CRIME AND GLOBALISATION
MANUEL CASTELLS – global crime economy, includes arms trafficking, trafficking in nuclear materials, smuggling of illegal immigrants, sex tourism, cybercrimes, green crimes, international terrorism, drugs trade, money laundering, all examples of transnational organised crime, 
Global risk consciousness – globalisation creates new insecurities and fears, example include the fear of immigrants, fears may not be rational, Ian Taylor – global market forces lead to greater inequality and rising crime, transnational manufacturing in low-wage countries creates job insecurity, unemployment and poverty e.g. deindustrialisation in LA led to drug trade of 10k gang members. De-regulation of financial markets has created opportunities for white collar crime, LR – materialistic culture promoted by global media portrays success in terms of lifestyle of consumption AO2 – Taylor’s views are useful in linking global trends to changes in patterns of crime but too deterministic and doesn’t explain how changes make people behave in criminal ways.
Hobbs and Dunningham – study of post-industrial town, found the way crime is organised has been shaped by globalisation i.e. individuals with contacts become hubs around which loosely organised networks form, often seeking mixture of legit and illegitimate opportunities to make money, concludes crime works as a glocal system, locally based with global connections, changes assoc with globalisation has led to shift from old, hierarchal gang structure to loose networks of flexible opportunity structure
[bookmark: _GoBack]Beck – describes late modernity as global risk society bc risks are now global, increase in tech and productivity creates new manufactured risks.  
traditional criminology – not concerned w/ behaviours such as pollution since subject matter is defined by criminal law, Situ and Emmons – define environmental crime as an unauthorised act or omission that violates the law, investigates patters and causes of law breaking, [advantages = clearly defined subject matter, disadvantages = accepts official def for environmental problems which are shaped by powerful groups which serve own interests], 
green criminology – rob white – proper subject of criminology is any action that harms environment and/or humans and non-humans, even if no law has been broken, form of transgressive criminology in that it oversteps legal definitions of what constitutes crime, useful bc laws are not universal and concept of harm in green criminology can be used to dev a global perspective on environmental crime, similar to Marxist POV bc crime created by powerful, White promotes a eccentric POV that sees humans and environment as interdependent, nation states have a human centred perspective and do not consider the environment as much as they should. Nigel South – primary crimes = crimes that result directly from destruction of earth’s resources [air pollution crimes, deforestation crimes, species decline crimes, water pollution crimes], secondary crimes = crimes that grows out of rules aimed at preventing or regulating environmental disasters [state condemns terrorism but prepared to resort to similar methods, toxic waste disposal from chemic, nuclear and others is v profitable, businesses seek to dispose waste illegally bc of high costs, existence of waste disposal laws creates incentive for businesses to dump illegally in 3rd world countries, might not even be illegal bc no legislation. 
AO2 of green crime – recognises growing importance of environmental issues and focuses on broader concepts of harm but harder to define the boundaries of its field of study clearly, critics argue that this is a matter of values.
State crime – green and ward = illegal or deviant activities committed by or w/ complicity of state agencies. McLaughlin – 4 types of state crime [political crimes such as corruption and censorship, crimes by security and police forces e.g. genocide, economic crimes e.g. disregard and H&E, social and cultural crimes e.g. hate crimes. Large scale of state crimes e.g. Nazis killed 6 million people, principle of national sovereignty makes it harder for UN to intervene, state is source of law so state crime undermines justice, state’s power to define it means it can avoid defining its own actions as harmful or criminal, 
Human rights – natural rights = rights you should have by virtue of existing, right to life, liberty and free speech, civil rights = right to vote, privacy, to education. Schwendingers = we should define crime in terms of violation of basic human rights, and we should defend human rights, transgressive criminology, Cohen = argues violations of human rights are not necessarily criminal, even if morally unacceptable e.g. economic exploitation, Cohen = democratic states follow a 3 stage spiral o state denial, stage 1 = denial i.e. it didn’t happen, stage 2 = if it did happen, it’s not what it looks like e.g. self-defence, collateral damage, stage 3 = its justified, state defends itself, e.g. protect national security. AO2 – Cohen shows how states use same technique when they attempt to deny/justify their crimes [neutralisation techniques = denial of victim [[exaggerates victims negative characteristics]], denial of injury [[victim started it]], denial of responsibility, condemning the condemners, appeal to higher loyalty, self-righteous justification through a cause e.g. Christianity, Zionism
Sociologists focus on social conditions that create crime, Kelman and Hamilton – use My Lai massacre, 3 features that produce crimes of obedience [authorisation, routinisation, dehumanisation] Bauman argues that Holocaust was a product of modernity and not return to pre-modern barbarism, to commit mass murder, Nazis needed modern technology, science, division of labour, claims key to understanding the holocaust is the ability of modern society to dehumanise victims and turn mass murder into routine administrative task. 

