(a) EXPLANATIONS OF CRIMINAL BEHAVIOUR

1) Theories of Criminal Behaviour

2) Individual and Cultural Differences in Criminal Behaviour

3) Social Psychology of the Criminal

All theories of criminal behaviour try to address the question of why people commit crime on the assumption that such a course of action is inexplicable therefore criminals are somehow different from the rest of us, and that there might be a single cause of criminal behaviour.  However, there cannot be a monocausal explanation of criminal behaviour, because there are so many different types of offending.  Also most psychological research tells us that our behaviour is a complex interaction between genetic, environmental, social and cultural factors.  One key debate in this area is the Nature Nurture debate…


1)
THEORIES OF CRIMINAL BEHAVIOUR
There are 2 groups of theories explaining criminal behaviour.  Each group falls into the categories of the nature nurture debate.

1) Biological Theories – constitutional, genetic & physiological

2) Psychological Theories

1)
BIOLOGICAL THEORIES

There are several theories which take a biological perspective on explaining criminal behaviour.  All place the cause of criminality firmly with the individual, playing down the role of social factors.

a) Constitutional Theories

These theories suggest that criminals look a particular way.

Sheldon (1942) suggests that there are three basic body types which he believed were correlated with particular kinds of personalities.
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He developed his ideas by studying a large sample of males in a rehabilitation institution.  He claimed that in this sample there were a large number of mesomorphs, some endomorphs and very few ectomorphs.   He concluded that certain body shape types lead to criminal behaviour.

What could be the association between a mesomorph type and crime?

· Peer pressure

· Stereo typing


We all tend to develop beliefs about what criminals ‘look like’ and this can determine our reactions to these people.

Thornton (1939)

Bull (1982)

b) Genetic Theories

i) Chromosomes

The XXY syndrome was first described in the 1960’s as an explanation for criminal behaviour.  It was suggested that prisons and mental hospitals had a bigger proportion of people with this genetic abnormality.  The incidence of this condition in the general population is about 0.1% but Price et al (1966) found that 28% of the men in a Scottish state hospital for the criminally insane were XYY.  Individuals were labelled supermales and it was suggested that they had a predisposition to violent crime.


ii) The Criminal Gene

Cesare Lombroso (1876) argued that criminals were genetically different from non-criminals and this difference could literally be seen in their faces.  He said murderers had

“cold, glassy, blood shot eyes, curly abundant hair, strong jaws, long ears and thin lips” 

whilst sex offenders have

“glinting eyes, strong jaws, thick lips, lots of hair and projecting ears”
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Lombroso suggested that criminals are atavistic (have features in common with inferior animals lower down the evolutionary scale).

Goring (1913) studied 3000 English convicts and found that a common factor in his subjects was low intelligence, and as at this time intelligence was regarded as genetically determined so criminal behaviour was thought to be linked to genetic inheritance.


One way of determining the influence of genes on offending is the use of twin studies.  These studies compare rates of offending in mono and dizygotic twins reared together and apart to try to separate the influence of genes and the environment.

Twin Studies

Monozygotic twins

Dizygotic twins

Concordance

Studies of concordance levels for criminal behaviour in twins

	
	MZ
	DZ

	Lange (1931)
	77
	12

	Kranz (1936)
	65
	53

	Yoshimasu (1965)
	50
	0

	Christiansen (1977)
	60
	30


Conclusion


Another way to separate the influence of genes and the environment is adoption studies.

Adoption Studies

Adoption studies allow us to compare the influence of biological inheritance and the environment. If the behaviour of the adopted children is more similar to that of their biological parents than their adoptive parents this provides strong support for the genetic nature argument.

Research Findings

Crowe (1974) found that in a sample of 52 adopted children of imprisoned women, seven of them had at least one criminal convictions, by comparison with only one in a control group.

Mednick et al (1987) found that boys whose biological parent had a criminal record were more likely to have been convicted of a crime than boys whose adoptive parent had been convicted.

Bohman (1995)

Rates of criminal conviction in adopted children

	
	Adoptive parents has criminal record
	Adoptive parents had no criminal record

	Biological parents had criminal record
	40%
	12%

	Biological parents had no criminal record
	7%
	3%


Conclusion


c) Physiological Factors

i) Biochemistry

Biochemical factors that may be associated with criminal behaviour are allergies, environmental conditions (lead or radiation from artificial lighting) and diet (food additives, vitamin deficiencies), hypoglycaemia, and low brain serotonin, which are linked to high levels of testosterone.

Alcohol acts as a disinhibitor, depressing the normal mechanisms which would normally control inappropriate behaviour.  Prozac can produce akathisia (a state of restlessness or unease) which can lead to suicide or violence.

ii) Neurology

Cases such as that of Charles Whitman suggest that conditions of the brain or serious brain injuries may cause dramatic personality and behavioural changes.

It has also been suggested that some individuals lack moral control because they have cortical under arousal and they are constantly seeking stimulation.  The symptoms of this appear clearly in childhood as ADHD


Dyspraxia has also been seen as a possible contributor to antisocial behaviour.  Sufferers tend to be clumsy and accident prone, slow to reach milestones, uncoordinated and unpopular because they do not fit in.  If these symptoms are not recognised and addressed the isolation experienced may lead to disruptive behaviour.  Portwood (1996) assessed a group of young offenders and found that 61% of them were dyspraxic but none of them had been diagnosed. 
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2) PSYCHOLOGICAL THEORIES

a)
Personality Theories

Eysenk

Eysenk believed that certain personality types were inclined towards crime.  

Eysenk defined two dimensions of personality, extroversion and neuroticism.  These two dimensions run as a scale from low to high.
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Eysenk believed that the personality types associated with criminal behaviour were neurotic extraverts.  These people would be unlikely to learn the rules of social behaviour which most normal children acquire by socialising with other children.

Characteristics of the neurotic extravert

Eysenk later added a third category – psychoticism – aggressive cold and impersonal behaviour which would be associated with criminal tendencies, especially crimes which involve hostility towards other people.

Research Findings

McGurk & McDougall (1981)

Table to show personality types of delinquents and non delinquents

	DELINQUENTS
	NON DELINQUENTS

	Low E High N 32%
	Low E High N 17%

	High E Low N 26%
	High E Low N 36%

	High E High N 30%
	Low E Low N 13%

	High P High E High N 12%
	High P 34%



Psychoanalytic Theories – Bowlby & Freud

These theories relate early childhood development to criminal behaviour.

Bowlby suggested that any disruption of the attachment bond between mother and child in the early years might lead to later deviance because the child is unable to form meaningful relationships in adulthood.
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Freud’s theories of the development of Personality

Freud had little to say directly about criminal behaviour but his theory of personality development can be applied to help explain it.

The first part of the personality to develop is the instinctive pleasure seeking part, which must be gratified at all costs.  Normally children are socialised away from their instinctive impulses and they develop a superego or conscience.

For this to happen successfully relationships between the child and its parents must be good (and include successful resolution of the Oedipus conflict) and if the superego does not develop properly the person will have a lack of control over antisocial impulses and a lack of guilt.  An overdeveloped superego will produce a desire for punishment, possibly acting out behaviour which is likely to be sanctioned.


3) SOCIAL LEARNING THEORY

Social learning theories state that children have learned inappropriate (criminal) ways to behave or that they have been reinforced for inappropriate behaviour leading to an increase in its frequency.

Sutherland’s Theory of Differential Association

Criminal behaviour is learned

The learning is through association with other people

The main part of the learning takes part within close personal groups

The learning includes techniques for carrying out certain crimes and attitudes and motives conducive toward committing a crime.

The learning experiences (differential associations) will vary in frequency and importance for each individual

The process for learning criminal behaviour is the same as the process for learning all behaviours.

Sutherland’s theory can start to explain why boys are more likely to become delinquent than girls are;

Operant Theory

This theory argues that behaviour is determined by the consequences it produces. People learn by rewards and punishments and by imitation.

 Behaviour which produces desirable consequences will increase in frequency (it is reinforced).  Behaviour which produces unfavourable outcomes will decrease in frequency (it is punished).

People also learn by rewards and punishments and by imitation.

What rewards could be associated with carrying out crime?

What punishments could be associated with carrying out crime?                                                  


2)
INDIVIDUAL CULTURAL DIFFERENCES IN 

CRIMINAL BEHAVIOUR

Age

Traditionally concerns are expressed about the levels of juvenile crime.  Delinquency appears to reach a peak about 16 – 17 years and declines in the early twenties.  Whilst the rate of offending is high the majority of the offences are minor e.g. property offences.  Explanations for these types of offences include increasing strength and independence, the emotional nature of adolescence and experimentation whilst they search for identity.

Some serious crimes are committed by juveniles, such as murder.  Evidence suggests that these individuals crime from unusual family backgrounds characterised by violence and mental illness.

What evidence is there that Jon Thompson and Robert Venables suffered the above?

However, whilst juvenile crime has a high profile, it is still statistically not high in comparison to adult crime.  One possible reason for the concern is that if we can prevent petty juvenile crime then we may reduce the overall crime rate in subsequent years.
Gender

More recorded crime is committed by males.

More self reported crime is committed by males!

Think of as many explanations as you can for these statements.

Criminology has largely been androcentric and theories are often based upon research which has looked only at male subjects.  Since the 1970’s there have been improvements and some explanations now look to why women conform rather than why males offend.

However it is useful to consider many crimes within the context of masculinity.

What do you consider masculinity to be and how can it contribute to criminality?

Ethnicity

It is assumed that black people, particularly young black men are disproportionately involved in crime.  Official and self-report studies bear this out and also reveal that black people are more likely to be the victims of crime also.

E.g. Home Office statistics from 1999 showed that 18% of the prison population was made up of non whites (12% black, 3% Asian, 3% other).

What explanations are there for such statistics?

The patterns of offending differ for black and whites people.  Blacks are likely to commit at least one offence whereas a smaller number of whites are likely to be high rate offenders.

If the number of offences were counted would this make the figures more unbiased?

Mental State

There is a small group of offenders who display mental disorder either at the time of their crime or during the subsequent imprisonment.

Such people often attract considerable attention.

Criminal behaviour is higher in psychiatric populations.

Can you give any explanations for these statements?


There are two main groups of studies in this area. One group are based upon subsequent arrest rates. This means looking at whether people admitted into hospitals for mental health concerns have higher rates of offending after release than controls. All recent studies have found this rate to be higher for people treated for mental health issues. However this may just be a reflection of previous criminal history. When this is taken into account there is no difference. In other words the police are more likely to arrest someone who has been arrested before, irrespective of whether they have been hospitalised or not.
The second group is studies are concerned with looking at people being treated simultaneously for criminal behaviour and mental health disorders. The conclusions that we can come from for this area of research are that 
[a] the correlates of crime among the mentally disordered seem to be the same as are found in other groups, 
[b] the correlates of mental disorder among offenders appear to be the same as those of other populations. 

Specific Crimes and Specific Disorders
It may be that researchers have approach this whole issue in a slightly invalid fashion. Rather than looking for a general link between mental health and crime, perhaps we would be better off focusing on two more specific issues -
1) Are particular categories of crime associated with mental health disorder(s)?
2) Are particular mental health disorders closely associated with specific crimes?
Below are some research topics in this area -
Schizophrenia and Violent Crimes.
Taylor and Gunn (1984) surveyed the total intake to London prisons over a four month period. Out of 2700 prisoners, nearly 9% were psychotic, of whom more than 65% were diagnosed as schizophrenic. Of men convicted of murder, 11% were schizophrenic (expected proportion in general population is 1%). They also noted that since many murderers commit suicide, the figures may be an underestimate.
Howells (1982) concluded that people with schizophrenia are marginally more at risk for violent offences than those with other mental health disorders and the general population, but the overwhelming majority of people with schizophrenia are never arrested for violent offences. The psychological features probably most involved are delusional, particularly paranoid beliefs. 
However, only a minority of people with schizophrenia have such beliefs, of which the great majority do not commit crimes of violence, so additional factors need to be investigated to provide a full explanation of those people with paranoid schizophrenia who do commit violent offences.
Psychopathy and Violent Crimes.
There is a surprising amount of research and public interest in this area considering that it is a rare phenomenon.   Psychopaths are thought to be responsible for serial murders.
Why are we fascinated with serial killers?

Are serial killers psychopaths?

California State University Model


[image: image1]
IQ

The average difference in IQ scores between offenders and non-offenders is 8 points, with criminals scoring lower. This is a consistent finding using various IQ tests.  This is still true when socio-economic factors are controlled for, which is an important point since most convicted criminals come from lower socio-economic groups which tend to have lower IQ scores anyway.
The most relevant finding is that offenders tend to gain lower scores in verbal rather than non-verbal tasks. It has been argued that this poorer verbal ability leads to under performance in school, dissatisfaction with education and later rebellion in school with adopting sub-cultural values that give status to criminal behaviour.  Recently there has also been some concern over the supposed high level of dyslexia shown by prison populations.

Culture
The crime rate between countries can vary significantly, not just in total amount but also in the types of offences committed. There are some very significant problems with carrying out cross-cultural research into criminal behaviour, however one instance stands out as particularly relevant, that being the case of comparison between Japan and other Western nations, in particular the USA.
Japan is noted as being a country with low recorded crime rates, especially in comparison with the USA. Wilson and Herrnstein (1985) suggest a number of cultural factors which could explain some of this difference -
a) Higher clearance rates for serious crimes than in the USA (60% vs 20% in the early 1970's).
b) Reporting rates are higher (more confessions, and less right to silence in Japan). This leads to more convictions in Japan.
c) Japan is less culturally diverse than the USA and maintains closer familial links. These are known to prevent crime.
d) Japanese people tend to be more concerned with obligation to the in-group over civil and individual rights. Again making crime less likely to occur, and when it does more likely to be reported.
e) The average Japanese citizens IQ score is 110 compared to 100 in the USA. This may contribute to lower rates of criminal behaviour.
However the differences in economic factors and unemployment rates between the two countries also need to be taken into account. For instance, the USA has had relatively high unemployment in lower socio-economic groups for several decades whereas this is not true for Japan.
3)
SOCIAL PSYCHOLOGY OF THE CRIMINAL

Family patterns

A small number of families seem to account for a large proportion of offences, so it may be that the family has an important role to play.


Child Rearing Styles

Hoffman (1984) identifies three patterns of child rearing;

1 Power assertion

2 Love withdrawal

3 Induction

The pattern most associated with the families of delinquents is power assertion.  Typical characteristics include;

Use of ridicule and physical punishments

Making threats which are not then carried out

Parents work against each other in terms of discipline

These kinds of behaviours may be imitated by children in their own delinquent behaviour.

Evidence for Criminal Tendencies in Families

Do criminal tendencies run in families?  If so then are they inherited or learned.

Many workers in welfare agencies would point out that a substantial number of their cases stem from a small number of families. 

Osborn & West (1979)

40% of the sons of criminal fathers had criminal convictions, compared to 13% of the sons of non-criminal fathers.

Conclusion
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School Influences

Negative experiences at school are often associated with delinquency.  Low academic achievement is a characteristic of many offenders.  It may be that particular schools fail to engage challenging pupils who then opt out of the school system, play truant and become involved in offending behaviour, spiralling into a criminal career because they lack academic qualifications.

Schools which have high numbers of delinquents often have high staff turnover, low staff commitment, streaming, social disadvantage and a view of pupils as being of low academic ability.


Peer Pressure

The influence on all people shifts during adolescence from parents to peers.  Delinquent acts are usually carried out in groups and co-offenders tend to live close to each other.  Often a peer group provides the only source of approval and new attitudes and skills may be learned, albeit criminal ones.


Economic Factors

There was a massive increase in crime in the 1980’s, which was accompanied by increases in long-term and youth unemployment.

In 1994 Benyan reviewed a number of studies of offenders and concluded;

“Youth unemployment leads to boredom, lack of status, alienation, different values and of course a lack of money…… Unemployment is one of the principal causes of the increased social disintegration, crime and disorder in Britain”

Farrington & West (1990) carried out a longitudinal study which found an association between crime and poverty, with their most persistent 32 year old offenders having the least satisfactory employment records.

It could be that those people who are economically disadvantaged will feel frustration with and alienation from mainstream values and will therefore not feel obliged to abide by the rules of a society which does not value them.  Unemployment may also challenge male masculinity, which can be reasserted by criminal activity.
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EVALUATION


1) People with lower IQ scores may be more likely to be caught and convicted.  Therefore the prison population is biased in favour of people with lower intelligence.


2) Are IQ tests a valid measure of intelligence (are they valid)? Do they just measure level of schooling, of which offenders often have a poor record?


3) Given that criminal behaviour has large impacts of various parts of the individuals life (poor education, poor family life, etc) it becomes very hard to separate innate intelligence from environmental influences.


4) Intelligence may be largely due to socialisation processes and little to do with innate ability and therefore it is not surprising that offenders have low IQ scores due to dysfunctional backgrounds. Thus lower intelligence is a consequence, not a cause of criminal behaviour.


5) Lower intelligence can only be one possible factor since there are numerous highly intelligent criminals.


6) Intelligent criminals are less likely to be caught and/or convicted, and therefore do not appear in research samples.








EVALUTION


Most of the Ps used in studies are from institutions, we know little to nothing on psychopaths who have � HYPERLINK "http://www.crime-times.org/97c/w97cp3.htm" �not been institutionalised.� Thus it may be only the 'dangerous' ones that come to our attention whilst potentially the vast majority never come into contact with the criminal justice or health care systems.
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Evaluation of this issue


The factors identified below indicate some of the inherent problems in establishing a link between mental health and criminal behaviour -


a) Mentally disordered persons may choose more difficult targets, plan an offence less carefully or carry it out less skillfully, all of which increase the risk of detection, arrest and appearance on crime statistics.


b) The police may arrest and charge a mentally disturbed person than others.


c) Prisons may increase the incidence of mental disorders among those placed in them, mental disorders then become an effect of criminal behaviour not a cause of it.
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