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Criminology is a broad and diverse discipline. Criminologists examine a range of topics,
with a focus on the characteristics of offenders and the crimes they commit; the causes
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of crime; the efforts of the police, courts, and correctional agencies to control crime; and
strategies for more effectively controlling crime. No one perspective dominates the
discipline. A large number of theories are used to explain crime, with there being a
major divide between “mainstream” theories, which dominate criminological research,
and critical theories. Mainstream theories focus on legally-defined crimes and explain
such crimes largely in terms of individual traits and features of the immediate social
environment, particularly the family, school, peer, work, and neighborhood
environments. Critical theories employ broader definitions of crime, devote much
attention to corporate and state crimes, and explain such crimes in terms of features of
the larger social environment, particularly conflict between more and less powerful
groups in a society. Likewise, criminologists advocate several strategies for controlling
crime, including deterrence (increasing the fear of crime through certain and severe
sanctions), incapacitation (incarcerating offenders so they cannot commit crimes on the
street), and rehabilitation and prevention (addressing the root causes of crime among
offenders and potential offenders).
This chapter provides an overview of the major research and theories in criminology,
focusing on the causes and control of crime. Many of the research examples are taken
from the United States, the site of most crime research at present, but criminology is
quite prominent in many other developed nations and is growing in many developing
nations (Tonry and Doob 2004; Tonry and Farrington 2005).
1. A Historical Overview of Criminology

The first modern explanation of crime is known as “classical theory” (Bernard et al.
2009; Cullen and Agnew 2011). Classical theory was developed in reaction to the
corrupt, arbitrary, and harsh systems of criminal justice that existed in Europe during
the 1700s. The laws were often vague; bribery of judges was common; punishments for
the same crime varied widely; and punishments were sometimes quite harsh, involving
torture and death. Classical theorists wanted to replace this system with one that was
more effective and just. They argued that people are rational beings who pursue their
own interests, attempting to maximize their pleasure and minimize their pain. People
choose to engage in crime when they believe that it will bring more pleasure than pain,
As such, the best way to control crime is to ensure that the pain of punishment
outweighs the pleasure of crime, In particular, individuals will be deterred from crime if
punishments are swift, certain, and appropriately severe. But for this system to work,
the laws must be clearly stated and applied equally to all. Further, punishments should
not be overly harsh; this is unnecessary and will bred resentment. Classical theory has
had an enormous impact on the criminal justice systems of many nations; an impact that
is evident today. Such systems are based on the assumption that criminals are rational
beings who freely chose to engage in crime, state that the law applies equally to all, and
attempt to deter crime through punishment. Classical theory is also the direct inspiration
for rational choice theory and the crime control strategy of deterrence, which are
discussed below.
Classical theory came under attack in the late 1800s, with the attack stimulated in part
by Darwin’s theory of evolution. Cesare Lombroso and others challenged the idea that
criminals are rational beings who freely choose to engage in crime (Bernard et al. 2009;
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Cullen and Agnew 2011). Rather, they claimed that criminals are not as biologically
evolved as other people, and their primitive or savage state leads them to engage in
crime. Based on his physical examinations of criminals and non-criminals, Lombroso
claimed that criminals could be identified by their gross biological features, such as
hairiness, large jaw and cheekbones, and protruding lips. Lombroso’s theory and others
like it were carefully evaluated in the early-to- mid 1900s, with researchers comparing
the physical features of criminals to those of carefully matched samples of noncriminals. None of the gross biological differences described by these theories emerged.
This fact, along with concern about the policy implications of these theories (e.g.,
selective breeding and sterilization), lead to the decline of biological theories for several
decades. The work of Lombroso and others, however, contributed to the rise of the
positivistic approach to crime; or the ideas that crime is due to forces beyond the
individual’s control and that theories of crime should be tested against observations of
the larger world.
The biological theories of Lombroso and others were replaced with psychological and
sociological theories of crime, with sociological theories coming to dominate the field
of criminology in the mid 1900s. Three theories, in particular, came to be regarded as
the leading explanations of crime. Merton’s (1938) strain theory stated that crime is
caused by the inability of lower-class individuals to achieve the cultural goal of
monetary success through legitimate channels. Sutherland’s (1947) differential
association theory stated that individuals learn to engage in crime by associating with
others who teach beliefs favorable to crime. And control theories stated that crime
results when others fail to effectively socialize individuals, provide them with a “stake
in conformity,” and sanction them for crime (Hirschi 1969). These three theories still
occupy a central place in criminology today, although they have been revised and
expanded – as described below.
These theories, however, were challenged during the 1960s and 1970s. The protest
movements that emerged in many states, along with the concern over race/ethnic,
gender, and colonial oppression, lead many criminologists to focus on the role of the
state in producing crime. Critical theorists, drawing on the work of Marx, argued that
capitalism was the primary cause of crime (Bernard et al. 2009; Cullen and Agnew
2011; Quinney 1974; Taylor et al. 1973). In particular, the poverty and inequality
associated with capitalism were said to lead to crime through the alienation and
desperation they engendered. Further, the pursuit of profit was said to lead members of
the capitalist class to harm others through acts such as the production of unsafe
products, the creation of unsafe working conditions, and environmental pollution.
Labeling theorists focused on the reaction to crime by the state (Cullen and Agnew
2011). They argued that powerless individuals were more likely to be labeled as
criminals, and that this label and the harsh treatment that it evoked increased the
likelihood of further crime. Somewhat later, feminist theorists – stimulated by the
Women’s Movement – pointed to the key role that the “organization of gender” played
in crime. In particular, gender differences in socialization, social control, and social
position were said to be critical in explaining the higher rate of male crime and the
causes of female crime (Cullen and Agnew 2011; Daly and Chesney-Lind 1988).
Criminologists also came to devote increased attention to the criminal justice system

©Encyclopedia of Life Support Systems (EOLSS)

LAW - Criminology: An Overview - Robert Agnew

during the 1960s and 1970s. This increased attention was due to several factors,
including theoretically-driven critiques of the system, with labeling and critical theorists
arguing that the police, courts, and correctional agencies discriminated against the poor
and minorities and did little to reduce crime. Also, the increasing crime rate during the
1960s and 1970s in the United States caused many to question the effectiveness of
crime control efforts and to look for alternatives. Further, certain governments began to
provide much funding for applied criminological research and the instruction of
criminal justice professionals. This funding contributed to the growth of criminology
programs in colleges and universities – with many of these programs breaking away
from the sociology departments in which they originated. The growth in criminology
programs was matched by the development of scores of new criminology journals and
by the increased prominence of professional organizations devoted to criminology –
such as the American Society of Criminology (Akers 1992; Vaughn et al. 2004).
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Since the 1970s there has been continued theoretical development in the field and an
explosion in quantitative research. These developments were stimulated, in part, by the
increased use of surveys and self-report measures of crime, which greatly expanded the
ability of criminologists to test and evaluate theories. As a consequence, there was a
massive increase in quantitative studies of crime using increasingly sophisticated
statistical methods; although many excellent qualitative studies of crime continued to be
produced. Existing theories of crime were revised and extended. There were several
major efforts to develop integrated or general theories of crime. There were efforts to
address additional questions regarding the causes of crime, beyond the traditional
questions of why some individuals and groups are more likely to engage in crime than
others. Most notably, criminologists tried to explain patterns of offending over the lifecourse of given individuals and why crime is more likely in some situations than others
(see below). There was a resurgence of interest in biological and psychological theories
of crime. And critical criminologies continued to expand, although the gulf between
“mainstream” and critical criminologists remained.
Also, criminologists continued to devote much attention to the criminal justice system
and strategies for better controlling crime. Criminologists, often funded by government
agencies such as the United States Department of Justice, had much impact on crime
control initiatives, including initiatives involving the police, court, and corrections.
Certain of these initiatives involved efforts to better deter and incapacitate criminals;
while others focused on the rehabilitation of criminals and the prevention of crime.
Many countries, however, became increasingly punitive in their crime control efforts.
This was particularly true of the United States, where rates of incarceration increased
five-fold from the 1970s to 2010. The earlier emphasis on rehabilitation in the United
States was replaced with an emphasis on deterrence and incapacitation. Many
criminologists have been critical of this shift and have argued for a renewed emphasis
on rehabilitation, a focus on prevention, a shift to restorative approaches, and – in the
case of critical criminologists – a focus on efforts to address those larger social forces
that produce crime – such as poverty and inequality.
In sum, contemporary criminology is quite diverse; addressing a range of questions,
drawing on many theoretical approaches, and advancing a variety of crime-control
initiatives. This diversity is reflected in the discussion below.
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2. The Origin of Criminal Laws
Most criminologists examine behaviors defined as crimes by the state. But why are
some behaviors defined as crimes and not others? People often take the criminal law for
granted, but comparative and historical studies indicate that certain behaviors are
defined as crimes in some places or at some points in time, but not in others. As a
consequence, criminologists have examined the origin of criminal laws (Chambliss and
Zatz 1993).
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Advocates of the consensus perspective state that criminal laws reflect a general social
consensus about what behaviors are harmful and should be punished. Reflecting this
fact, the laws are said to benefit most people in a society. Advocates of the pluralist
perspective state that the laws arise out of conflict between interest groups in a society.
These groups compete with one another to get their views translated into law. That
group or coalition of groups with the most power wins out, and the laws frequently
benefit some segments of society and hurt others. The elitist or Marxist version of the
conflict perspective states that the capitalist class has a monopoly on power, while the
pluralist version states that no one group has a monopoly on power. Rather, different
groups tend to win out in the struggles to get their views translated into law.
There is empirical support for both the consensus and conflict perspectives. Surveys that
ask respondents to rate the seriousness of various crimes find that most individuals and
groups give similar ratings to a range of property and violent crimes, although there is
less consensus regarding the ratings of “victimless” and white-collar crimes (Stylianou
2003). Case studies examining the origin of particular criminal laws suggest that these
laws usually arose out of group conflict, with the consensus regarding the laws
emerging later. These case studies, however, focus primarily on drug laws and selected
other offenses (Chambliss and Zatz 1993). Many criminologists advocate a compromise
position, suggesting that many or most laws arose out of conflict, but a consensus has
emerged around particular laws – especially those involving property and violent
crimes.
3. The Extent of and Trends in Crime

Criminologists also seek to estimate the extent of and trends in crime, with the large
share of studies focusing on interpersonal aggression, the theft and destruction of
property, and drug offenses (Agnew and Brezina 2012; Mosher et al. 2011; Thornberry
and Krohn 2000). Most such estimates are based “official statistics” collected from the
police and, to a lesser extent, from courts and correctional agencies. The main source of
official statistics in the United States is the FBI Uniform Crime Reports, which focuses
on “crimes known to the police” and arrest data from the large majority of police
departments. The Uniform Crime Reports, however, greatly underestimate the extent of
crime.
Among other things, the police seldom come across crimes on their own, most crime
victims do not report their victimizations to the police, only about 20% of the crimes
that do become known to the police are cleared by arrest, and not all arrests or crimes
known to the police are reported to the FBI. The Uniform Crime Reports may also
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provide misleading information on trends in crime. For example, the number of crimes
known to the police will increase if victims become more likely to report crimes to the
police – perhaps because they have become more likely to obtain property insurance
(which requires the filing of police reports).
As a consequence of these problems, criminologists have developed two alternative
ways of measuring crime. The first involves the collection of data from crime victims.
Each year the United States Census Bureau administers the National Crime
Victimization Survey, in which respondents aged 12 and over from a representative
sample of households in the United States are asked to report on their experiences as
crime victims. This survey only focuses on a few property and violent crimes, but
suggests that most such crimes are more common than indicated by police data.
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Criminologists also measure crime by asking individuals to report on the extent of their
crime, regardless of whether it has been detected by the police. These self-report
surveys are typically administrated to samples of adolescents. Data suggest that most
respondents are reasonably honest in their answers. Self-report surveys indicate that
crime is far more extensive than police and victimizations data suggest, with 90% or
more of all adolescents in the United States having committed delinquent acts. While
these three data sources present very different estimates of the extent of crime and,
occasionally, trends in crime, all indicate that minor crimes are far more common than
serious crimes and that property crimes are more common than violent crimes. Police
and victimization data also suggest that the crime rate in the United States declined
sharply from the mid 1990s through 2010. There is reason to believe that this decline
may be due to factors such as increasing rates of incarceration, the strong economy in
the 1990s, the decline in crack use and turf disputes between crack dealers, the changing
nature of urban areas, and perhaps increased immigration (Barker 2010).
Police, victimization, and self-report data are also available cross-nationally,
particularly for developed countries (Lynch and Pridemore 2011; Mosher et al. 2011;
van Wilsem 2004). Data sources include the International Crime Victims Survey, the
International Self-Report Delinquency study; police data as reported by Interpol (ending
in 2005); police, court, and corrections data in the European Sourcebook on Crime and
Criminal Justice Statistics; homicide data from the World Health Organization; and
police, court, and corrections data in the United Nations Surveys on Crime Trends.
Caution must be exercised in using such data, however. Among other things, different
countries may employ different definitions of crime; crimes are more likely to be
reported to the police in some countries than others; certain of the data are from small,
unrepresentative samples within countries; countries differ in how they record casualties
from war and civil/political conflicts; and these data focus on individual acts of violence
and theft – ignoring white-collar and state crimes.
Nevertheless, there are some general conclusions we can draw about comparative rates
of crime. The United States has a higher rate of serious violence than other developed
nations, but certain developing nations have higher rates of serious violence. Rates of
less serious violent and property crime in the United States are not that different from
rates in other developed nations (Lynch and Pridemore 2011). Nevertheless, the United
States has the highest rate of incarceration in the world.
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4. The Types of Criminal Offenders
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Criminologists have attempted to classify offenders into types. Initially, it was thought
that different offenders focus on different offenses; for example, some engage primarily
in theft and others in drug crime. While there is some evidence of specialization,
especially among adult offenders, most offenders are fairly versatile - committing a
range of crimes. The most recent attempts to classify offenders focus on the frequency
of offending, when offending begins and ends, and the seriousness of offending. At least
two offender types emerge in most studies (Agnew and Brezina 2012; Moffitt 1993,
2006). The first is a small group of offenders, sometimes referred to as “life-course
persistent” offenders, who offend at high rates over much of their lives. While only
about 5% of the population, these offenders account for a large amount of crime,
including most serious crime. The largest group of offenders, sometimes referred to as
“adolescence- limited” offenders, offend primarily during the adolescent years –
committing mainly minor crimes. The causes of life-course persistent offending appear
to differ from those of adolescence-limited offending (Moffitt 2006). It should be noted,
however, that research in this area focuses on what are sometimes called “street
crimes,” such as acts of interpersonal violence and theft. Corporate, environmental, state
and other crimes are not considered.
5. The Socio-Demographic Characteristics of Criminal Offenders

Criminologists have devoted much attention to identifying the socio-demographic
characteristics of criminals, particularly those who engage in street crimes such as
homicide, burglary, robbery, rape, and larceny. The conclusions they draw partly
depend on whether they use arrest, victimization, or self-report data (Agnew and
Brezina 2012). There is little doubt that males are much more likely to engage in most
crimes than females, particularly serious crimes. Further, males are much more likely to
be life-course persistent offenders. The gender gap in arrests in the United States has
been decreasing in recent decades, however. There is some debate over whether this
decrease reflects real changes in the amounts of crime committed or an increased
tendency for the police and others to formally process female offenders. There is also
little doubt that adolescents and young adults are disproportionately involved in most
street crimes. Criminologists have devoted much attention in recent years to explaining
these gender and age differences in offending (see below).
Data on the relationship between social class, race/ethnicity, and crime are more
complex. The more recent and best research from the United States suggests that lowerclass individuals, African Americans, Latinos, and Native Americans have higher rates
of serious offending and may be more likely to be life-course persistent offenders. Class
and race, however, are only weakly related or unrelated to minor crime, at least among
adolescents. Further, limited data suggest that the relationship between race and crime
may be due to race-related differences in individual and community-level social class.
In particular, the higher rate of serious crime among African Americans may due to the
fact that African Americans are more likely than whites to be poor and to live in
communities with a high percentage of poor residents (Agnew and Brezina 2012;
Sampson et al. 2005).
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6. The Characteristics of the Major Types of Crime
Criminologists also study the characteristics of the major types of crime, with there
being fairly sizeable literatures on violent crimes, particularly homicide, sexual
violence, family/intimate partner violence, and robbery; street-variety property crimes
such as burglary and shoplifting; drug offenses; prostitution; gang crimes; organized
crime; occupational crime (crimes committed by workers during the course of their
occupations for personal gain); corporate crimes (crimes committed by workers with
organizational support, at least in part for the benefit of the organization); political or
state crimes; and, increasingly, terrorism (e.g., Green and Ward 2004; Meier and Geis
2006; Miethe et al. 2006; Miller 2009; Passas and Goodwin 2004; Thio 2009).
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Such crime-specific research focuses on a range of topics, including the characteristics
of offenders, the causes of the crimes, the decision-making processes involved in the
crimes (e.g., the extent to which various costs and benefits are considered, how targets
are selected), the circumstances surrounding the crimes (e.g., the setting, the steps
leading up to the crime), the impact of the crimes on immediate victims and the larger
society, and how to control the crimes.
It is not possible to describe the rich findings that have emerged from such studies, but
it should be noted that such findings often challenge popular views. For example, many
individuals view homicide as a crime that typically involves the murder of a stranger in
a “cold-blooded” manner. In fact, most homicides occur between acquaintances, friends
and family members; they take place while participants are engaged in leisure activities,
most often on weekend nights; and they are precipitated by seemingly minor disputes
(Luckenbill 1977). To give another example, many people believe that street crimes like
homicide, aggravated assault, and burglary cause far more harm than corporate crimes.
Data, however, suggest that corporate crimes are common, the financial damage they
cause is far greater than that of street crimes, and they kill and injure more people than
street crimes (Reiman and Leighton 2010).
-

TO ACCESS ALL THE 30 PAGES OF THIS CHAPTER,
Visit: http://www.desware.net/DESWARE-SampleAllChapter.aspx

Bibliography
Agnew, R. (1999). “A General Strain Theory of Community Differences in Crime Rates.” Journal of
Research in Crime and Delinquency 36:123-155. [Applies general strain theory to the explanation of
community differences in crime.]
Agnew, R. (2003). “An Integrated Theory of the Adolescent Peak in Offending.” Youth and Society
34:263-299. [Draws on the leading crime theories to explain why adolescents have higher rates of
offending than children and adults.]

©Encyclopedia of Life Support Systems (EOLSS)

LAW - Criminology: An Overview - Robert Agnew

Agnew, R. (2005). Why Do Criminals Offend: A General Theory of Crime and Delinquency. New York:
Oxford University Press. [Presents an integrated theory of crime drawing on mainstream theories and
research.
Agnew, R. (2006). Pressured Into Crime: An Overview of General Strain Theory. New York: Oxford
University Press. [Provides an overview of general strain theory and the research on it.]
Agnew, R., and Brezina, T. (2012). Juvenile Delinquency: Causes and Control. New York: Oxford
University Press. [Presents an overview of the theory and research on juvenile delinquency, including the
nature and extent of delinquency, causes of delinquency, and efforts to control delinquency.]
Akers, R. L. (1992). “Linking Sociology and Its Specialties: The Case of Criminology.” Social Forces
71:1-16. [Discusses the relationship between criminology and the sociology programs in which the study
of crime often developed.]
Akers, R. L. (1998). Social Learning and Social Structure: A General Theory of Crime and Deviance.
Boston: Northeastern University Press. [An overview of social learning theory and the research on it.]

U
SA NE
M SC
PL O
E –
C EO
H
AP LS
TE S
R
S

Akers, R. L., and Sellers, C. S.. (2008). Criminological Theories. New York: Oxford University Press.
[An overview of the leading crime theories and the research on them]
Anderson, E. (1999). Code of the Street. New York: W. W. Norton. [An ethnographic study of the factors
producing violence in a poor, inner-city community; with a focus on values conducive to violence.]
Bandura, A. (1986). Social Foundations of Thought and Action: A Social Cognitive Theory. Englewood
Cliffs, NJ: Prentice Hall. [The classic statement of social cognitive theory, on which social learning
theories of crime are partly based.]

Barker, V. (2010). “Explaining the Great American Crime Decline.” Law & Social Inquiry 35:489-516.
[Reviews explanations for the dramatic crime drop in the United from the mid 1990s to 2010.]

Bernard, T. J., Snipes, J. B., and Gerould, A. L. (2009). Vold’s Theoretical Criminology. New York:
Oxford University Press. [A history and overview of the leading crime theories.]
Braga, A. A., Kennedy, D. M., Waring, E. J., and Piehl, A. M. (2001). “Problem-Oriented Policing,
Deterrence, and Youth Violence: An Evaluation of Boston’s Operation Ceasefire.” Journal of Research in
Crime and Delinquency 38:195-225. [Describes and evaluates a new method of policing, which focuses
police and community resources on known offenders in an effort to deter and reform them.]
Braithwaite, J. (1989). Crime, Shame, and Reintegration. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.
[Presents a revised version of labeling theory, one that focuses on reintegrative and disintegrative
shaming; provides a foundation for the restorative justice approach to crime control.]
Braithwaite, J. (2002). Restorative Justice and Responsive Regulation. New York: Oxford University
Press. [Provides an overview of restorative justice and the research on it.]
Britt, C. L., and Gottfredson, M. R. ( 2003). Control Theories of Crime and Delinquency, Advances in
Criminological Theory, Volume 12. New Brunswick, NJ: Transaction. [An edited volume focusing on
research related to control theory.]
Burgesss-Proctor, A. (2006). “Intersections of Race, Class, Gender, and Crime.” Feminist Criminology
1:27-47. [Argues that criminologists should consider the intersection of race, class, and gender when
studying the causes and control of crime.]
Chesney-Lind, M., and Shelden, R. G. (2004). Girls, Delinquency, and Juvenile Justice. Belmont, CA:
Wadsworth. [A text on the nature, causes, and control of girls’ delinquency.]
Clear, T. (2007). Imprisoning Communities: How Mass Incarceration Makes Disadvantaged
Neighborhoods Worse. New York: Oxford University Press. [Discusses the mostly negative effects of
high rates of incarceration on very poor communities in the United States.]

Cohen, L. E., and Felson, M. (1979). “Social Change and Crime Rate Trends: A Routine Activities
Approach.” American Sociological Review 44:588-608. [Describes the routine activities approach and
uses it to explain the increase in crime in the United States during the 1960s and 1970s.]
Colvin, M. (2000). Crime & Coercion. New York: St. Martin’s Press. [A major critical theory of crime,
focusing on how coercive control in several spheres of life increases crime.]

©Encyclopedia of Life Support Systems (EOLSS)

LAW - Criminology: An Overview - Robert Agnew

Chambliss, W. J., and Zatz, M. S.. (1993). Making Law. Bloomington, IN: Indiana University Press. [An
overview of the theories and research on the origins of criminal laws.]
Clarke, R. V. (2009). “Situational Crime Prevention: Theoretical Background.” Pp. 259-276 in Handbook
on Crime and Deviance, edited by M. D. Krohn, A. J. Lizotte, and G. P. Hall. New York: Springer.
[Describes the theory behind and the application of the situational crime prevention approach.]
Cornish, D., and Clarke, R. (1986). The Reasoning Criminal: Rational Choice Perspectives on Offending.
New York: Springer-Verlag. [Presents the rational choice approach to understanding the causes of crime.]
Currie, E. (1997). “Market, Crime, and Community.” Theoretical Criminology 1:147-172. [A critical
perspective on the causes of crime, focusing on the several ways that market economies such as that in the
United States promote crime.]
Cullen, F. T., and Jonson, C. L. (2011). “Rehabilitation and Treatment Programs.” Pp. 293-344 in Crime
and Public Policy, edited by J. Q. Wilson and J. Petersilia. New York: Oxford University Press. [Reviews
the research on the effectiveness of offender rehabilitation programs.]

U
SA NE
M SC
PL O
E –
C EO
H
AP LS
TE S
R
S

Cullen, F. T., and Jonson, C. L. (2012). Correctional Theory: Context and Consequences. Los Angeles:
Sage. [An excellent overview of the major strategies for controlling crime and the research on them,
including the strategies of deterrence, incapacitation, rehabilitation, prevention, and restorative justice.]
Cullen, F. T., and Agnew, R. (2011). Criminological Theory: Past to Present. Los Angeles: Roxbury. [An
overview of the leading theories of crime, with selections from the original works.]

Cullen, F. T., Wright, J. P., and Blevins, K. R. (2006). Taking Stock: The Status of Criminological
Theory. New Brunswick, New Jersey: Transaction. [Provides overviews of the status of the leading crime
theories, often written by the developers of the theories.]

Daly, K., and Chesney-Lind, M. (1988). “Feminism and Criminology.” Justice Quarterly 5:497-535. [A
classic article discussing the ways in which feminist perspectives can inform the study of crime.]

Doerner, W. G., and Lab, S. P. (2008). Victimology. Newark, New Jersey: LexisNexis. [One of several
texts on victimology, providing an overview of the research on crime victims.]

Farrington, D. (2005). Integrated Developmental & Life-Course Theories of Offending. New Brunswick,
New Jersey: Transaction. [Provides overviews of several theories designed to explain offending over the
life course.]
Farrington, D. P., and Welsh, B. C. (2007). Saving Children from a Life of Crime. Oxford, England:
Oxford University Press. [Reviews the best research on the causes of delinquency, then examines a range
of programs that have shown some effectiveness in addressing these causes.]
Felson, Marcus. 2002. Crime and Everyday Life. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage. [Describes the routine
activities perspective, which focuses on the characteristics of situations conducive to crime.]

Felson, M., and Clarke, R. V. (1998). Opportunity Makes the Thief: Practical Theory for Crime
Prevention. London: Home Office. [A guide for policy makers, with much advice on how to reduce the
likelihood that motivated offenders will encounter situations conducive to crime.]
Gabbidon, S. L. (2010). Criminological Perspectives on Race and Crime. New York: Routledge. [Draws
on the leading crime theories and other perspectives to better understand race/ethnic differences in crime
and the causes of crime in particular race/ethnic groups.]
Garland, D. (2001). The Culture of Control: Crime and Social Order in Contemporary Society. Chicago:
University of Chicago Press. [Discusses reasons for the increasingly punitive crime-control policies in the
United States and Britain in recent decades.]
Gottfredson, M., and Hirschi, T. (1990). A General Theory of Crime. Palo Alto, CA: Stanford University
Press. [Describes the nature, origins, and effect of low self-control on crime, with low self-control being
one of the leading causes of crime.]
Green, P., and Ward, T. (2004). State Crime: Governments, Violence and Corruption. London: Pluto
Press. [Focuses on a range of crimes and harmful acts committed by states.]
Greene, J. R. (2000). “Community Policing in America.” Pp. 299-370 in Policies, Processes, and
Decisions of the Criminal Justice System, Criminal Justice 2000, Volume 3, edited by J. Horney.
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Washington, DC: National Institute of Justice. [An overview and evaluation of community policing, a
relatively new approach to policing that attempt to strengthen ties between the police and community and
better involve community residents in crime-control efforts.]
Heimer, K., and De Coster, S. (1999). “The Gendering of Violent Delinquency.” Criminology 37:277317. [Presents a theory of gender differences in delinquency, as well as the causes of male versus female
delinquency.]
Hirschi, T. (1969). Causes of Delinquency. Berkeley, CA: University of California Press. [The classic
statement of social control theory, describes four major types of control and examines their effect on
crime]
Howell, J. C. (2003). Preventing and Reducing Juvenile Delinquency. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage.
[Presents a comprehensive approach for controlling delinquency, one that relies on the more effective use
of sanctions, rehabilitation, and prevention.]
Krohn, M. D., Lizotte, A. J., and Hall, G. P. (2009). Handbook on Crime and Deviance. New York:
Springer. [An edited text, provides overviews of the major crime theories and the research on crime.]

U
SA NE
M SC
PL O
E –
C EO
H
AP LS
TE S
R
S

Kubrin, C. E., Stucky, T. D., and Krohn, M. D. (2009). Researching Theories of Crime and Deviance.
New York: Oxford University Press. [Provides an overview of the major crime theories, efforts to test
such theories, and the results of such tests.]

LaFree, G. (1999). “A Summary and Review of Cross-National Comparative Studies of Homicide.” Pp.
125-145 in Homicide: A Sourcebook of Social Research, edited by M. D. Smith and M. A. Zahn.
Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage. [Reviews the cross-national research on homicide, pointing to those factors
that best explain societal differences in homicide rates.]
Lanier, M. M., and Henry, S. (2004). Essential Criminology. Boulder, CO: Westview. [Provides an
overview of the leading crime theories, and is especially noteworthy for its coverage of critical theories.]
Lipsey, M. W., and Cullen, F. T. (2007) “The Effectiveness of Correctional Rehabilitation: A Review of
Systematic Reviews.” Annual Review of Law and Social Sciences 3:297-320. [A review of the reviews on
the effectiveness of offender rehabilitation programs.]
Lipsey, M. W., Howell, J. C., Kelly, M. R., Chapman, G., and Carver, D. (2010). Improving the
Effectiveness of Juvenile Justice Programs. Washington, D.C.: Center for Juvenile Justice Reform,
Georgetown University. Available at http://cjjr.georgetown.edu [Reviews the research on the
effectiveness of juvenile justice programs, particularly rehabilitation programs, identifies the
characteristics of the most effective programs, and provides practical advice for reforming programs.]

Luckenbill, D. (1977). “Criminal Homicide as a Situated Transaction.” Social Problems 25:176-186.
[Study of the circumstances surrounding and the steps leading up to homicide.]

Lynch, J. P., and W. A. Pridemore. (2011). “Crime in International Perspective.” Pp. 5-52 in Crime and
Public Policy, edited by J. Q. Wilson and J. Petersilia. New York: Oxford University Press. [Overview of
cross-national differences in crime and punishment, as well as data sources in the area and their
advantages and disadvantages.]
Lynch, M. J., and Michalowski, R. (2006). Primer in Radical Criminology: Critical Perspectives on
Crime, Power and Identity. Monsey, New York: Criminal Justice Press. {Provides an overview of critical
theories of crime and related research.]
Matsueda, R. L. (1992). “Reflected Appraisals, Parental Labeling, and Delinquency: Specifying a
Symbolic Interactionist Theory.” American Journal of Sociology 97:1577-1611. [Presents a revision and
test of labeling theory, with a focus on informal labeling.]

McLaughlin, E., and Newburn, T. (2010). The Sage Handbook of Criminological Theory. Los Angeles:
Sage. [Provides overviews of the major crime theories.]
Merton, R. K. (1938). “Social Structure and Anomie.” American Sociological Review 3:672-682. [The
classic statement of anomie and strain theories of crime.]
Meier, R. F., and Geis, G. (2006). Criminal Justice and Moral Issues. New York: Oxford University
Press. [Provides overviews of several major types of crime.]

©Encyclopedia of Life Support Systems (EOLSS)

LAW - Criminology: An Overview - Robert Agnew

Messner, S. (2003). “Understanding Cross-National Variation in Criminal Violence.” Pp. 701-716 in
International Handbook of Violence Research, edited by W. Heitmeyer and J. Hagan. New York: Kluwer
Academic. [Reviews the research on the causes of cross-national differences in homicide.]
Messner, S. F., and Rosenfeld, R. (2007). Crime and the American Dream. Belmont, CA: Wadsworth.
[Extends Merton’s anomie theory, explaining societal differences in crime in terms of the cultural
emphasis on the unrestrained pursuit of money and the dominance of economic institutions.]
Miethe, T. D., McCorkle, R. C., and Listwan, S. J. (2006). Crime Profiles. New York: Oxford. [Provides
overviews of the different types of crime.]
Miller, J. M. (2009). 21st Century Criminology: A Reference Handbook. Los Angeles: Sage. [An
overview of a range of topics related to crime, including crime theories and efforts to control crime.]
Miller, J., and Mullins, C. W. (2006). “Taking Stock: The Status of Feminist Theories in Criminology.”
Pp. 217-250 in Taking Stock: The Status of Criminological Theory, Advances in Criminological Theory,
edited by Francis T. Cullen, John Wright, and Michele Coleman. New Brunswick, NJ: Transaction. [An
overview of feminist theories of crime, with a focus on recent work.]
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Mitchell, O. (2005). “A Meta-Analysis of Race and Sentencing Research: Explaining the
Inconsistencies.” Journal of Quantitative Criminology 21:439-466. [Reviews research on racial
discrimination in sentencing.]
Moffitt, T. E. (1993). “Adolescence-Limited and Life-Course Persistent Antisocial Behavior: A
Developmental Taxonomy.” Psychological Review 100:674-701. [Classifies offenders into two types and
argues that the causes of each type differ.]
Moffitt, T. E.. (2006). “A Review of Research on the Taxonomy of Life-Course Persistent Versus
Adolescent-Limited Antisocial Behavior.” Pp. 277-312 in Taking Stock: The Status of Criminological
Theory, edited by F. T. Cullen, J. P. Wright, and K. R. Blevins. New Brunswick, New Jersey:
Transaction. [Describes two major types of criminal offenders and the factors that cause each type of
offending.]
Moffitt, Terrie E., Avshalom Caspi, Michael Rutter, and Phil A. Silva. 2001. Sex Differences in Antisocial
Behavior. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. [Explains sex differences in offending in terms of
bio-psychological and social factors.]

Moffitt, T. E., Ross, S., and Raine, A. (2011). “Crime and Biology.” Pp. 53-87 in Crime and Public
Policy, edited by J. Q. Wilson and J. Petersilia. New York: Oxford University Press. [A review of recent
biological and bio-psychological research on the causes of crime.]

Mosher, C. J., Miether, T. D., and Hart, T. C. (2011). The Mismeasure of Crime. Los Angeles: Sage.
[Describes the major methods of measuring crime, along with their advantages and disadvantages.]
Nagin, D. S., Cullen, F. T., and Jonson, L. J. (2009). “Imprisonment and Reoffending.” Crime & Justice
38:115-200. [A systematic review of the research on the effect of imprisonment on reoffending.]

Passas, N., and Goodwin, N. (2004). It’s Legal but It Ain’t Right: Harmful Social Consequences of Legal
Industries. Ann Arbor, MI: University of Michigan Press. [Examines a number of corporate practices that
cause great harm, but are legal.]
Patterson, G. R., Reid, J. B., and Dishion, T. J. (1992). Antisocial Boys. Eugene, OR: Castalia. [A social
learning theory of antisocial behavior.]
Petersilia, J. (2011). “Community Corrections: Probation, Parole, and Prisoner Reentry.” Pp. 499-531 in
in Crime and Public Police, edited by J. Q. Wilson and J. Petersilia. New York: Oxford University Press.
{An overview of probation, parole, and other community correctional programs, with suggestions to
increase their effectiveness.]
Piquero, A. R., and Tibbetts, S.G. (2002). Rational Choice and Criminal Behavior. New York:
Routledge. [An overview of the rational choice perspective on crime and examples of research using the
perspective.]

Pratt, T. C., and Cullen, F. T. (2000). “The Empirical Status of Gottfredson and Hirschi’s General Theory
of Crime: A Meta-Analysis.” Criminology 38:931-964. [A review of the research examining the effect of
low self-control on crime.]
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Pratt, T. C., and Cullen, F. T. (2005). “Assessing Macro-Level Predictors and Theories of Crime: A MetaAnalysis.” Crime & Justice 32:373-450. [Reviews the evidence on the major theories and predictors of
community/societal crime rates.]
Pratt, T. C., Cullen, F. T., Blvins, K. R., Daigle, L. E., and Madensen, T. D. (2006). “The Empirical
Status of Deterrence Theory: A Meta-Analysis.” Pp. 367-395 in Taking Stock: The Status of
Criminological Theory, edited by F. T. Cullen, J. P. Wright, and K. R. Blevins. New Brunswick, New
Jersey: Transaction. [Reviews the research on deterrence theory.]
Quinney, R. (1974). Critique of Legal Order: Crime Control in Capitalist Society. Boston: Little, Brown.
[Presents a Marxist theory of crime.]
Reiman, J., and Leighton, P. (2010). The Rich Get Richer and the Poor Get Prison. Boston: Allyn &
Bacon. [Reviews class and other bias in the criminal justice system; makes the point that corporations
commit many acts that are far more harmful than street crimes, but these acts are not defined as crimes or
severely sanctioned.]
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Sampson, Robert J. 2011. “The Community.” Pp. 210-236 in Crime and Public Police, edited by J. Q.
Wilson and J. Petersilia. New York: Oxford University Press. [Examines those community characteristics
that increase crime and provides recommendations for reducing crime at the community level.]
Sampson, R. J., and Laub, J. H.. (1993). Crime in the Making. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press.
[Draws on social control theory to explain offending over the life course.]
Sampson, R. J., Morenoff, J. D., and Raudenbush, S. (2005). “Social Anatomy of Racial and Ethnic
Disparities in Violence.” American Journal of Public Health 95:224-232. [Explains race and ethnic
differences in violence in terms of community characteristics.]
Shaffer, K., Hartman, D., Johnson, J. L., Listwan, S., Howell, T., and Latessa, E. J. (2011). “Outcomes
Among Drug Court Participants: Does Drug of Choice Matter.” International Journal of Offender
Therapy and Comparative Criminology 55: 155-174. [Research on drug courts and their effectiveness.]

Shaw, C. R., and McKay, H. D. (1942). Juvenile Delinquency and Urban Areas. Chicago: University of
Chicago Press. [Explains community crimes rates in terms of social disorganization and other theories.]
Sherman, L. W. (1993). “Defiance, Deterrence, and Irrelevance: A Theory of the Criminal Sanction.”
Journal of Research in Crime and Delinquency 30:445-473. [Argues that the harsh reaction to offenders
by criminal justice personnel can increase the likelihood of further crime.]
Sherman, L. W. (2011). “Democratic Policing on the Evidence.” Pp. 589-618 in Crime and Public Policy,
edited by J. Q. Wilson and J. Petersilia. New YorK; Oxford University Press. [An overview of recent
policing research, including focused police crackdowns and community policing.]
Sherman, L. W., and Strang, H. (2007). Restorative Justice: The Evidence. London: The Smith Institute.
[Reviews research on the effectiveness of restorative justice.]

Stemen, D. (2007). Reconsidering Incarceration: New Directions for Reducing Crime. New York: Vera
Institute of Justice. [Reviews the research on the effect of incarceration on crime rates.]
Stylianou, S. (2003). “Measuring Crime Seriousness Perceptions: What Have We Learned and What Do
We Want to Know.” Journal of Criminal Justice 31:37-56. [A review of the research on how individuals
and groups rank the seriousness of various crimes.]
Sutherland, E. H. (1947). Principles of Criminology. Philadelphia: J. B. Lippincott. [Describes differential
association theory, which argues that people learn to engage in crime from others.]
Taylor, I., Walton, P., and Young, J. (1973). The New Criminology. New York: Harper and Row. [A
classic text; critiques “mainstream” theories of crime and lays the foundation for “critical” or conflict
theories of crime.]
Thio, A. (2009). Deviant Behavior. New York: Allyn and Bacon. [An overview of the major types of
crime and deviance.]
Thornberry, T. P., and Krohn, M. D..( 2000). “The Self-Reporting Method for Measuring Delinquency
and Crime.” Pp. 33-83 in Measure and Analysis of Crime and Justice, Criminal Justice 2000, Volume 4,
edited by David Duffee. Washington, DC: National Institute of Justice. [An examination of the self-report
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method of measuring crime, including its advantages and potential disadvantages.]
Tonry, M. (2008). “Learning from the Limitations of Deterrence Research.” Crime & Justice 37:279-308.
[Reviews the research on deterring crime.]
Tonry, M., and Doob, A. D. (2004). Youth Crime and Youth Justice: Comparative and Cross-National
Perspectives, Crime & Justice: An Annual Review of Research, Volume 31. Chicago: University of
Chicago Press. [An analysis of youth crime and the response to it in different countries.]
Tonry, M., and Farrington, D. P. (2005). Crime and Punishment in Western Countries, 1980-1999, Crime
& Justice: An Annual Review of Research, Volume 33. Chicago: University of Chicago Press. [An
examination of crime and criminal justice systems in different countries.]
Van Wilsem, J. (2004). “Criminal Victimization in Cross-National Perspective.” European Journal of
Criminology 1:89-109. [Use the International Crime Victims Survey to examine rates of crime across 27
countries and factors influencing variation in such rates.]
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Vaughn, M. S., Del Carmen, R. V., Perfecto, M., and Charand, K. X. (2004). “Journals in Criminal
Justice and Criminology: An Updated and Expanded Guide for Authors.” Journal of Criminal Justice
Education 15:61-192. [An overview of journals in criminology.]

Western, B. (2006). Punishment and Inequality in America. New York: Russell Sage Foundation.
[Describes the negative effects of punitive crime control efforts in the United States, particularly on
African Americans.]
Zahn, M. A. (2009). The Delinquent Girl. Philadelphia: Temple University Press. [Reviews research on
the extent, nature, causes, and control of female delinquency.]
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