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Exam tips


Advice on key points in the text to help you learn and recall content, avoid pitfalls, and polish your exam technique in order to boost your grade.
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Knowledge check


Rapid-fire questions throughout the Content Guidance section to check your understanding.
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Knowledge check answers


Turn to the back of the book for the Knowledge check answers.
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Summaries




	
•  Each core topic is rounded off by a bullet-list summary for quick-check reference of what you need to know.
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About this book





This guide is for students following the AQA A-level Sociology course. It deals with the topic of crime and deviance with theory and methods.


There are two main sections to this guide:




	
•  Content Guidance — this provides details of the topics of crime and deviance and sociological theory. There is also a section examining the link between theory and sociological methods. Topic areas on crime and theory examine key ideas and arguments, stating the main points of evaluation, and include the key concepts and key thinkers. The defined words are key words for this specification.


	
•  Questions & Answers — this shows you the kind of questions you can expect in the A-level Paper 3 examination. The questions are followed by sample A*-grade responses.







How to use this guide


When you study crime and deviance topics and theory and methods in class, read the corresponding information from the Content Guidance sections to become familiar with the topic. You should use these sections to complete your own revision notes, for example on each theory and topic within crime and deviance. You should then complete one of the test papers. It is advisable to focus on questions on one topic area, theory or whatever at a time. After you have completed your own answers you should compare them with the sample student answers provided. These and the comments that follow them can be used to amend your revision notes.


The A-level specification is shown in detail on the AQA website: www.aqa.org.uk/7192. Follow the links to Sociology A-level (7192).















Content Guidance





This section outlines the major issues and themes of Crime and deviance and Theory and methods.


The content of Crime and deviance falls into the following areas:




	
•  crime, deviance, social order and social control


	
•  the social distribution of crime and deviance by ethnicity, gender and social class, including recent patterns and trends in crime


	
•  globalisation and crime in contemporary society; the media and crime; green crime; human rights and state crimes


	
•  crime control, surveillance, prevention and punishment, victims, and the role of the criminal justice system and other agencies





The content of Theory and methods falls into the following areas:




	
•  consensus, conflict, structural and social action theories


	
•  the concepts of modernity and postmodernity in relation to sociological theory


	
•  the nature of science and the extent to which sociology can be regarded as scientific


	
•  the relationship between theory and methods


	
•  debates about subjectivity, objectivity and value freedom


	
•  the relationship between sociology and social policy





Note that sociological methods, which you will have studied in Year 1, are covered in Student Guide 1, Education with theory and methods.




Crime and deviance




Sociological theories of crime and deviance




Functionalism, strain and subcultural theories




	
•  Durkheim (1897) believed that crime was inevitable and would be an increasing problem in modern society as rapid social change and diversity could potentially result in anomie. However, he felt that a certain level of crime was a normal part of a healthy society and would lead to various positive functions such as allowing positive social change to occur and acting as a safety valve to prevent more serious crime. The criminal justice system and punishment also have the function of reminding people of the boundaries of acceptable behaviour and promoting social solidarity through reaffirming shared values.


	
•  However, Durkheim’s theory has been criticised for focusing on social control and conformity rather than explaining why some groups commit more crime than others. Merton (1938) developed a functionalist explanation of crime and deviance and acknowledged that crime could be dysfunctional for society. He argued that deviance occurred as a result of the strain between socially accepted goals such as achieving material success (the American dream) and socially approved ways of achieving these goals such as hard work in school and the workplace.


	
•  Merton argued that in the USA the main cultural goal was the American dream but that, despite notions of meritocracy, some sections of society lacked the legitimate opportunity structures to achieve this goal. This would create anomie for individuals who were excluded from institutional means and would result in crime and deviance (see Table 1).
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•  Subcultural theories of A. Cohen and of Cloward and Ohlin — these developed Merton’s notion of strain and agree that the lack of opportunity structures can be used to explain working-class crime and deviance.


	
•  A. Cohen argues that working-class boys would value success goals initially but that failure in school due to a lack of legitimate opportunity structures would lead to status frustration. As a result of this frustration the boys collectively inverted and replaced middle-class values of educational success with alternative goals and ways of achieving status, such as truanting.


	
•  Cloward and Ohlin identify three working-class subcultures that result from varying degrees of access to illegitimate opportunity structures:



	–  Criminal Have access to illegitimate opportunity structures and utilitarian crime as they are socialised into a ‘life of crime’ by members of organised criminal gangs.


	–  Conflict Have little access to illegitimate opportunity structures due to a lack of organised crime gangs in their area but can achieve status through gang violence.


	–  Retreatists Have no access to either legitimate or illegitimate opportunity structures. They may have failed in the other two types of subculture and ‘retreat’ into a world of drugs.
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Exam tip


Be prepared to link basic functionalist concepts and arguments to their explanation of crime and deviance. As a structural, consensus theory, functionalism argues that crime occurs when social solidarity is threatened by a lack of effective social control mechanisms and when institutions such as the family are failing to socialise people into a shared culture.
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•  Miller argues that when working-class men are deviant it is because of their distinctive culture. He argues that lower-working-class culture is characterised by focal concerns, which act as a release from the boredom of people’s lives and mean that they will inevitably be involved in criminal and deviant activities. For example, the focal concern of ‘toughness’ will lead to crime such as fighting while ‘excitement’ will lead to crimes such as joyriding.





Table 2 Comparison of Merton and subcultural theory








	Agree with Merton

	Disagree with Merton










	Merton and the subcultural strain theories of Cohen and of Cloward and Ohlin argue that working-class people initially share mainstream values of success

	Miller’s version of subcultural theory states that lower-class culture is separate from mainstream values. It does not share the middle-class goal of the ‘American dream’






	Merton and subcultural strain theories argue that crime is higher among the working class as they have less access to legitimate opportunity structures such as good education

	Cohen and also Cloward and Ohlin argue that working-class people adopt a collective, not individual, response to strain by joining a subculture






	Working-class crime is often caused by the need for financial gain. Merton’s innovator is similar to Cloward and Ohlin’s criminal subculture member, who may commit utilitarian crimes such as burglary

	Crime can also be non-utilitarian. Cohen’s subculture gained status from truanting and vandalising school property. Cloward and Ohlin’s conflict subcultures earned status through winning ‘turf wars’






	Deviants might ‘drop out’ of society such as Merton’s retreatism response and Cloward and Ohlin’s retreatist subculture, whose cultural values may both focus around drug use

	Cloward and Ohlin’s retreatist subculture members are ‘double failures’ as they lack access to illegitimate opportunity structures (criminal and conflict subcultures) as well as legitimate ones
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Exam tip


To develop analysis, compare Merton’s strain theory and subcultural theories with the left realists Lea and Young’s version of subculture (see Table 3 on page 13). While they have different views on the causes, both believe that members of subcultures may be unable to achieve society’s cultural goals due to blocked opportunity structures.
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Interactionist Matza (1971) argues that rather than there being a distinctive subculture, groups in society use a set of deviant ‘subterranean values’ that exist below mainstream values. People normally keep these values under control but they occasionally emerge in situations such as after drinking too much at the office party or the end of Year 13 holiday in Ibiza. Matza argues that when this occurs we use techniques of neutralisation (sets of excuses) to justify our deviant actions, such as the ‘denial of responsibility’: ‘That wasn’t me, I was drunk’.
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Evaluation




	
•  Merton Are there just five types of adaptation and common goals in society? The American dream may not be applicable to the UK today.


	
•  A. Cohen Are working-class deviants aware that they are ‘inverting’ middle-class values? Delinquent behaviour such as truanting may be done just ‘for a laugh’.


	
•  Cloward and Ohlin There may be more than three types of subculture and an individual may be involved in more than one, such as a small-time drug dealer who is also a user.


	
•  Miller There is little evidence to suggest that focal concerns are restricted to working-class males. Does a completely separate, homogeneous working-class subculture exist? However, New Right sociologists such as Murray (1990) would support Miller’s ideas, arguing that there is now a distinct underclass whose values encourage deviant and criminal behaviour.


	
•  Interactionists such as Matza argue that separate subcultures do not exist and that we all ‘drift’ between conformity and deviant ‘subterranean values’.


	
•  Marxists argue that strain and subcultural theories ignore corporate crime. Marxist subcultural theorists such as Brake (1980) argue that working-class subcultures, such as punk and skinhead youth subcultures, develop as a resistance to capitalism rather than through strain (see page 7).


	
•  Feminists argue that strain and subcultural theories are ‘malestream’ and ignore female crime and deviancy, such as the increase in ‘girl gangs’.


	
•  Postmodernists such as Maffesoli (1996) argue that rather than there being rigid subcultures resulting from causes such as strain, young people belong to ‘neo-tribes’ that are fluid and diverse. Rather than being based on deviant working-class values, neo-tribes result from different lifestyles that are influenced by a range of factors that are often media-led.
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Knowledge check 1


Outline two criticisms of subcultural theories of crime.
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Interactionism: labelling theory


Interactionists disagree with the functionalist view of crime and deviance in a number of ways:




	
•  Rather than deviance producing social control, interactionists argue that agents of social control are the cause of crime and deviance.


	
•  Rather than using an absolute definition of deviance, interactionists adopt a relative definition and argue that there is no fixed view of what constitutes deviant behaviour. As Matza argues, people ‘drift’ in and out of deviance.


	
•  Rather than seeing official statistics as reliable and as generally accurate in reflecting patterns of crime, interactionists regard them as being socially constructed and lacking validity. Phenomenologist Cicourel argues that due to police using typifications, crime statistics say more about the way the police operate than actual levels of crime.





Interactionists focus on labelling theory and how agents of social control — such as the police, the judiciary and the media — have the power to define less powerful groups as deviant. Becker (1967) argues that social groups create deviance by making rules and then labelling those who do not conform to these social controls as ‘outsiders’. He argues that ‘moral entrepreneurs’ (such as politicians) have power over individuals and are able to redefine behaviour and laws into what they feel is acceptable.


Lemert (1951) differentiates between primary deviance, which constitutes deviant acts that have not been labelled, and secondary deviance, which is the societal reaction caused by acts being publicly labelled. For labelling theorists, societal reaction to being labelled as deviant has many different consequences:




	
•  The individual can be stigmatised and excluded from ‘normal society’, as Goffman demonstrated when people are labelled as mentally ill.


	
•  The label can become an individual’s ‘master status’ — the main way that others see them (e.g. being viewed as a ‘junkie’ rather than as a father or boss). This is likely to have a negative impact on an individual’s self-concept, and a self-fulfilling prophecy will occur as they will begin to see their identity in terms of the label.


	
•  Becker argues that further societal reaction, such as discrimination in the workplace, may lead to the labelled person following a ‘deviant career’, resulting in them joining a subculture with others who have been similarly labelled.


	
•  Young’s (1971) study of hippy drug users illustrates how aspects of secondary deviancy, such as police persecution and labelling, led to a self-fulfilling prophecy where drug-taking and other subcultural deviant behaviour increased. This process, where labelling and an increased attempt to control behaviour actually create more deviance, is called the deviancy amplification spiral.


	
•  S. Cohen’s (1972) study of mods and rockers (see Table 5 on page 25) is another example of how labelling, in this case by the media, can lead to deviance amplification via a moral panic.


	
•  Braithwaite (1989) distinguishes between disintegrative shaming, where the criminal is negatively labelled and excluded from society, and reintegrative shaming, which labels the act as bad but not the person themselves. Braithwaite argues that reintegrative shaming avoids the negative effects of societal reaction and can lead to lower levels of crime, as offenders will be made aware of the impact of their behaviour and will be accepted back into society without being stigmatised.
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Evaluation




	
•  + Interactionism illustrates how deviance is a relative concept and how deviance, crime and crime statistics can be socially constructed.


	
•  + It draws attention to the importance of labelling and its consequences.


	
•  + It demonstrates the impact of agents of social control at a micro level and how they may create more deviance.


	
•  – Labelling theory is too deterministic as individuals can reject labels and not follow the deviant career. However, Becker does acknowledge that individuals have the power to resist labels.


	
•  – Labelling theory only focuses on trivial forms of deviance and is not useful in explaining more serious crimes, such as murder.


	
•  – Akers (1967) criticises labelling theory for blaming societal reaction for an individual’s deviant behaviour. He felt the act itself is more important than societal reaction and that individuals are aware that they are breaking the law.


	
•  – Interactionism fails to explain why people commit deviant acts in the first place.


	
•  – Left realists argue that labelling theory is too sympathetic to the criminal and ignores the victims of crime.


	
•  – Marxists argue that it ignores the wider, macro origins of labelling and that labelling reflects the power of the ruling class in a capitalist society.
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Knowledge check 2


Outline two strengths of interactionist theories of crime.
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Marxism


Rather than social control benefiting everyone, as functionalists suggest, Marxists argue that it benefits the ruling class and works against working-class people’s interests by preventing them from rebelling against the injustices of capitalism. Marxists agree with interactionist criticisms of the functionalist view of crime and deviance that official statistics on crime are invalid due to the law being selectively enforced by powerful groups. However, traditional Marxists argue that this occurs at a macro rather than micro level. They argue that the structure of capitalist society can be seen to explain the causes of crime in three ways:




	
1  Capitalism is criminogenic. By its very exploitative nature, capitalism results in class inequality and poverty. Gordon (1976) suggests that higher levels of working-class crime are a response to this inequality. He argues that the emphasis on greed, profits, competition and materialism means that crime is a rational response by all social classes to capitalism. This is demonstrated in white-collar crimes, such as tax evasion and fiddling expenses, and corporate crime, such as health and safety violations, share-price fixing and environmental offences caused by pollution. Advertising is seen as encouraging crimes such as theft as a way to acquire the latest ‘must-have’ goods. Marxists further argue that increasing alienation (see page 33) of the working class can cause non-utilitarian crime such as vandalism and violent behaviour.


	
2  Selective law making and enforcement. Marxists argue that the law reflects ruling-class interest rather than the will of the people as functionalists suggest. Snider (1997) argues that laws that threaten the profits of big business, such as fair trade laws and health and safety legislation, are unlikely to be passed or enforced beyond a minimum level. Chambliss (1970) argues that laws to protect private property are used by the ruling class to maintain the capitalist economy and keep the working class away from its spoils.


	
3  Ideological functions of crime and deviance. Althusser (1969) argues that the law is an ideological state apparatus which serves the interests of capitalists by maintaining and legitimating class inequality. Selective law enforcement, such as targeting social security ‘scroungers’, benefits the rich and powerful — tax fraudsters are rarely taken to court as their crimes are less likely to be treated as criminal offences. Reiman (2001) suggests that white-collar and corporate crimes are under-policed and under-punished. Pearce (1976) argues that the real purpose of laws seemingly passed in the interest of the working class, such as health and safety laws, is to serve capitalism by helping to ensure safe and loyal workers. The occasional prosecution will give the impression that the law is applied fairly and shows the ‘caring side’ of capitalism.
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Exam tip


Compare this view of selective law enforcement with labelling theory, which fails to locate it within a wider social context — i.e. how bias in the legal system benefits capitalism.
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Exam tip


Be prepared to link points to general Marxist theory. The belief that the law acts in the interests of workers is an example of the false consciousness that Marx argued existed among the working class.
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Marxists argue that crime statistics will reflect selective law enforcement and this, coupled with biased media coverage, will give the impression that crime is a working-class phenomenon. This will result in working-class people blaming working-class criminals for the problems they experience, such as low pay, which capitalism is causing. Conversely, white-collar crime and corporate crime are not seen as a serious problem by the public despite their being more costly to society. There are a number of reasons for this, such as the invisibility of the offences, the lack of a clear victim or knowledge of the offender. Corporate crime in particular is less likely to be prosecuted for a number of reasons — it is more complex; responsibility for it is often diffused and protected by powerful interests such as the state; it is dealt with internally to protect the company’s reputation.


The New Criminology, by Taylor, Walton and Young (1973), agreed with traditional Marxists on issues such as criminogenic capitalism and selective law enforcement, but argued that a fully social analysis is required. This neo-Marxist approach combined the traditional Marxist views on inequality with the micro approach of labelling theory and its emphasis on societal reaction and individual meanings.
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Exam tip


The ideological nature of the law and its selective enforcement can be seen in Hall’s book Policing the Crisis. This examined the moral panic about mugging in the 1970s, when the media scapegoated black muggers for the problems in capitalism at the time. Hall argued that this had the effect of dividing white against black working-class people, who were blamed for the problems in society, rather than capitalism.
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The New Criminology is often referred to as critical criminology as it argues that the sociology of crime and deviance must be critical of the established capitalist order. It also takes on a more voluntaristic approach, arguing that individuals have free will and are able to commit crime for political reasons in response to the injustices of the capitalist system. The New Criminology provides a framework for research based on seven micro and macro factors which were adopted in order to produce a fully social theory. This approach was used by neo-Marxist Hall in his study on black muggers (see the Ethnicity and crime section).


Marxist subcultural theory, developed by the Centre for Contemporary Cultural Studies, argued that working-class youth subcultures developed their styles of clothes, music and language as a form of resistance to social inequality.




	
•  P. Cohen (1972) described how 1970s skinheads reacted to the decline of working-class communities through symbols, exaggerating the clothes of the traditional manual worker, such as Dr Martens boots, and asserted their working-class masculinity through football violence.


	
•  Brake (1980) argued that such resistance is ‘magical’ — an illusion that only appears to solve their problems. He argued that each generation of working-class youth subcultures have resisted their exploited situation though different sorts of music, clothes and so on.


	
•  Hebdige (1979) outlined how punks ‘resisted through rituals’ by deliberately shocking the establishment through their use of deviant symbols, such as Mohican haircuts, swastikas and bondage on clothing. However, he argued that the deviant styles that subcultures used would soon be commercialised by capitalism and available in high street retailers — such as commercial versions of punks’ DIY ripped jeans with safety pins quickly becoming available in Topshop.
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Evaluation




	
•  + Marxist theory of crime demonstrates how the law reflects differences in power between social groups.


	
•  + It highlights the impact of selective law enforcement and how corporate and white-collar crime is under-policed.


	
•  + It has drawn attention to how inequality can lead to criminal behaviour.


	
•  – Marxism is too deterministic and does not explain why not all working-class people who experience poverty commit crime.


	
•  – The New Criminology accuses Marxism of being economically deterministic, arguing that not all crime is caused by economic factors.


	
•  – The assumption that the end of capitalism will lead to the end of crime is rejected. Capitalism does not appear to be criminogenic in countries such as Japan or Singapore, which have a very low crime rate.


	
•  – Traditional Marxist theory has been accused of ignoring the relationship between ethnicity and crime and deviance.


	
•  – Left realists argue that, by focusing on the crimes of the powerful, Marxists neglect the fact that working-class people are the main victims of working-class crime.


	
•  – Right realists agree and also argue that Marxism is too critical of the role of the police and the courts, which are a necessary part of social control.


	
•  – Functionalists would argue that the law is applied equally and that there are numerous examples of the criminal justice system (CJS) acting against the interests of the ruling class, such as MPs’ expenses.


	
•  – Feminists argue that different types of Marxist theory ignore the patriarchal nature of the law and social control.


	
•  – The New Criminology group only provided a framework and did not conduct any research themselves. The ‘fully social analysis’ they advocated incorporates seven aspects of crime that were very complex.


	
•  – The New Criminology has been criticised for its emphasis on the political nature of crimes, which is not useful for explaining crimes such as domestic violence and child abuse.


	
•  – Marxist subcultural theory has been accused of underestimating how far youth subcultures are influenced by the consumerism and popular culture of the USA, such as ‘gangsta rap’ and ‘Nike identities’.
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Knowledge check 3


Outline two criticisms made by left realists of Marxist theories of crime.
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Exam tip


Relate right realism to the New Right views of Murray on the importance of the nuclear family and on it being undermined by the welfare state, creating a dependency culture. It is argued that social policies on reducing dependency, such as cutting benefits, can also reduce crime by encouraging individuals to be more self-reliant. Working people will be financially independent and less likely to be involved in street crime.
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Realist approaches to the causes of crime and deviance


Table 3 Similarities and differences between right and left realists








	Similarities

	Differences on the causes of crime






	Ideas

	Left realists

	Right realists










	Crime is a real, growing problem that is damaging communities, particularly in urban areas

	
Relative deprivation Due to the media and consumerism, we are more aware of how deprived we are in relation to others. This may lead to crime as people feel resentment when they think others ‘unfairly’ have more than them, e.g. stealing the latest iPhone

	
Biological differences Wilson and Herrnstein (1985) claim some people are naturally more aggressive, more extrovert and of low intelligence and so commit more crime due to biologically determined factors






	Individualism and the pursuit of self-interest lead to the breakdown of family structure and the community and can lead to crime

	
Marginalisation Groups such as unemployed youth and minority ethnic groups may feel powerless as they have no one to represent them (leading to social exclusion). They may turn to crime such as vandalism or violence out of resentment or frustration

	
Socialisation Some families, particularly lone-parent ones, fail to teach correct values such as self-control, often due to the lack of a male role model. Murray (1990) felt that there was a growing underclass who did not share the values of society and so were more likely to commit crime






	Realists agree that labelling and different Marxist theories are too sympathetic towards the working-class criminal

	
Subculture As a consequence of relative deprivation and marginalisation, some working-class and black people may seek a collective response and form deviant subcultures. Due to their blocked opportunities, some may turn to street crime

	
Rational choice Clarke (1980) argued that individuals rationally choose to commit crime because the costs are outweighed by the benefits. Felson (1998) argued that if a motivated offender was in the presence of a ‘capable guardian’ they would act rationally and not offend
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Exam tip


While right realists generally argue that poor values cannot be changed, Wilson and Herrnstein (1985) argued that individuals with a biological predisposition to commit crime can be ‘trained away’ from it with the right socialisation. However, the underlying causes of crime are very difficult to change.
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Exam tip


For a question on the views of realist theorists on the causes of crime, be prepared to refer to their different crime prevention strategies (see the section on realist approaches to crime prevention).
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Evaluation




	
•  + Left realists have drawn attention towards the reality and fear of crime that exist for some deprived groups.


	
•  + Both realist theories have been influential in social policies aimed at tackling crime (see the section on realist approaches to crime prevention).


	
•  – Hughes (1991) argues that left realists fail to explain why some people who are relatively deprived commit crime and others do not.


	
•  – By focusing on property crime and inner-city crime, left realists fail to provide evidence to support a representative theory of crime.


	
•  – Left realists’ use of subcultural theory and the assumption that crime occurs when there is no value consensus has been criticised. Marxists would argue that left realism has strayed too far away from Marxist views in adopting functionalist concepts to explain crime.


	
•  – Lilly et al. (2002) reject the biological argument of right realists. They found that only 3% of differences in offending could be explained by differences in intelligence levels.


	
•  – While rational choice may be useful to explain some utilitarian crime, it cannot explain violent crime and crimes committed under the influence of alcohol or drugs.


	
•  – There is a contradiction between criminals making rational choices and having low intelligence and being poorly socialised.


	
•  – Marxists and left realists argue that right realists ignore wider structural causes of crime such as poverty and social exclusion.


	
•  – Marxists argue that both realist theories neglect corporate crime, which is more damaging to society.
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Knowledge check 4


Outline two areas of agreement between left and right realists.
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The social construction of crime statistics




	
•  Police crime statistics have been collected since 1857 and are now published quarterly by the government. The statistics are useful in showing patterns and trends in offending. However, there are a number of reasons why official crime statistics (OCS) may not show the real rate of crime:



	
1  Crime may not be reported to the police for a number of reasons, such as fear of reprisals, distrust or lack of faith in the police, the trivial nature of the crime, and embarrassment.


	
2  The police do not record all crimes due to reasons such as a lack of evidence, offences seen as too trivial, and the negative impact on their clear-up rates and chances of promotion.








	
•  Another way of estimating patterns of offending is victim (or victimisation) surveys, in which individuals are asked for details about crimes committed against them, typically in the last year. The British Crimes Survey (BCS), now called the Crime Survey of England and Wales (CSEW), has been conducted by the government since 1981 and includes a large sample (now around 50,000 people).


	
•  Both OCS and the BCS have revealed that crime increased rapidly between the mid-1980s and 1993 but has decreased since then. Figures from the CSEW in 2015 showed a 7% decrease in crime compared to the previous year, and the lowest estimate since the BCS began in 1981. Between 2015 and 2019 there has been no significant change in crime rates. The findings of the BCS/CSEW suggest that only a quarter of crimes are reported to the police, illustrating that police-recorded crimes may be only the tip of the iceberg in the case of some crimes.


	
•  The BCS/CSEW and other victim surveys have revealed that the ‘fear of crime’ is increasing, particularly for those living in socially deprived areas. Despite the evidence to the contrary, two thirds of the respondents to the BCS/CSEW consistently state that they believe crime has increased a little or a lot over the last 15 years.


	
•  Lea and Young used their own victim survey, the Islington Crime Survey (1986), to illustrate their ‘realist’ approach and to demonstrate that the fear of crime was a genuine fear among working-class people and other marginalised groups living in deprived areas. Unlike other Marxist-influenced approaches to crime, they argue that official statistics do reflect real patterns of crime.


	
•  Despite the BCS/CSEW being more valid than OCS, as it includes crimes not reported to the police and so shows the ‘dark figure of crime’, it has a number of drawbacks:



	
1  It does not survey all crimes. For example, it excludes theft committed against businesses, corporate crime and victimless crimes such as prostitution.


	
2  It only recently included those under 16 years of age.


	
3  People may not be aware that they are a victim of crime, e.g. children or in crimes such as fraud.


	
4  Victims’ memories of crime may be inaccurate, e.g. due to the trauma experienced.


	
5  Despite the survey being anonymous, people may not admit to being victims of crimes such as sexual offences.








	
•  Self-report studies ask respondents to reveal crimes they have committed and provide another useful alternative to OCS. For example, they reveal that middle-class males are just as likely to offend as working-class males. However, these studies may lack validity due to respondents believing that their crimes might be reported to the police.
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Exam tip


For an essay involving theoretical explanations of crime for both class and ethnicity, be prepared to refer to the methodological approach adopted by left realists Lea and Young.
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•  OCS suggest that crime is largely a working-class phenomenon. The vast majority of the prison population are from socially deprived backgrounds and most people who appear in court are from working-class backgrounds. As has been outlined in the previous section, different sociological theories have different explanations regarding why members of the working class appear disproportionally in OCS. While those who adopt a positivist approach, such as functionalists, accept the validity of OCS in showing a realistic picture of crime, theories based on an interpretivist approach argue that OCS are socially constructed and are based on the institutional biases of the criminal justice system. Marxists would agree that the law is selectively enforced and would argue that offences associated with the middle class, such as white-collar crimes, are largely ignored, whereas working-class offences, such as street crime, are targeted by the police.
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Knowledge check 5


Outline two strengths of victim surveys.
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Summary


After studying these sections, you should be aware of sociological explanations of crime, deviance, social order and social control. You should be familiar with the following:




	
•  functionalism, strain and subcultural explanations


	
•  Marxist and neo-Marxist explanations


	
•  labelling theory and the social construction of crime


	
•  right and left realist approaches to the causes of crime and deviance


	
•  sociological explanations of patterns of crime in relation to social class, e.g. selective law enforcement and white-collar crime


	
•  different methods of measuring crime: official crime statistics, and victimisation and self-report surveys
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