Realist Theorists
Right Realism [RR] – see crime as real and increasing problem that destroys communities, undermines social cohesion and threatens society’s work ethic, criticises other theories for failing to offer practical solutions to problem of crime, labelling and critical criminology = too sympathetic to criminal and too hostiles to law enforcers, less concerned with causes of crime more concerned w/ realistic solutions
RR – reject Marxist idea that structural or economic factors, e.g. poverty and inequality, are cause of crime, crime is product of individual biological differences, Wilson and Herrnstein; biosocial theory of criminal behaviour, biological differences btwn individuals make some people more innately predisposed to commit crime, e.g. aggressiveness and impulsiveness put some people at greater risk of offending, Murray and Herrnstein; main cause of crime is low intelligence, seen as biologically determined. Crime also product of the inadequate socialisation of the underclass, Murray; crime rate increasing bc of growing underclass, defined by deviant behaviour and fail to socialise children, grown bc of welfare dependency, welfare state permits dependency, leads to decline of marriage and growth of lone-parent families [men no longer have to take responsibility by having a stable job], lone mothers ineffective socialisation agents, esp for boys, absent fathers means that boys lack paternal disciple and appropriate role models, underclass’s existence threatens society’s cohesion by undermining values of hard work and personal responsibility. Crime also product of rational choice to offend, rational choice theory assumes that individual has free will and power of reason, Ron Clarke; argue that decision to commit crime is a rational choice based on a rational response calculation of the likely consequences, perceived rewards has to appear higher than the consequences to make the choice of offending, Felson; routine activity theory, argues that there has to be a motivated offender, suitable target and absence of capable guardian for a crime to occur, assumes offenders act rationally so the presence of a guardian would deter the offender, informal guardians [e.g. neighbourhood watch] more effective.
RR – solutions is on control, containment and punishment of offenders rather than eliminating underlying causes of offence, Wilson and Kellig; ‘Broken Windows’, argues its essential to maintain orderly character of neighbourhoods to prevent crime taking hold, signs of deterioration [e.g. graffiti] must be dealt with. Advocate zero-tolerance policy towards undesirable behaviours [e.g. prostitution and homelessness], crime prevention policies should reduce rewards and increases costs to offender, target hardening is greater use of prison and ensuring punishments follow soon after the offence,
EVALUATION OF RR – ignores wider structural causes of poverty, overstates offenders rationality and how far they’d make it calculation before committing a crime [may explain utilitarian crime], view that criminals are rational actors contradicts view that people are determined by biology, Lilly et al; IQ differences accounts for less than 3% of difference in offending, ignores corporate crime, zero tolerance policies can be misused [results in displacement of crime to other areas], Jones; policies have failed to prevent crime in USA, emphasise control of disorder rather than tackling underlying causes of neighbourhood decline
LR – society is unequal capitalist society, reformists = believe in gradual social change as the way to achieve greater equality, accuse traditional Marxism for concentrating on the powerful and neglecting w/c crime and its effects, accuse neo-Marxists of romanticising w/c criminals, points out that w/c offenders victimise other w/c victims, accuse LT for seeing w/c criminals as victims, argues that it neglects real victims
LR – Young; increase in crime leads to aetiological crisis for theories, e.g. critical criminology and labelling theory tend to deny that the increase is real, instead claim that increase in crime is a social construction by the reporting of crime. Argue that increase in crime is too great to be explained in this way
LR – local victim surveys show that scale of problem is even greater than the ones shown in official statistics, disadvantaged groups have greater risk of becoming victims, causes greater fear of crime and has greater effect on their lives
LR – Lea and Young; 3 causes of crime. Relative deprivation = refers to how deprived someone feels in relation to others or compared to their own expectations, can lead to crime when people feel resentment that others have more than them, Lea and Young; explain paradox of today’s society being more prosperous and crime ridden, people now aware of relative deprivation due to the media, those who cannot afford these goods may resort to crime instead, individualism causes crime by encouraging the pursuit of self-interest at the expense of others, this weakens informal controls that groups exercise over individuals thus creating spiral of increasing anti-social behaviours. Group’s collective solution to relative deprivation is a subculture, different groups may have different subcultural solutions to this problem – some turn to crime, some turn to religion, and religious subcultures may encourage respectability and conformity. Marginalised groups lack clear goals and organisation to represent their interests, unemployed youth are marginalised, just have resentment and frustration which is expressed through criminal means e.g. looting 
LR – Young; living in stage of late modern society where instability, insecurity and exclusion make the problem of crime worse, deindustrialisation and loss of unskilled manual jobs have increased unemployment and poverty, changes have destabilised family and community life, NR policies designed to hold back welfare spending contributed to increased marginalisation and exclusion of those at the bottom, greater inequality between rich and poor and spread of free market values encouraging individualism have increased sense of relative deprivation. Young; media-saturated late modern society promotes cultural inclusion – poor have access to media’s consumerist messages, greater emphasis on leisure stresses importance of personal consumption, leading to higher expectations of good life, poor people excluded from opportunities despite ideology of meritocracy
LR – trend of late modernity, relative deprivation becomes generalised throughout society, widespread resentment at undeservedly high rewards that some receive e.g. footballers, m/c, forced to be competitive, resent underclass as being idle and irresponsible, result of trend towards exclusion is that crime is more widespread and is found throughout the social structure and crime is more vile [e.g. hate crimes], in diverse society, there’s less public consensus on right and wrong, informal controls less effective as families and communities disintegrate, public more intolerant of rising crime rates and leads to increased criminalisation’s of unacceptable behaviour = late modern society is a high-crime society with low tolerance for crime. 
LR – Kinsley, Lea and Young; police clear-up rates too low to act as deterrent to crime, police spend too little time investigating crime, public must become more involved, police losing public support bc they rely on military policies which alienates communities, policing must be made more accountable to local communities, must improve relationship with local communities by spending more time investigating crime and changing priorities [e.g. under-policing racist attacks and domestic violence], multi-agency approach needed
LR – Young; must deal with inequality of opportunity, unfairness of rewards, tackle discrimination and provide improved housing and community facilities, must become more tolerant of diversity and cease stereotyping entire groups as criminal. 
LR – more influence on gov policy. 
EVALUATION OF LR – succeeded at drawing attention to reality of street crime, accepts authorities definition of crime as street crime instead of defining problems of how the powerful do to the poor, Marxists ; fails to explain corporate crime is more harmful, Interactionists ; LR cannot explain offenders motives bc qualitative data is needed to reveal meanings, LR assume value consensus exists bc of their use of the subculture theory, relative deprivation doesn’t fully explain crime b/c not all those who experience it commit crime, over predicts the amount of crime, focus on inner-city areas gives unrepresentative view and make crime appear a greater problem than it actually is
P1 - RR – crime real, undermines social cohesion and destroys communities, criticises other theories for failing to offer practical solutions to problem of crime, criticises labelling and critical criminology
RR – reject Marxist idea that structural and economic factors are causes of crime, Wilson and Herrnstein – biosocial theory of criminal behaviour, Herrnstein and Murray – main cause is low intelligence, Murray – crime rate is caused by inadequate socialisation of underclass, grown bc of welfare dependency, existence threatens society’s cohesion by undermining value of personal responsibility, Ron Clarke – rational choice theory, cost-benefit analysis by offender, Felson – routine activity theory, motivated offender, absence of capable guardian, offenders act rationally, informal guardians more effective
RR – solution on punishment, control and containment of offenders, Wilson and Kellig – broken windows.
RR – advocate zero-tolerance policy and crime prevention policies should reduce rewards and increase costs to offender, target hardening
AO2 OF RR – ignores wider structural causes of poverty, overstates offender’s rationality and how far they’d make a calculation, contradicting views between criminals being rational actors and being biologically determined, Lilly et al – IQ diff accounts for less than 3% in offending, ignores corporate crime, zero tolerance policies can be misused, Jones – policies failed to prevent crime in USA, underemphasises causes of neighbourhood decline
LR – society unequal capitalist society, reformist, criticise trad Marxism for ignoring w/c crime and intra-class crime, accuses LT for neglecting real victims of crime
Young – increase in crime leads to aetiological crisis for theories, increase too great to be explained as a social construction
LR – victim surveys show problem even greater than ones shown in official statistics, Lea and Young – 3 causes of crime [relative deprivation, marginalisation and subcultures]
Young – late modern society = instability, insecurity and exclusion make problem of crime worse, relative deprivation more generalised throughout society e.g. m/c resent working class, high crime society with low tolerance for crime [fragmentation ruins everything and informal controls less effective and less public consensus on what’s right and wrong.
Kinsley, Lea and Young – police clear up rates too low to act as deterrent to crime, public must become more involved, police must improve relationship with local communities by changing priorities and investigating crime properly
Young – must deal with unfairness of rewards, tackle discrimination and provide improved public housing, more tolerant of diversity.
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