13.2

13.3

13.4

13.5

13.6

Explain the difference
between biological,
psychological, and
sociological theories
of crime

Identify how the different
sociological perspectives
examine crime

Summarize the different
types of crime

Explain how race/ethnicity
is an important predictor
of offender or victim status

Describe the
transformation of
American policing

Explain whether private
prisons are more effective
than public prisons

Felonies: Crimes that are serious
offenses, punishable by more than one
year's imprisonment or death

Misdemeanors: Crimes that are
minor offenses, punishable by a fine or
less than one year's imprisonment

13

Crime and Criminal Justice

Think of a crime, any crime. Picture the first “crime” that comes
into your mind. What do you see? The odds are you are not
imagining a mining company executive sitting at bis desk, cal-
culating the costs of proper safety precautions and deciding not
to invest in them. Probably what you see with your mind’s eye
is one person physically attacking another or robbing something
from another via the threat of a physical attack.

—Reiman {1998:57)

When we think of crime, we imagine violent or life-threatening acts, §
not white-collar crimes committed by men and women using account-
ing ledgers and calculators as deadly weapons. Yet, an act does nog
have to be violent or bloody to he considered criminal. For our dis-4
cussion, a crime is any bchavior that violates criminal law and is P
ishable by fine, jail, or other negative sanctions. Crime is divided in
two legal categories. Felonies arc serious offenses, including murd
rape, robbery, and aggravared assault; these crimes are punishable by
more than a year’s imprisonment or death. Misdemeanors arc minoe
offenses, such as traffic violations, that are punishable by a fine or'
less than a year in jail. In this chaprer, we examine crimes as a social
problem. We consider a full range of crimes, not just violent events
that make the headlines on your evening news. Before we review the
specifics about crimes, let’s review sociological explanations of why:
people commit crime,

TAMI CHAPPELL/REUTERS/Newse
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Strain theory: Rabert K.

Merton's theary that
predicts that criminal
behavior is likely to
occur when individuals
are unable to achieve
social and material goals
because of insufficient
access oF resources

- Durkheim argued that society and its rules are what make people human; without
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SOCIOLOGICAL PERSPECTIVES ON CRIME

Biological explanations of crime tend to address how criminals are “born that way.”
Early explanations were intended to classify criminal types by appearance and
genetic factors, such as Cesare Lombroso’s 19th-century theory of “born criminal”
types. Lombroso argued that criminals could be easily identified by distinct physical
features: a huge forehead, a large jaw, and a longer arm span. Contemporary bio-
logical explanations focus on biochemical (diet and hormones) and neurophysical
{brain lesions, brain dysfunctions) characteristics related to violence and criminal-
ity. Like biological theories, psychological perspectives focus on inherent criminal
characteristics. Researchers link personality development, moral development, or
mental disorders to criminal behaviors. Both biological and psychological theories
address how crime is determined by individual characteristics or predispositions to
crime, but they fail to explain why crime rates vary between urban and rural arcas,
different neighborhoods, or social or economic groups (Adler, Mueller, and Laufer
1991). Sociological theories attempt to address the reasons for these differences,
highlighting how larger social forces contribute to crime.

Functionalist Perspective

Functionalists offer several explanations for criminal behavior. For the first explana-
tion, we return to one of the first sociologists, Emile Durkheim. Criminal behavior,
according to Durkheim, is normal and inevitable. Criminal behavior is functional
because it separates acceptable from unacceptable behavior in society. Though not
a criminologist, Durkheim provided the field with one of its most enduring con-
cepts—anomie (Walsh and Ellis 2007). Recall from our discussion in Chapter 1 that

any social regulation, people are able to pursue their own desires {(even criminal ones).
He defined anomie as a state of normlessness, a structural condition where there is no 3
or little regulation of behavior, which leads to deviant or criminal behavior. ,_

Robert K. Merton applied Durkheim’s theory of anomie to develop the strain the- §
ory of criminal behavior. He argued that we are socialized to attain traditional mate- §
rial and social goals: a good job, a nice home, or a great-looking car. We assume thag
society is set up in such a way that everyone has the same opportunity or resources
to attain these goals. Merton explains that society isn’t that fair; some experience ]
blocked opportunities or resources because of discrimination, social position, or tal-
ent. People fecl strained when they are exposed to these goals but do not have the;
access or resources to achieve them. This disjunction between cultural goals and strac
tural impediments is anomic, and this is where crime is bred (Walsh and Ellis 2007).

This anomie creates an opportunity to establish new norms or break the old on
to attain these goals. Merton’s strain theory explains how people adapt to life in th
anomic situation. Merton presents five ways in which people adapt to society’s goal|
and means, as presented in Table 13.1. Most individuals fit under the first catega d
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“ Robert Merton's strain theory

Agrees With Cuitural Follows Institutional
Mode of Adaptation Goals Means

Conformity

Method of Adaptation

Nondeviant

Agrees with cultural goals
and institutional means to
achieve them

Innovation + -

Crimina!

Agrees with cultural goals,
adopts nontraditional
means to achieve them

Ritualism o - -

Deviant, noncriminal

Rejects cultural goals but
continues to conform to
institutional means

Retreatism - : - -

Deviant, could be criminal

Rejects cultural goals and
the approved means to
achieve them

. Rebellion - —+ =+

Deviant

Challenges cultural goals
and the approved means

to achieve them; offers
alternative goals and means

conformity. Conformers accept the traditional goals and have the traditional means
to achieve them. Attending college is part of the traditional means to attain a job,
an income, and a home. Criminal behavior comes under the innovation category.
Innovators accept society’s goals, but they don’t have the legitimate means to achieve
them. They are under a great strain or pressure to achieve these positively valued
goals and thus innovate by stealing from their boss, cheating on their taxes, or rob-

bing a local store to achicve them.
Working from Merton’s assumptions, scholars argue that criminal activity would

decline if economic conditions improved. Solutions to crime would target strained

groups, providing access to traditional methods and resources to attain goals. Several
studies have confirmed that when anomie is reduced among the poor, lower crime
rates may result. Factors usually associated with anomie—the prevalence of female-
headed families, the percentage of the population that is African American, and fam-
ily poverty rates—are more weakly related to crime in arcas with higher levels of
welfare support (Hannon and Defronzo 1998). But in general, there has been a lack
of empirical support for Merton’s theory.
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Robert Agnew ( 1992) expanded upon Merton’s strain theory to consider mul-
tiple individual and structural sources of strain, asserting that negative experiences
and relationships motivate and promote criminal behavior (Kaufman et al. 2008). In
his general strain theory, Agnew identified th ree types of social-psychological sources
of strain: the failure to achieve positively valued outcomes {not only due to blocked
opportunities as explained by Merton, but also because of individual inadequacies
due to ability or skill), the removal of positive or desired stimuli from the individual
{e.g., the loss of something or someone of great worth), and the confrontation with
negative action (or stimuli) by others (e.g., child abusc, adverse school experiences)
(Akers and Sellcrs 2009). Agnew’s theory is able to explain criminal offending differ-
ences by gender, class, race/ethnicity, communities, and those that occur over the life
course, as well as situational variations in crime (Akers and Sellers 2009).

The second functionalist explanation links social control (or the lack of it) to
criminal behavior. Whereas Merton’s and Agnew’s theories ask why someone com-
mits a crime, social control theorists ask why someone doesn’t commijt crime, Society
functions best when everyonc behaves. Durkheim identified how well society pro-
vides us with a set of norms and laws to regulate our behavior, According to sociol-
ogist Travis Hirschi (1969), society controls our behavior through four elements;
attachments, our personal relationships with others; commitment, our acceptance of
conventional goals and means; involvement, our participation in conventional activ-
ities; and beliefs, our acceptance of conventional values and norms. Delbert Elliot, §
Suzanne Ageton, and Rachelle Canter (1979) redefined Hirschi’s elements as ine-
gration (involvement with and emotional ties to external bonds) and commitment
(expectations linked with conventional activities and beliefs). They believe that whem
all these elements are strong, criminal behavior js unlikely to occur.

Conflict Perspective

Sociologist Austin Turk (1269) explains that criminality is not a biological, p
chological, or behavioral phenomenon; rather, it is a way to define a person’s socig}
status according to how that person is perceived and treated by law enforceme

preserve the interests and power of specific groups,

In this view, criminal justice decisions are discriminatory and designed to sancag
offenders based on their minority or subordinate group membership (race, class, agl
or gender) (Akers and Sellers 2009). Turk (1969, 1976) states that criminal stag
defined by members of the dominant class. Criminal status is imposed on me
of the subordinate class, regardless of whether a crime has actually been comm
Francis Cullen and Robert Agnew (2011, p. 271) explain,

In general, the injurious acts of the poor and powerless are defined as crin
but the injurious acts of the rich and powerful—such as the corporationtl
selling defective products or the affluent allowing disadvantaged children
go without health care—are not brought into the reach of the criminal law
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Laws serve as a means for those in power to promote their ideas and interests
against others. Law enforcement agents protect the interests and power of the dom-
inant class at the expense of subjects. Police may use force, sometimes excessive;
“when economic inequality is extreme, elites and polity as a whole may see a need
for show of violent force to discourage civil disturbances” (Liska 1992:13). Excessive
police force in Brazil is featured in this chapter’s “Taking a World View” section.

From this perspective, problems emerge when particular groups are disadvan-
taged by the criminal justice system. Although the powerful are able to resist criminal
labels, the labels seem to stick to minority power groups—the poor, youth, and ethnic
minorities, Minority power groups’ interests are on the margins of mainstream soci-
ety, so most of their activities can be criminalized by dominant authorities (Walsh and
Ellis 2007). Conflict theorists argue that the criminal justice system is intentionally
uncqual and serves as the vehicle for conflicts between opposing groups. The solution
is the creation of a more equitable and just society (Cullen and Agnew 2011).

Feminist Perspective

For a long time, criminology ignored the experiences of women, choosing to apply
theories and models of male criminality to women. Feminist researchers have been
credited with making female offenders visible (Naffine 1996} and with documenting

SI07/UDISNOY HOIS &

Female inmates wait to be chained together before being transported for "burial duty,” where they will
bury dead homeless and indigents at White Tanks Cemetery, 40 miles west of Estrella Jail in Phoenix,
Arizona. Approximately 4 feet of chain separates each inmate, and there are four or five inmatesto a
group. Estrella Jail, in Maricopa County, is home to the only female chain gang in America.

Q Incarcerated Women
s))
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the experiences of women as the victims or survivors of violent men and as victims of
the criminal justice system (Chesney-Lind and Pasko 2004). Feminist scholarship has
attempted to understand how women’s criminal experiences are different from those
of men and how experiences of women differ from each other based on race, ethnic-
1ty, class, age, and sexual orientation ( Chesney-Lind and Pasko 2004; Flavin 2001),

Freda Adler (1975 ) was one of the first to explain that women were “liberated”
to commit crime when they were no longer restrained by traditional ideals of femi-
nine behavior and could take on more masculine traits, including criminal behavior.
Called the liberation approach, the logic of the argument is that as gender equality
increases, women are more likely to commit crime, Although the approach was met
with wide public acceptance, it has been discredited because of lack of empirical
evidence ( Chesney-Lind and Pasko 2004),

Recently, gender incquality theories have heen presented as explanations of
female crime. According to Darrell Steffensmeier and Emilie Allan (1996), patriar-
chal power relations shape gender differences in crime, pushing women into criminal
behavior throngh role entrapment, economic marginalization, and victimization or
as a survival response. The authors point out, “Nowhere is the gender ratio more
skewed than in the great disparity of males as offenders and females as victims of
sexual and domestic abuse” (p. 470). The logic of the inequality argument is that
female crime increases as gender inequality increases.

Women are more likely to kill intimate partners, family members, or acquaintances
than men are, “so the connection between women’s overal] homicide offending rates
and gender inequality lies largely in the connection between gender stratification
and women’s domestic lives,” explains Vicki Jensen (2001:8). Jensen describes
gender inequality as bei ng composed of economic, political-legal, and social inequal-
ities experienced by women. Lower gender equality can negatively afféct women’s
freedom and opportunities; these situations can push women into situations in which
lethal violence seems to be the only way out. In the case of women killing abusive §
intimate partners, low levels of economic security limit women’s opportunities to
escape abusive situations. Low levels of gender equality can increase the emphasis
on traditional gender norms, placing the responsibility on women to please men and
requiring that women must be submissive and accept whatever their partner does 3
(including violence). Jensen explains that most women who kill an intimate partmer §
do so in response to abuse situations, in imminent sclf-defense, or when all other
strategies have failed, :

Research indicates that the surge in women'’s incarceration has little to do wish
any major change in women’s criminal behavior, In comparison to men’s, won
en’s crime participation rates have remained stable over time (Becker and McCo
2011). Since 1995, the annual rate of growth in the number of U.S, fernale pris
ers averaged 5%, higher than the 3% for male prisoners (refer to Table 13.2).
public’s “get tough with crime” approach, along with a legal system that encouras
treating women equally to men, has resulted in the greater use of imprisonment ‘
punishment for female criminal behavior {Chesney-Lind and Pasko 2004),

’ ere hln.‘. m-.-‘
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Sarah Becker and Jill McCorkel (2011) examined
how gender affects access to criminal opportunities,
specifically looking at the types of crime committed by
men and women and considering how the presence of

a male co-offender alters women’s crime participation.

Number of prisoners under the jurisdiction
of state or federal correctional authorities
‘and incarceration rate by gender, 2000,
2010, and 2013

They found that most men and women co-offend with _m Females

All inmates

men; all-female oftender groups are rare. Their anal-
ysis of national crime data revealed how women are

more likely to be involved in gender-atypical offenses 2000 1,298,027 93,234

like drug trafficking, homicide, gambling, kidnapping,
and weapons offenses when they have at lcast one male

1,499,573 112,822

co-offender compared to when they work alone or in a 2013 1,412,745 104,134

same-sex group. The range of women’s crime participa-
tion increases with the presence of a male co-offender.
During 2013, 111,300 females were in prison,

Incarceration Rate*

accounting for 7% of all U.S. prisoners {Glaze and
Kaeble 2014). The International Centre for Prison

Studics analyzed data on the number of incarcerated | 2073 .

women worldwide at the beginning of 2012. Based on
data from 212 prison systems in countries and depen-  residents.

*The number of parsons with a sentence of more than one year per 100,000 U.S.

dent territories, the center l‘CPOrth that more than SOURCE: Guering, Harrison, and Sabol 2011; Sabal, West, and Cooper 2009;

625,000 women and girls were currently being held in ~ Cason 2014,
penal institutions as pretrial detainees or having been convicted and sentenced. The
highest numbers of female detainees or prisoners were in the United States (201,200),
China (84,600), the Russian Federation {59,002}, and Brazil (35,596) (Walmslcy 2012).
The increase in the number of women inmates has caused prison officials -to
reconsider custody procedures for women, especially specific programs and ser-
vices available to women. Also, there are major diffcrences between male and
female prisoners, which have implications for women’s confinement and release
{Galbraith 2004). In particular, women are more likely (a) to be serving their first
sentence, (b) to be the primary caregiver of their children, {¢) to be victims of sex-
val abuse and trauma (Morash, Byrum, and Koons 1998), and {d) to suffer from
depression. Parenting has become a focus of many programs.

Interactionist Perspective

Interactionists examine the process that defines certain individuals and acts as crim-
inal. The theory is callcd labeling theory, highlighting that what’s important isn’t the
criminals or their acts, but rather the audience that labels the persons or their acts
as criminal. As Kai Erickson (1964) explains, “deviance is not a property inherent in
certain forms of behavior; it is a property conferred upon these forms by audiences
which directly or indircctly witness them” (p. 11). The theory also considers how
definitions of crime or deviance can change over time.,

The Psychology of Evil

Labeling theory: Theory
stating that individuals
and acts are defined or
labeled as criminal
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Although most primary acts of deviance 80 unnoticed
Tesponse in the form of an arresr, punishment, or stigm
ation includes more serious deviang acts, which follow the socia] response to the

is set in motion,

John Braithwaite (1989) observed that nations with low crime rates are thoge
where shaming has great social power. Braithwajte defined shaming as 41 pro-
cesses of “expressing disapproval which have the intention o effect of invoking
femorse in the person being shamed and/or condemnation by others who become
aware of the shaming” ( P- 9). Braithwajte agreed with Lemere that shaming coyld
be “stigmatizing” {increasing the distance between the offender and society) and
lead o additiona| criminal acts, However, he Proposed that shaming shoujq be

“reintegrative” {restoring the link between the offender and societ
less crime,

¥) and lead to

| ..-.......'.--...-....~....-..

What Does f¢ Mean to e ?

.o.-..-.-.-...--....-.-.-.-...-.e.

our jail and ptison systems; instead of rehabilitation, Prisoners are able to Jearp
more criminga| activity and behavior while serving their sentences, Psye
Craig Haney ang Philip Zimbardo (1998) noted how “department of

else it reflects, this Pattern highlighrs the possibility that prison serves to trans-
mit violent habits and values rather than to redyce them” (p, 721). Sutherland’s
theory does not address how the first criminal learned Criminal behavior, but he
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Functional

| Crime emerges from the
b social order.

People experience “strain”

f when they are exposed

| to cultural goals but do

I nothave the access or

| resourcestoachieve them.

Individuals are likely to

I make some new rules (or
f break the old ones) to attain

these goals.

Society also controls

| criminal behavior through

j four elements: attachments,
| commitment, involvement,
| and beliefs.

% Summary of sociological perspectives: Crime and criminal justice

Conflict/Feminist

Criminal justice decisions
are discriminatory and
designed to sanction
offenders based on their
minority or subordinate
group membership (race,
class, age, or gender).

Problems emerge when
particular groups are
disadvantaged more than
others by the criminal
Jjustice system.

Interactionist

Interactionists examine the
process that defines certain
individuals and acts as
criminal.

Interactionists also examine
how criminal or deviant
behavior is learned through
association with others.

j How/why are individuals

denied access to resources
to achieve their goals?

How do our criminal justice
policies reflect political,
economic, and social

- hehavior

i . interests?
| What social controls are in
| place to reduce criminal Why/how are particular
| behavior? groups targeted as
“criminals”?

How do women’s
experiences as crime
victims and offenders differ
from men's? -

|s ¢riminal behavior the
result of being labeled a
“criminal?

Is criminal behavior
learned?

How are our perceptions
of criminals and victims
socially created?

SOURCES OF CRIME STATISTICS

We rely on threc sources of data to estimate the nature and extent of crime in the
United States. The primary source is annual data collected by the Federal Bureau of
Investigation (FBI). Since 1930, the FBI has published the Uniform Crime Report
(UCR), data supplied by 17,000 federal, state, and local law enforcement agencies.
The UCR reports two categories of crimes: index crimes and nonindex crimes. Index
crimes include murder, rape, robbery, assault, burglary, motor vehicle theft, arson,
and larceny (theft of property worth $50 or more). All other crimes except traffic
violations are categorized as nonindex crimes. The UCR provides law enforcement
officers and agencies with useful data about serious rates across states, counties, and
cities, as well as trend and longitudinal data since its inception. The second source of
crime data emerged in 1982, when the FBI began to usc the National Incident-Based

Index crimes: Crimes
including murder, rape,
robbery, assault, burglary,
motor vehicle theft, arson.
and larceny
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Reporting System (NIBRS), which adds detailed offender and victim information to
the UCR data, Currently, 31 states provide NIBRS information,

However, the often-cited problem with the UCR and the NIBRS is that the data
reflect only reported crimes, The FBI cannot collect informatjon on crimes that have
not been reported, bur jt js estimated that only 3% to 49
discovered by police {Kappeler, Blumberg, and Potter 2000)
doesn’t mean thar a crime
suspect has been arrested or that a crime is investigated and found to have actually
occurred; it only needs to be reported (Kappeler et a]. 2000,

In addition to the UCR, the FB] releases
how often specific offenses are committed,
baper copy or give law enforcement and po
the Crime Clock has been

of crimes are actually
- Also, being reported

Although it may make for good news-
litical officials clout (Chambliss 1988)

b

accused of exaggers ting the amount of crime, leaving the ;

public with the impression that they are in imminent danger of being victims of vio- 2

lence (Kappeler et al. 2000). -

, The third data soutce about crime js the National Crime Victimization Survey R
- (NCVS or NCS), which has been published by the Bureay of Justice Statistics since ki
i 1972, The survey is based on victimization surveys first conducted in Denmark (ig |
1720} and Norway (in the late 1940s). Twice a year, the U.S. Cengus Bureau intee- -

views members of about 77,200 households regarding their experience with crime, 2 w.

The NCVS identifies trime victims whether ' wa

Giiibiins Number of crime victims and prevalence rate for o not the ctime was reported. The survey E 201

selected personal ang property crimes, 2013 mncludes information about victims and Crimes 1 1 -
but covers only six offenses (compared with 1 fam

. Nun_iher of | Pr evalence the eight index crimes reported by the UCR). § the
Type of Crime Incidents Rate Also included is inform ‘

ation on the €xperiences
of victims with the criminal justice system,

—— ' self-protective measures used by victims, and 1
-Rape/sexual assault ; ;

Violent Ctimes 3,041370

Table 13,4,
The results of the NCVS are often comparg
with the UCR to tndicate that the number
crimes commitred ig actually higher thap
number of crimes reported, suggesting thar

-Motor vehicle theft ,

2,600,920

Property Crimes 11,531,420

-Household burglary 2,458,360

UCR may not be an adequate measure of vig o 1 con
; 71% crime. However, “a more thoughtful interpresd
: : ‘ ““"\—J tion of the inconsistency between these stagiad ;
5 SOURCE: Ttuman and Langton 2014, cal teports concludes thar while neither the
NOTE: Prevalence rate caleulated by percentage of Persons aged 12 or older who hag nor the NCVS jg by itself an adequate ez 1
e e ot il he scope o
praperty crime.

nature of violent crime” {Brownstein 200138
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TYPES OF CRIME
Violent Crime

Violent crime is defined as actions that involve force or the threat of force against
others and includes aggravated assault, murder, rape, and robbery. The victimization
rate for crimes of violence in 2013 was 23.2 victimizations per 1,000 people age 12
or older, declining from 26.1 in 2012 {Truman and Langton 2014),

In 2013, males and females had similar rates of violent victimization—23.7 per
1,000 males and 22.7 per 1,000 females {Truman and Langton 2014). Male homi-
cide victimization rates arc higher than female rates worldwide. Comparing homicide
victimization rates from 1950 to 2001, the countries with the highest male homicide
victimization rates were Mexico, 35.13 per 100,000, followed by Puerto Rico, 24.64.
For fcmale homicide, the highest victimization rate was in Puerto Rico, 3.53 per
100,000; Mexico was second at 3.40. For the same period, rates for the United States
were reported at 11.88 for males and 3.37 for females (LaFree and Hunnicutt 2006).
For 2010, the victimization rate for U.S. males (11.6 per 100,000) was three times
higher than the rate for females (3.4 per 100,000) (Cooper and Smith 2011),

Males are more likely to be victimized by a stranger, whereas women are more
likely to be violently victimized by a fricnd, an acquaintance, or an intimate partner
(U.S. Bureau of Justice Statistics 2003a). For rape and sexual assault victimization
tracked for 1994-2010, most victims {about 75%) knew their offender. For 2005~
2010, 34% of all rape or scxual assault victimizations were committed by an inti-
mate partner (former or current spouse, girlfriend or boyfriend), 6% by a relative or
family member, and 38% by a friend or acquaintance (Planty et al. 2013). In 2012,
the federal government expanded the definition of forcible rape to include male
victims and the types of sexual assault that would be counted by the FBI’s Uniform
Crime Report. The revised definition includes forcible oral or anal penetration, along
with nonconsensual sex (Sayage 2012).

Intimate violence (violence at the hands of someone known to the victim) is
primarily committed against women in both the developed and developing worlds.
The World Health Organization (WHQ) (20035), in its study of women from 10
different countries, revealed that violence by an intimate partner is “common,
widespread, and far-reaching in its impact” (WHQO 20035:viii). WHO reports that
the proportion of ever-partnered women who had experienced physical or sexual
violence or both by an intimate partner ranged from 29% to 62% in most stud-
ied countries. Women in Japan were the least likely to experience either type of
violence, and the greatest amount of violence was reported by women living in
provincial rural areas of Bangladesh, Ethiopia, Peru, and the United Republic of
Tanzania (WHO 2005). In 2010, U.S. women experienced 407,700 rape, sexual
assault, robbery, aggravated assault, and simple assault victimizations at the hands
of an intimate partner; among men, 101,530 were victims of violent crimes by an

intimate partner (Truman 2011).

Violent crime: Criminal
acts that involve force

or the threat of force
against others and inciude
aggravated assault,
murder, rape, and robbery
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structural disadvantages, rather than race, contribute to higher levels of crime and
victimization in Black communities (Ackerman 1998). The structural factors include
neighborhood poverty, unemployment, social isolation, and economic disadvantage.

Data collected for 2008 reveal that disabled persons are more likely to experience
higher rates of violence (40 crimes per 1,000 persons age 12 or older) than those
without a disability (2% or 20 crimes per 1,000 persons). The violent crime rate was
approximately 86% for youth ages 16 to 19 with disabilities versus 34% for youth
without. Females with a disability had a higher victimization rate than males with a
disability (Harrell and Rand 2010). Refer to this chapter’s Exploring Social Problems
feature for a summary of violent crime victimization by selected social characteristics.

Property Crime

Praperty crime consists of taking money or property from another without force
or the threat of force against the victims. Burglary, larceny, theft, motor vehicle
theft, and arson are ecxamples of property crimes. Property crimes make up about
three fourths of all crime in the United States. In 2013, there were an estimated
16.8 million property crimes, including 3.3 million household burglaries and
661,250 motor vehicle thefts {Truman and Langton 2014).

Juvenile Delinquency

The term juvenile delinquent often refers to a youth who is in trouble with the law.
Technically, a juvenife status offender is a juvenile who has violated a law that applies
only to minors 7 to 17 vears old, such as cutting school or buying and consuming
alcohol (Sanders 1981). In certain cases, minors can be tried as adults. Crimes com-
mitted by juveniles are more likely to be cleared by law enforcement than crimes
committed by adults.

The Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention monitors data on rates
of juvenile crime. For 2011, the total number of juvenile arrests was 1.47 million.
Females accounted for 29% of juvenile arrests. Almost half of all juvenile arrests
involved larceny-theft, simple assault, drug abuse violations, disorderly conduct, or
liquor law violations. Only 5% of all violent crimes involved offenders younger
than age 18 (Puzzanchera 2013). Unlike the United States, many countrics do not
collect systematic data on delinquency, and among the countries that do, their data
are described as “incomplete because of faulty record keeping” (Stafford 2004:486).

For 2011, the racial composition of the U.S. juvenile population was 76 % White
(Hispanics are also classified as White), 17% Black, 5% Asian/Pacific Islander, and
2% American Indian. Although Black youth accounted for 17% of the youth popu-
lation between the ages of 10 and 17, they were involved in 51% of the arrests for
violent crimes and 35% of property crimes {Puzzanchera 2013).

Delinquency is often explained by the absence of strong bonds to society or the
lack of social controls. In studies of serious adolescent crime, research indicates that

Inside Juvenile Prison

Property crime:
Criminal acts that invoive
the taking of money or
property from another
without force or the
threat of force against the
victims; burglary, larceny,
theft, motor vehicle theft,
and arson are examples of
property crimes

Juvenile delinquent;
A youth who engages in
criminal behavior

Juvenile status
offender: A juvenile
who has violated a law
applying only to minors

Juvenile crime:
Criminal acts performed
by juveniles
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the cconomic isolation of inner-city neighborhoods, along with the concentration of
poverty and unemployment, lcads to an erosion of the formal and informal controls
that inhibit delinquent behavior (Laub 1983). Juveniles without any or much social
control are likely to engage in illegal behavior when they live in any environment
that offers opportunities for illegal activities. Youth who are strongly bonded to con-
ventional role models and institutions (parents, teachers, school, community leaders,
and law-abiding peers) are least likely to engage in delinquent behaviors.

White-Collar Crime

The term white-collar crime was first used by Sutherland in 1949, He used the term
to refer to “a crime committed by a person of respectability and high social status
in the course of his occupation” (Sutherland 1949:9). Since then, the term has come
to include three categories of offense: crimes committed by an offender {someone of
high social status and respectability as described by Sutherland), crimes committed
for financial or economic gain, and crimes taking place in a particular organization
or business (Barnett n.d.).
The FBI (1989) has defined white-collar crime by the type of crime:

[White-collar crime includes] illegal acts which are characterized by deceit,
concealment, or violation of trust and which are not dependent upon the
application or threat of physical force or violence. Individuals or organizations
commit these acts to obtain money, property or services; to avoid payment or
loss of money or services; or to secure personal and business advantage. (p. 3)

Such acts include credit card fraud, insurance fraud, mail fraud, tax evasion,
moncy laundering, embezzlement, and theft of trade secrets. Corporate crime may
also include illegal acts committed by corporate cmployees on behalf of the corpora-
tion and with its support. Corporate fraud has been identified as the highest priority
of the FBI’s Financial Crimes Section. As of the end of fiscal ycar 2011, the FBI had
pursucd 726 cases, several which involved losses to public investors that individually
cxceeded $1 billion (FBI 2011). White-collar crimes cost taxpayers more than all
other types of crime.

One of the most widespread forms of white-collar crime is Internet fraud and

White-collar crime: abuse, also known as cybercrime. The Internet Crime Complaint Center (IC3) is a
Crimes committed by joint partnership between the FBI and National White Collar Crime Center. IC3
someone Of. high social handles complaints and crimes that include identity theft, online credit card fraud
status, for financial b ? 4
gain, or in a particular schemes, theft of trade secrets, sales of counterfeit software, and computer intru- 3
organization sions (a hacker breaking into a system). Years ago, when computer systems were §

relatively self-contained, there was no concern about cybercrime. Committing §
white-collar crime that cybercrime is easier with the growth of the Internet, increasing computer con- § woi
involves Internet fraud nectivity, and the availability of break-in programs and information. As computer. L
and abuse controlled infrastructure and networks have expanded, many systems—power

Cybercrime: A form of
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grids, airports, rail systems, hospitals—have become
vulnerahle (Wolf 2000). In response to Internet crimes,
the FBI and the Department of Justice have established
computer crime teams or offices. Some states, such
as Massachusetts and New York, have created high-
technology crime units.

..................................................... 21

Percentage of prisoners under state or
federal jurisdiction by gender and race,
based on inmates with sentences of
more than one year, December 2013

Females

494

What Does It Mean to Me? Black 372

222

Crime rates have dropped significantly in most large cities

since the 1990s, Consider the homicide rate. The rate Hispanic 223

16.9

peaked in 1980 at 10.2 homicides per 100,000 people Other* 83

1.4

(Blumstein and Rosenfeld 1998). For 2011, the homicide

rate was 4.7 homicides per 100,000 people {Smith and
Cooper 2013). There is less viclent crime, but do we still
live in fear? Which type of crime do you fear the most?

...............................................................................

...............................................................................

What Does It Mean to Me?
Dharun Ravi, a former Rutgers University student, was convicted in 2012 of using a
wehbcam to spy on his roommate kissing another man. Using Twitter and text messages,
he encouraged others to watch the video. His roommate, Tyler Clementi, committed
suicide after learning of the video. Because Ravi had targeted Clementi, a gay man, his
crime was classified as a hate crime. Ravi was sentenced to 30 days in jail, along with
three years of probation and 300 hours of community service. Ravi served a total of
20 days, having earned early release for good behavior and his waork in jail. Does this’
punishment fit his crime? Why or why not?

...............................................................................

THE INEQUALITIES OF CRIME—
OFFENDERS AND VICTIMS

Offenders

Reports consistently reveal that African American males are overrepresented in incar-
ceration statistics. Most jail or prison inmates are male and African American (refer
to Table 13.5). On December 31, 2013, almost 3% of the Black male U.S. population
of all ages were imprisoned, compared to 1% of Hispanic males and 0.5% of White
males. On the same day, Black females were imprisoned at more than twice the rate
of White females (Carson 2014). That a category of people is overrepresented among
violent offenders does not necessarily mean that this group is responsible for more
violent acts (Brownstein 2001). Keep in mind that these statistics are based only on
those who were caught by the criminal justice system,

s Mass Incarceration: Locked
§ out of the American Dream

*OTHER includes American Indians, Asians, Native Hawaiians, other Pacific
Istanders, and persans identifying two or more races.

SOURCE: Adapted from Guerino, Harrison, and Sabet 2011.



e ST

)

Raciat profiling: The
use of race or ethnicity
by law enforcement
consciously or
unconsciously as a basis
of judgment for criminal
suspicion

Part Ill: Our Social and Physical Worlds

A number of studies confirm that regardless of the seriousness of the crime,
racial and ethnic minorities, particularly African Americans and Hispanics, are
more likely to be arrested or incarcerated than are their White counterparts.
Though Latinos make up only 13% of the U.S. adult population, they account for
40% of federal prison inmates, duc in part to tougher enforcement of immigration
laws (Lopez and Light 2009). This is also truc for minority juvenile delinquents.
Minority youth are overrepresented at every stage in the juvenile justice system;
they are arrested more often, detained more often, overrepresented in referrals
to juvenile court, and institutionalized at a disproportionate rate compared with
White youth (Joseph 2000). In its analysis of contacts between police and the pub-
lic for 2008, the U.S. Bureau of Justice Statistics reported that Black (12.3%) and
Hispanic (5.8%) motorists were more likely to be searched during a traffic stop
than White drivers (3.9%) (Eith and Durose 2011). Blacks and Hispanics were
more likely than Whites to report being involved in an incident where police force
was used (Eith and Durose 2011).

An early criminological explanation was offered by Marvin Wolfgang and Franco
Ferracuti (1967), who argued that Blacks have adopted violent subcultural values,
creating a “subculture of violence.” Although this is an often-cited theory, there is
insufficient empirical evidence to support the idea that Blacks are more likely to
embrace a violent value system. Actually, studies have indicated that White males
are more likely to express violent beliefs or attitudes than Black males (Cao, Adams,
and Jensen 2000).

Family structure, specifically the presence of female-headed households in
African American communities, has also been identified as a potential source for
racial crime disparities. Yet, criminological research has not articulated how family
structure or family processes are related to crime {Morenoff 2005). Does the struc-
ture of the family itself increase the likelihood of crime? Is the incidence of crime
related to the amount of parental supervision, the level of parental effectiveness,
or the nature of the parent—child relationship? These questions remain the focus
of researchers.

Criminologists and sociologists have examined patterns of racial bias or dis-
crimination in the law enforcement and criminal justice system. Racial profiling
is the use of race or ethnicity by law enforcement, consciously or unconsciously,
as a basis of judgment for criminal suspicion. Racial profiling is supported by
some in law enforcement as a rational and efficient strategy, targeting those most

likely to commit crime. Yet most agree that profiling is dysfunctional, creating 4

“racial inequities by denying people of color privacy, identity, place, security,

and control over their daily life” (Cross 2001:5). President Obama, responding
to the acquittal of George Zimmerman in the shooting death of Trayvon Martin,
said, “Trayvon Martin could have been me 35 years ago . . . There are very
few African-American men in this country who have not had the experience of 1
being followed when they are shopping at a department store. That includes me® "

(White House 2013).
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residents (Davis et al. 1997). The likelihood of being injured because of a violent
crime is higher among the young, the poor, urban dwellers, Blacks, Hispanics, and
American Indians (Simon, Mercy, and Perkins 2001). Injury rates are lower for the
elderly, for people with a higher income or higher educational attainment, and for
people who are married or widowed (Simon et al, 2001).

Black males have the highest rate of violent victimization, and White fernales
have the lowest (Laub 1997). Blacks also have the highest rate of overall household
victimization. Although rates of violent crimes declined during the 1990s, mortality
from homicide among minority groups is still high. Homicide is the leading cause of
death among Black males between the ages of 15 and 24, and it is the second leading
cause of death for Latino males in the same age group (Rich and Ro 2002). People
who have been victims once are at an elevated risk of becoming victims again. Repeat
victimization is likely to occur in poor, predominantly Black areas (Davis et al. 1997).

...............................................................................

What Does It Mean to Me?
Crime rates have dropped significantly in most large cities since the 1990s. There is less
reported violent crime, but do we still live in fear? Why or why not?

...............................................................................

OUR CURRENT RESPONSE TO CRIME
The Police

For 2011, there were more than a million full-time law enforcement employees.
About 70% were sworn officers. Local police departments were the largest employer
(60% of all employees) (FBI 2014a). We rely on the police force to serve as the first
line of defense against crime, and some officers lose their lives in the line of duty. In
2013, 27 law enforcement officers were feloniously killed in the line of duty, and 49
were killed in accidents (FBI 2014h).

American policing has gone through substantial changes during the past several
decades {MacDonald 2002). Traditional models of policing emphasized high visibility
and the use of force and arrests as deterrents to crime. Policing under these models
relies on three tactics: police patrols, rapid response to service calls, and retrospec-
tive investigations (M. Moore 1999). These models reinforce an “us” versus “them”
division, sometimes pitting the police against the public they were sworn to protect.
High-profile incidents of police brutality and violence, such as the cases that involved
Rodney King in Los Angeles and Amadou Diallo in New York City, increased public
distrust and tainted the image of policing,

Studies indicate that “net of all other factors, race and personal expetience with
racial profiling are among the strongest and most consistent predictors of attitudes
toward the police” (Weitzer and Tuch 2002:445). Whites trust police more and have
more positive interactions with them than do Blacks; Hispanics fall between these
two groups (Norris ct al. 1992). Black youth tend to have the most negative or

IRLRRENE VDKL

Fi13spy 9




a violent
banics, and
er for the

at, and for

e females

household
s, mortality
g, cause of
pad leading
02). People
pain. Repeat
eral. 1997).

-----------

............

employees.
heest employer
e as the first

pe of duty. In

f duty, and 49

past several

# high visibility
br these models
and retrospec-

versus “them”

prn to protect.

b that involved
creased public

meperience with
ors of attitudes
, more and have

between these
pst negative Of

Chapter 13: Crime and Criminal Justice

hostile feelings toward police (Norris et al. 1992). Residents from poor or disad-
vantaged areas have a much lower regard for the police than does the general pub-
lic. However, research has also indicated that when citizens believe they are treated
fairly, they tend to grant police more legitimacy and are more likely to comply with
police {Stoutland 2001}.

Police departments are now incorporating ncw methods of policing based on
the community and problem-solving approaches (Goldstein 1990; MacDonald
2002). The community policing approach refers to efforts to increase the interaction
between officers and citizens, including the use of foot patrols, community substa-
tions, and neighborhood watches (Beckett and Sasson 2000). By 2000, two thirds
of all local police departments and 62% of sheriff’s offices had full-time sworn per-
sonnel engaged in community policing activities (U.5. Bureau of Justice Statistics
2003b). We learn more about community policing in the section titled “Community,
Policy, and Social Action.”

Prisons

Despite the decline in crime rates, prison populations are increasing (Anderson
2003), though the rate of new admissions has declined in recent years {Sabol, West,
and Cooper 2009). At the end of 2013, the federal and statc inmate population
was more than 1.6 million. Though the United States represents 5% of the world’s
population, the number of incarcerated in our country represents nearly 25% of the
world’s prison population {(Rosen 2010). Data reveal that the United States has the
highest prison population rate in the world (refer to Figure 13.4).

" Highest prison population rates in the world, 2013

716 l714 I 709

Rate of Imprisonment Per 100,000
of the National Population

SOURCE: Adapted from Walmsley 2014.
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The U.S. record of recidivism (or repeat offcnses) indicates how badly our prison
system is working. Data analyzed by the Pew Center on the States (2011) found that
the three-year return-to-prison rate for inmates released in 1999 was slightly higher
than the recidivism rate for inmates released in 2004, 45.4% versus 43.3%. Released
offenders returned to prison for committing a new crime or for a technical violation
(not reporting to their parole officer or failing a drug test). Previous studies indicate
that men, Blacks, non-Hispanics, and prisoners with longer prior records were more
likely to be rearrested. Younger prisoners were also more likely to reoffend than were
older prisoners {(Langan and Levin 2002). The Bureau of Justice Statistics released
data for 2007, noting that 15.5% of 1.2 million parolees returned to incarceration
that year (Glaze and Bonczar 2009),

The Death Penaity

Seven states executed 35 inmates in 2014. For the year, there were 3,035 inmates
serving death sentences. The majority of death row inmates were White (43%), fol-
lowed by Blacks (42%) and Hispanics (13%). Since 1976, a total of 1,394 prisoners
have been executed (Death Penalty Information Center 2014).

The death penalty was instituted as a deterrent to serious crime. The penalty
applies only to capital murder cases, where aggravating circumstances are pres-
ent. However, research indicates that capital punishment has no deterrent effect on
committing murder. In fact, states with the death penalty have murder rates signifi-
cantly higher than states without the death penalty. Kappeler and his colleagues
{2000) explained that only a small proportion of people charged with murder can
be sentenced to death. For example, between 1980 and 1989, 206,710 murders were
reported to the police, but during the same period, only 117 executions were carried
out. This is about 1 cxecution for every 1,767 murders commitred during the same
period (Kappeler et al. 2000).

Worldwide, 139 countries have abolished the use of the death penalty. In 2013,
778 were executed around the world in at least 22 countries. Eighty percent of these
exccutions were in three countries: Iran, Iraq, and Saudi Arabia. The number of

executions in China, believed to be in the thousands, cannot be confirmed {Amnesty
International 2014).

Opponents of the death penalty point out the racial disparities in its application.

The most significant studies of racial disparities point to the race of the victims as
the critical factor in sentencing. Those convicted of committing a crime against
a White person are more often sentenced to death. Data reported by the Death
Penalty Information Center (2012) reveal that the majority of victims in death
penalty cases were White (76 %), followed by Blacks (15%). Nationally, only 50%
of murder victims are White. In their analysis of 1990~1999 California death pen-
alty cases, Michael Radalet and Glenn Pierce {2005) reported that those who killed
a non-Hispanic African American were 56% less likely to be sentenced to death
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than were those who killed non-Hispanic Whites. The difference increases to 67%
when comparing those sentenced to death for killing Whites versus those sentenced
for killing Hispanics.

COMMUNITY, POLICY, AND SOCIAL ACTION
U.S. Department of Justice

We may perceive our criminal justice system as a single system when, actually,
we have S1 different criminal justice systems: 1 federal and 50 state systems. The
federal system is led by the U.S. Department of Justice. Headed by the Attorney
General of the United States, the Department of Justice comprises many separate
component organizations, including the FBI; the Drug Enforcement Administration
(DEA}; the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives; U.S. Citizenship
and Immigration Services, which controls the border and provides services to lawtul
immigrants; the Antitrust Division, which promotes and protects the competitive
process in business and industry; and the Bureau of Prisons, which oversees correc-
tional operations and programs (U.S. Department of Justice 2002).

Funding for the U.S. Department of Justice and its organizations comes from
federal legislation. The 1994 Violent Crime Control and Law Enforcement Act
was the largest crime bill in history, providing funds for 100,000 new officers, $9.7
billion for prisons, and $6.1 billion for prevention programs. Under the Violence
Against Women Act, the Office on Violence Against Women, administered by the
Department of Justice, has awarded more than $6 billion in grant funds to U.S. states
and territories. These grants have helped state, tribal, and local governments and
community-based agencies to train personnel, establish domestic violence and sexual
assault units, assist victims of violence, and hold perpetrators accountable {Office on
Violence Against Women 2010).

Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention Programs

The U.S. Department of Justice also supports the Office of Juvenile Justice and
Delinquency Prevention. As its mission, the office attempts to provide national
leadership, coordination, and resources to prevent and respond to juvenile
delinquency and victimization. The office is guided by the Juvenile Justice and
Delinquency Prevention Act of 1974 reauthorized by Congress in 2002 (U.S.
Congress, 2002).

The office sponsors more than 15 programs targeting juveniles and their com-
munities. The Tribal Youth Program is part of the Indian Country Law Enforcement
Initiative to support tribal efforts to prevent and control juvenile delinquency. The
Child Protection Division administers programs related to crimes against children,
such as the National Center for Missing and Exploited Children and the Internet
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Crimes Against Children Task Force. Recently
studying the positive influence of mentoring on at-risk and delinquent youth. k

sponsors a 32-site demonstration program to develop and test program models that
incorporate advocacy and teaching roles for mentors. '

Faith-based and community organizations have also been involved in delin- 1
quency prevention programs. One such program is the Blue Nile rites-of-passage 4
program based in Harlem’s Abyssinian Baptist Church {established before President 3

George W. Bush’s initiative). Since 1994, the program has
development of African American

self-esteem, sexual behaviors,
gious and social values of the youth” {Irwin 2002:30). Darrell Irwin (2002)
that faith-based initiatives contain much of what has

been found to be valuable
in traditional mentoring programs,

with the church as 3 backdrop. In the Harlem

program, students are assigned to a mentor, either a church minister or a congrega- 3

mentors work with their partnered youth,
emphasizing problem-solving and decision-making skills. In addition, the mentors
introduce the youth to different educational and cultural activities as examples of

tion member. During weekly meetings,

potential community interactions. The program also includes a media literacy com-

ponent where students learn how ro film, edit, direct, and produce their own videos
{(Harlem Live 1999),

The New American Prison

In an effort to reduce the costs of incarceration to state and federal correctional
agencies, the idea of private correctional institutions has gained momentum. The per-
ception that public prisons were deteriorating and overcrowded helped to encourage
the growth of private prisons in the 1980s (Pratt and Maahs 1999). Private prisons
incarcerate about 7% of the sentenced adult population, usually housing low-risk
offenders. Globally, Australia has the highest proportion (17%) of prisoners in pri-
vate prisons, followed by the United Kingdom (10%) (L. Roth 2004).

It has been argued that private correctional institutions save taxpayers money,
providing more services with fewer resources;
private prisons and demonstrate 2 reduction in per-inmate cost over time (Larason
Schneider 1999). State correction officials are also responding to the problem of
chronic prison overcrowding. For example, one third of Hawaii’s 6,000 state inmates
are jailed in private prisons in Arizona, Kentucky, Mississippi, and Oklahoma because
Hawaii does not have enough room in its own state facility (S. Moore 2007). Studies
have indicated that the savings from private prisons are likely to come from lower
wages and benefits, fewer staff, more efficient uses of staff, or a combination of these
factors (Camp and Gaes 2002)

studies reveal a slight advantage to

the office has been promoting and }

relied on a community- 4
based mentoring component to address the spiritual, cultural, and moral character §

youth (Harlem Live 1999). In general, the
program was designed to have “a positive impact on the family relationships, §

drug use, peer and sibling relationships, and the reli- .‘
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Scott Camp and Gerald Gacs (2002) found that private prisons did not perform
better than public ones and in some cases did worse. According to the researchers, one
of the most reliable indicators of prison operations is the rate at which inmates test pos-
itive for use of drugs or alcohol. If substance abuse is high, it indicates a pattern of poor
security practices. For the private institutions, tests showed no drug use in 34% of the
facitities and low to high drug use in 66% of the facilitics. Nearly 62% of public prisons
showed no evidence of drug use. In their analysis of another important performance
measure, William Bales et al. (2005) found no significant difference in recidivism rates
between public and private prisoner offenders. There were no significant differences
among three groups in their study: adult males, adult females, and youth offendcr males.

Passed in 1996, the Prison Litigation Reform Act requires prisoners to exhaust all
internal and administrative remedies before they can file federal lawsuits to challenge
the conditions of their confinement or to report civil rights violations. The act was
intended to prevent frivolous or unfounded lawsuits, but it has made it impossible
for prisoners with valid complaints to be heard. Prisoners cannot file lawsuits for
mental or emotional injury unless they can also show that physical injury occurred.
Prisoners are required to pay for their own court filing fees; monthly installments
can be taken out of their prison commissary account {(American Civil Liberties
Union [ACLU] 1999). The act also prohibits prison officials from scttling lawsuits by
agreeing to make changes in unconstitutional prison conditions. The ACLU and its
National Prison Project have challenged the constitutionality of the Prison Litigation
Reform Act, claiming that it “slams the courthousc door on society’s most vulnerable
members” (ACLU 1999). Despite its questionable constitutionality, many govern-
ment leaders and courts have applauded the act.

Community Approaches to Law

Community Oricnted Policing Services, or COPS, was created in response to the
Violent Crime Control and Law Enforcement Act of 1994. The goal of the program
is to shift from traditional law enforcement to community-oriented policing services,
a change that includes putting law enforcement officers within a community and
emphasizing crime prevention rather than law enforcement {COPS 2003). As stated
on the COPS website, “Community policing is a law enforcement philosophy that
focuses on community partmerships, problem-solving and organizational transfor-
mation” (COPS 2014). Researchers found that “police administrators have hailed
community oriented policing as the preferred strategy for the delivery of services”
(Novak, Alarid, and Lucas 2003:57}.

One of the central premises of community policing is the relationships among
the police, citizens, and other agencies. Since 1981, the Mational Night Out pro-
gram has worked to strengthen police-community partnerships in anticrime efforts.
Usually scheduled in August, National Night Out activities first involved just turning
on the front porch lights of houses, but they now include block parties, cookouts,




IN FOCUS

A PUBLIC HEALTH APPROACH
TO GUN CONTROL

The most deadly U.S. shooting occurred on April 18,
2007, when Virginia Palytechnic Institute and State
University student Cho Seung-Hui shot and killed 32
people, including himself. In 2005, a Virginia court had
declared Cho mentally ili and a danger to himself and
sent him for psychiatric treatment. A month before
the shooting, he purchased two semiautematic pistols
and 50 rounds of ammunition. Under federal law,

Cho should have been prohibited from purchasing a
gun after the Virginia court declaration. Federal law
prohibits anyone who has heen “adjudicated as a
mental defective,” as well as those who have been
involuntarily committed to a mental health facility, from
purchasing a gun.

Since the shooting at Virginia Tech, there have been
several other deadly incidents. In July 2011, confessed
killer Anders Behring Breivik killed 77 in Norway in two
attacks, a bombing in downtown Oslo and a shooting
massacre at a youth camp. A year later, James Holmes
opened fire in a movie theater in Aurora, Colorado,
during a premiere of The Dark Knight Rises. Holmes
kifled 12 and injured 56 others. Holmes amassed his
weapons over several months, purchasing much of his
ammunition via the Intemet. In December 2012, gunman
Adam Lanza killed 26 people, 20 of them children
between the ages of 5 and 10 years, at Sandy Hook
Elementary School in Newtown, Connecticut. The guns
used by Lanza were legally registered to his mather
Nancy, also one of his victims. Each tragedy reignited
the debate over the regulated sale of firearms in the
United States.

Accaording to David Hemenway (2004},
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The 2012 Sandy Hook Elementary school shooting
reignited the debate over gun control. Many parents of
the Sandy Hook victims lent their support to national and
state campaigns to prohibit the sale and manufacturing of
certain types of semi-automatic guns and magazines with
more than 10 rounds of ammunition.

The United States has more firearms in civilian
hands than any other high income nation. About 25
percent of adults in the United States personally
own a firearm. Many gun owners have more than
one firearm; some 10 percent of adults own over 75
percent of all firearms in the country. The percentage
of households with a firearm has declined in the past
two decades; about one in three households now
contains a firearm. {p. 85)

He notes that public health approaches have reduced »
the burden of infectious disease, tobacco-related iliness, ;"
and motor vehicle injuries, suggesting that a similar ‘
approach could be successfully applied to reducing gun
violence, focusing on the impact of gun violence on one's 7
community, and encouraging collaboration, research, and
comprehensive policies. Hemenway (2004) explaing what
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explains what

would be necessary for a public health approach
to gun control:

Like the approach to reducing motor

vehicle injuries, a public health approach to
curtailing problems caused by firearms suggests
pursuing a wide variety of policies while
maintaining the ability of law-abiding Americans
1o use guns responsibly. This approach emphasizes
the importance of obtaining accurate, detailed
and comparable information each year on the
extent and nature of the problem. For each
motor vehicle death in the United States, the
Fatality Analysis Reporting System collects

data on more than one hundred variables. This
information suggests interventions and permits
evaluation of which policies are effective and
which are not.

A major prablem is that the detailed national
information about firearm injuries does nat exist.
For example, whether most unintentional firearm
injuries occur at home ar away from home, or
with long guns or handguns, is unknown. Many
groups have backed the creation of a national
violent death reporting system to provide detatled
information on all homicides, suicides, and
unintentional firearm deaths.

Although firearms are among the most lethal
consumer praducts, killing tens of thousands of
civilians each year, firearm manufacturing is one of
the least-regulfated industries in the United States.
No federat requlatory body has specific authority

SOURCE: Hemenway 2004,
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over firearm manufacturing, which is exempt
from regulation by the Consumer Product Safety
Commission.

A public health approach would create incentives for
firearm manufacturers to make products that reduce
rather than increase the burden on law enforcement.
Rather than producing and promoting firearms that
appear primanily designed for criminal use, such as
those wha do not retain fingerprints, manufacturers
could produce guns with unigue, tamper resistant
serial numbers. They could also make guns that
“fingerprint” each bullet to permit authorities to match
bullet and firearm with a high degree of accuracy.

Palicies common in other developed countries—
registration of handguns, licensing of owners, and
hackground checks for all gun transfers—could reduce
the U.S. homicide rate substantially by making it harder
for adolescents and criminals to obtain handguns.

The public health approach 1o reducing gun
violence emphasizes the need for prevention as
well as punishment, recognizes that alternations
in the product and the environment are more likely
to be effective than attempts to change individual
behavior, and urges the pursuit of multiple
strategies to tackle the prablem. The public
health community understands the importance of
involving the entire community and sees roles for
many groups, including educational institutions,
religious organizations, medical associations and
the media.



MAX KENNER

The brainchild of Max Kenner, the Bard Prison Initiative
{BP1) was created in 1999 to address the educational
needs of prisoners and tg provide them with the
Opportunity and the means to attain higher education
while remaining within the comrectional system.

To undérstand the logic behind such a program as

BPI, ane must revisit the 1970s, a time when the federal
government looked favorably upon college in prison
programs. Since then, numerous studies have shown that
college in prison programs reduce the rate of recidivism,
lower the number of violent incidents that occur within
prisons, reestablish broken relationships between
incarcerated parents and their children, and create a
general sense of hope among inmates. Despite these
beneficial tonsequences, in 1994, President Clinton signed
the Violent Crime Controf and Law Enforcement Act into
law, essentially abrogating federal Support and funding for
existing programs. As a resuft, of the 350 programs that
had arisen, only three remained.

“The prison system is so large,” Kenner muses,
“because it locks people up at a young age, and when
they return home, they are less equipped to work, to
attend school, and to function as social beings.” These
deficiencies result in an increased chance that released
prisoners will commit another crime of a greater
magnitude, thereby paving the road back to prison, but
this time for a much longer sentence.

parades, and neighborhood walks :
(National Night Out 2003). The community plays an important role in ensuring its §
own safety. In community policing, “problem solving requires that police and the |
community work together in identifying neighborhood problems, and that the com-
munity assumes greater ‘guardianship’ of the neighborhood” (Greene and Pelfrew

1997:395).
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_VOICES IN THE COMMUNITY
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Most state correctional Systems offer some sort of
educational programming. However, only a third offer
college courses ar degrees.

As an undergraduate of Barg College, Kenner
immersed himself in the prevailing cufture of sogial justice
advocacy on campus. In 1998, he and a group of like-
minded individuals made the unsettling discovery that
of the 72,000 men and women in the New York State
prison system, four out of every five inmates were fram
New York City. Armed with this finding, and an increasing
frustration with governmental divestment from education
in social services, the group set out to tackle the issye
of educating prisan inmates. "We felt that if we were
really going to commit ourselves ta some kind of effort
ta improve social justice it should be broad-based, and it
should be based on public institutions,” explains Kenner.

With that in mind, Kenner embarked on a missign
to make Bard College an institutional home that would

involving community members and police officers ,
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allow either faculty or students to gain access to
prisans by lending its transcript services and by offering
credit-bearing courses and degrees to prison inmates.

After the national collapse of the callege in prison
programs, however, there was an incredible distrust
among people in corrections who wanted to see the
colleges come back and people in higher education who
wanted colleges in the prison. According to Kenner,
colleges only wanted to offer courses if they could make
a profit or if they could do so under ideal circumstances.
Some colleges were simply not interested.

It took Kenner one and a half years to begin working
with prisons. He was ahle to organize student volunteer
programs that allowed students to conduct writing, GED,
literacy, and theology workshops within the prisan. “By
the spring of my senior year, we had some 40 students
volunteering at the prison on a weekly basis. Many of
them said that it was the single most profound and
influential thing that they had dane at their time at Bard,”
says Kenner.

Upen graduation, Kenner made a proposal to Bard
College President Leon Botstein, requesting that the
college provide him with an office and grant him access
to its transcripts so that they could begin offering college
credit to prisan inmates. The only stipulation was that
Kenner would have to find a way to raise mongy to
support the program.

Fallowing graduation, Kenner was given a salaried
pasition by Episcopal Social Services {EPS}. “The Bard
Prison Initiative officially started as a partnership between
EPS and Bard College,” says Kenner, “and five months
later, in 2001, we began offering credit bearing courses to
17 students.”

Currently, BPI offers two educational programs to
inmates. Anyone with a GED can apply for the pre-callege
program and those with a higher level of education can
apply for the associate’s degree program. In the fall [of
2005}, BPI will begin offering a bachelor’s pragram that
is consistent with the degree conferred to Bard College
students. Those who have successfully completed the
associate’s degree program in two or three years can then
reapply for admission into the bachelor’s degree program.

Kenner hopes that the programs that have been
implemented thus far will remain active and prove to be
self-sustaining. He remains a passionate advocate for the
return of coflege in prison programs and will continue to
play an integral role in enhancing their opportunities.

BPI currently enrolls 300 incarcerated men and women in

five prisans across New York state. The curriculum offerings
include mare than 60 courses each semester. By 2013,
300 degrees had been awarded to BPI graduates. Through
the Consortium for the Liberal Arts in Prison, Bard College
is providing support to college-in-prison programs in other
states and schools {Bard Prison initiative 2014).

SOURCE: Excerpt from Malik 2005. fieprinted with the permission of www.EducationUpdate.com

COPS sponsors grants and initiatives in selected communities, offering special-
ized training and programs to police professionals, such as technological innovations
(mobile computing, computer-aided dispatch, automated fingerprint identification
systems) or policing methods. In addition, the program supports innovative strat-
egies linking police with their communities. COPS highlighted the Metropolitan
Nashville Police Department’s El Protector Program as one of the best strategies




JESSICA RINALDI/REUTERS/Newscom

- Several national, state, and local organiz

Since it was established in 1992, the Innocence Project has rated CCA (Bigda 2001). ‘
more than 300 men and women th

was released in 2006 after spendi
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for working with communities whose members have limite
The program, established in 2004, includes two full-time o
Spanish. Assigned to precinct areas with the highest Latino

work with community members and business
ties, and domestic violence,

d English proficiencies.
fficers who speak fluent

populations, the officers
leaders to reduce DUIs, traffic fatali-

It is difficult to assess the effectiveness of commuy

many of these community approaches have not
(MacDonald 2002), Jithong Zhao,

report that an additional problem
COPS programs is limited to the in
their analysis of COPS programs i
COPS hiring and innovative progra

nity policing methods because
been sufficiently implemented
Matthew Scheider, and Quint Thurman (2002)
is that much of the research designed to assess
dividual programs or cities, However, based on
n 6,100 cities, the researchers discovered that
ms resulted in significant reductions in local vio-

Prol
lent and nonviolent crime rates in cities with populations greater than 10,000. In offic
addition, an increase of $1 in grant funding per resident for hiring contributed to plac
a decline of 5.26 violent crimes and 21.63 property crimes per 100,000 residents. priso
However, COPS grants had no significant impact on violent and property crime who
rates in cities with fewer than 10,000 residents, Data also indicate how the COPS adg

1
tactics, such as late-night recreation programs, victim assistance programs, and effi- sty
ciencies in police work in funded cities (Roth and Ryan 2000). ‘ ld?
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Prison Advocacy and Death Penaity Reform ; ;

ations are committed to reforming our
rights. Most of their work comes in the
and litigation.

prison system and advocating prisoners’
form of advocacy, educational campaigns
v o bl

In the early 2000s, a network of studene
and community activists mobilized to end the }
use of prisons for profit. The group, Not Wi
Our Money, successfully mobilized agamm
Sodexho Marriott, a food SErvice provid
that owned more than 10% of Correctic -
Corporation of America (CCA), one of
largest owners and opcrators of U.S. pri )
prisons, Efforts to pressure university adminil
trators to end their food service contracts
Sodexho Marriott were successful ar
colleges and universities, Since protests ag
Sodexho Marriott began, its parent com i
Sodexho Alliance, divested all its intercei}

rough DNA testing. Larry Fuller State and local 8rassroots organizs
ng 25 years in prison, such as Coloradans Against the Dearh Pa
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PROBATION AND PAROLE OFFICERS
Timisha Gilbert-Class of 2006

Undergraduate Major: Sociology

Probation and parole officers waork with and monitor offenders
to reduce the risk of reoffending or committing another crime.
Prabation officers, also referred to as community supervision
officers in some states, supervise individuals who have been
placed on community probation instead of being sent to
prison. On the other hand, parole officers monitor offenders
who have been released from jail or prison. Both probation
and parole officers supervise offenders through direct contact
with the offenders and their families. They also oversee drug
testing and electronic monitaring of offenders {U.S. Bureau of
Labor Statistics 2014).

Timisha Gilbert works as a community corrections
officer, a combined probation and parole officer in the
Pacific Northwest. During her senior undergraduate year,
she completed an internship with the organization and
was hired into an entry-level community carrections
officer position upen graduation. She describes her
current job as “managing a caseload of high-risk offenders
released from jails and prisons to complete a term of
cammunity supervision. | am required to hold offenders
accountable while on supervision to ensure they abide by

Chapter 13: Crime and Criminal Justice

SOCIOLOGY AT WORK

sentences imposed by the Court, while also promoting
change through programming and other interventions.”

Probation and parole work reguires a bachelor's
degree. Candidates should be at least 21 years of age,
have no felony convictions, and submit to drug testing.
Mast employers require applicants to pass a series of
oral, written, and psychological exams. Timisha says that
she uses her sociotogical imagination regularly. “Using
different ideas and theoretical conclusions to develop
case plans has been helpful. Every offender has chosen
to engage in criminal behavior for various reasons, and by
reflecting on different theoretical perspectives, | am able
to develop case plans for effective case supervision.”

She offers the following advice to undergraduate
Sociology majors:

Think eutside the box. A degree in Sociology can
be used in many different ways and for various
organizations. Each career field has many different
aspects and levels where your degree will be
useful. Finally, do what you enjoy and continue to

seek out opportunities for continued learning and
advancement.

Timisha is currently enrolled in a master of science

program in Criminal Justice.

Mississippians for Alternatives to the Death Penalty, and the Texas Coalition to
Abolish the Death Penalty, support prisoners’ rights and legislation to abolish the

death penalty in their states.

One organization that has accepted the mission of correcting wrongful convic-

tions is the Innocence Project. Established in 1992 by attorneys Barry Scheck and
Peter Neufeld, the Innocence Project is a nonprofit legal clinic at the Benjamin N.
Cardozo School of Law at Yeshiva University in New York. The clinic is dedicated to
“exonerating the innocent through postconviction DNA testing” (Innocence Project
2007). As of December 2014, the project had exonerated 325 individuals. These
cases highlight the problems of misidentification, corrupt scientists and police, over-
zealous prosecutors, inept defense attorneys, and the influence of poverty and race in



cence or justice projects.

his sentence.
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13.1  Explain the difference between
biological, psychological, and
sociological theories of crime

Biological and psychological theories of crime
address how crime is determined by individual
characteristics or predispositions but do not
explain why crime rates vary in certain areas.

Sociological theories attempt to address these
reasons,

13.2 Identify how the different sociological
perspectives examine crime

Functionalists argue that society sets goals and
expectations, but people feel strain when they
do not have the access or resources to achieve
these goals. Under this strain, individuals are
more likely to commit crime. Social control
theorists ask why someone doesn’t commit
crime. Conflict theorists believe an act is not
inherently criminal; society defines it that way.
Theorists argue that criminal laws exist to
preserve the interests and power of specific
groups. In feminist scholarship, patriarchal
power relations shape gender differences

in crime, pushing women into criminal
behavior through role entrapment, economic
marginalization, and victimization or as a
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the criminal justice system. The Innocence Project is currently working to establish
the Innocence Network, a group of law and journalism schools and public defender
prove their innocence, even if their cases do not
e. Several states have established their own inno-

offices that assist inmates trying to
involve biological or DNA evidenc

13.3

13.4

The Innocence Project and similar organizations consistently draw the public’s
attention when an innocent inmate is released. In 1993, Darryl Howard was con-
victed of the 1991 murder of mother and her daughter in North Carolina. He
was released in 2014 based on new DNA evidence and charges of prosecutoriai
misconduct uncovered by the Innocence Project. DNA evidence excluded Howard,
but identified another suspect. Howard was released after serving nearly 20 years of

-----
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survival response. Interactionists examine the .
process that defines certain individuals and pivenr
acts as criminal, juvenil

Summarize the different types of crime

Violent crimes are acts that involve force or
threat of force against others, Property crime
{three fourths of all crime in the United States)
consists of taking money or property without

force or threat of force, Juvenile crime refers by 1
to youth in trouble with the law, White-collar 2. Con
crime includes crimes committed by someone crirr
of high social status, for financial gain, orin a thec
particular organization. crim
Explain how race/ethnicity is an important Exan
predictor of offender or victim status ten
A number of studies confirm that regardless Wha;
of the seriousness of the crime, racial and femai

ethnic minorities are more likely to be
arrested or incarcerated than their White
Counterparts. Research indicates that some
individuals are more prone than others to
become victims. Victimization rates are
substantially higher for the poor, the young,
males, Blacks, single people, renters, and
central city residents.
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13.5 Describe the transformation 13.6 Explain whether private prisons are
of American policing more effective than public prisons
American policing has gone through substantial Research indicates that private prisons do not
changes during the past several decades. perform better than public prisons. There is no
Traditional models emphasized high visibility significant difference in recidivism rates. In one
and the use of force and arrests as deterrents. study, drug use among prisoners was higher in
These models reinforce an “us” versus private prisons than public ones.

“them” division. Police departments are now
incorporating new methods based on the
community and problem-solving approaches.

KEY TERMS
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crime motivated by money or greed?
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7. s the function of our prisons to punish or
4. What is unique about the experiences of rehabilitate? Review the evidence for each.
female offenders and prisoners? How has
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