation

Blumer – Satisfaction and meanings

Weber – Social action, looking glass self, values and research

Goffman – Social construction, dramaturgical model, roles and impression management

Becker – Labelling, symbolic meaning

Lemert – Deviant Career

Example question:

‘Assess the usefulness of Interactionist approaches to the study of society.’
Advantages/Disadvantages Feminist theory:

Liberal: Domestic Labour debate, Oakley, social construction of gender roles, Patriarchy

Marxist: Gender stereotyping, Barrett, Benston, Beechey, Ansley

Radical: Patriarchy, ‘malestream’, Lesbianism, Separatism, Millett

Poststructuralist: Butler and Scott, changing identities of women and womanhood

Example question:

‘Assess the contribution of feminist theorists and researchers to an understanding of society today.’
Advantages/Disadvantages of the New Right:

Murray – Underclass, dole scroungers, single parent families

Dennis and Erdos – Pro-nuclear family, ‘Families without fathers’

Wilson – Dependency culture, Zero tolerance

Advantages/Disadvantages of Postmodernism:

Baudrillard – Globalisation, Hyper-reality, post modernity, Meta Narratives, Simulacra

Strinati – Pick and mix culture

Giddens – Loss of stable meaning, fragmentation, relativism

Beck – Risk society

Example question:
‘Society has now entered a new, postmodern age and we need new theories to understand it. Assess this view.’

Hopefully you have noticed that some studies/theorists appear more than once – this is to show they fit into more than one section.
