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Crime is all around us, or so most of us think. Crimes vary in their type, seriousness, and victims. Youth gangs are one of the most persistent realities of life in America today. Back in the 1950s and early 1960s, youth gangs busied themselves with the likes of stealing hubcaps from cars and hanging out on street corners. At that time, youth gangs even took on a certain romanticism. Today, youth gangs provide a fertile training ground for more serious crimes, and many adult criminals and mob figures start out in youth gangs.


The impression that youth as well as adult crime is all around us is complicated somewhat by how crime records are collected and kept in our society.


Some crimes get reported and become a part of official statistics, and some do not. The keeping of official crime records is subject to sociological influences, as we shall see in this chapter.


Whether a person’s crime goes on record is to a large extent a matter of sociological forces such as institutional practices, race, ethnicity, social class, and age.


Certain crimes, such as assault and robbery, are more likely to go on record if the person committing them is a person of color, poor or working-class, male, or young. These serious crimes are less likely to get prosecuted and get on record if the person committing them is White, middle-class, and dressed in a suit and tie. If the crime in question is embezzlement, income tax fraud, or insider trading—so-called elite crimes— then the person committing it is more likely to be White, middle-class, and male, and is somewhat less likely to get reported in any official records.


If you are Black or Hispanic and driving at night on an interstate highway in a fancy, late-model car with two or three other Black or Hispanic persons, either male or female, then you stand a roughly eight-in-ten chance of being stopped, questioned, and detained by the police. It does not matter if you are employed in a good job, or are a diligent student, or have committed no crime,
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and you were simply minding your own business and trying to get home to bed. In a practice called racial profiling, the state police may stop and detain you solely on the basis of the color of your skin. They guess that because you are a person of color, the chances are moderately high that you may be up to no good—although, as we shall see, this guess is erroneous.


The police officer who practices racial profiling is probably


not acting out of personal racial prejudice. He or she is acting on an institutionalized procedure, a procedure that has become part of the social structure. Racial profiling is less an act of a racially prejudiced person and more a result of practices and structures within the criminal justice system.


Thus, even racial profiling demonstrates a sociological lesson iterated throughout this book: Acts by humans are often the product of social structure, not just the product of individual personalities.


We will see in this chapter how crime and the criminal justice system in the United States is structured. We will see that crime is not simply a series of random acts, but is patterned and highly predictable. Finally, we will see the role of race, social class, and gender, as well as age, in the occurrence of crime and in the recording and dispensation of crime statistics in this society. •••
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others are defined as good. The nightly reporting of crime on television is a demonstration of this sociological function of crime. Conflict theory suggests that disadvantaged groups are more likely to become criminals than those who are privileged. It also sees the well-to-do as better able to hide their crimes and to be less likely to be punished. The symbolic interactionist perspective helps us understand how people learn to become criminals and how being labeled a criminal or ex-criminal can increase the probability that the person will engage in criminal behavior. Each perspective traces criminal behavior to social conditions rather than only to the intrinsic tendencies or personalities of individuals.


Types of Crime


A variety of types of crime exists in our society. Most of us are accustomed to regarding violent crimes as the only real category of crime, but other examples are elite and white-collar crimes such as embezzlement and “victimless” crimes such as gambling. First we address the matter of measuring crime.


Crime and Deviance


We studied deviant behavior in Chapter 7. Crime is a type of deviant behavior, but not all deviant behavior would be called crime. Specifically, crime is a type of deviant behavior that violates specific criminal laws.


Deviance becomes crime when it is designated by the institutions of society as violating such a law or laws.


Deviance is behavior that is recognized as violating rules and norms of society. If those rules are formal laws, the deviant behavior would be called crime.


Criminology is the study of crime from a scientific perspective. Criminologists include social scientists such as sociologists who stress the societal causes of crime, psychologists who stress the personality-based causes of crime, and political scientists who view crime as being both caused and regulated by the powerful institutions in society.


Theoretical perspectives on deviance reviewed earlier (in Chapter 7) contribute to our understanding of crime (see Table 8.1). According to the functionalist perspective, crime, like other forms of deviance, may be necessary to hold society together—a profound hypothesis.


By singling out criminals as socially deviant,


Table 8.1


Sociological Theories of Crime


Functionalist Theory Conflict Theory Symbolic Interaction Theory


Societies require a certain level of The lower the social class, the more Crime is behavior that is learned crime in order to clarify norms. the individual is forced into criminality. through social interaction.


Crime results from social structural Inequalities in society by race, class, Labeling criminals tends to reinforce strains within society. gender and other forces tend to rather than deter crime.


produce criminal activity.


Crime may be functional to Reducing social inequalities in society Institutions with power to label, society, thus difficult to eradicate. will reduce crime. such as prisons, actually produce rather than lessen crime.


Measuring Crime: How Much Is There?


Is crime increasing in America? One would certainly think so from watching the media. Images of violent crime abound and give the impression that crime is a constant threat and that it is on the rise. Data on crime actually show that violent crime peaked in 1990, but actually decreased through the 1990s and began to level off before 2000 (see Figure 8.1). Assault and robbery, in particular, decreased quite significantly through the 1990s. Murder and rape have remained more constant, although these too show some decline since the 1990s.


Data about crime come from the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI), based on reports from police departments across the nation. The data are distributed annually in the Uniform Crime Reports. Data in the Uniform Crime Reports are the basis for official reports about the extent of crime and its rise and fall over time. These data show that, while media reporting of crime has remained high, the officially reported rate of crime has decreased.


A second major source of crime data are the National Crime Victimization Surveys published by the Bureau of Justice Statistics in the Department of Justice.


These data are based on surveys in which national samples of people are periodically asked if they have been the victim of one or more criminal acts. These surveys also show that violent crime, including rape, assault, robbery and murder, have declined by 15 percent since the 1990s.


Both of these sources of data—the Uniform Crime Reports and the National Crime Victimization Surveys —are subject to the problem of underreporting.


About half to two-thirds of all crimes may not be reported to the police, meaning that much crime never shows up in the official statistics. Certain serious crimes, such as rape, are significantly underreported. Victims may be too upset to report a rape to the police or they may believe that the police will not believe a rape has occurred. Equally significant, the victim may not want to undergo the continued emotional stress of an investigation and trial.


Recall from Chapter 7 that certain kinds of noncriminal deviance, such as suicide, are also underreported (especially by upper-income families) because of embarrassment to the deceased person’s family. This is one reason crime statistics, and the statistics on deviant behavior such as suicide, may underestimate the true extent of the crime or deviance in question.


Another problem arises in the attempt to measure crime by means of official statistics. The FBI’s Uniform Crime Reports stresses what it calls index crimes, which includes the violent crimes of murder, manslaughter, rape, robbery, and aggravated assault, plus property crimes of burglary, larceny-theft, and motor vehicle theft. These crimes are committed mostly by individuals who are disproportionately minority and poor people.


Statistics based on these offenses do not reflect the crimes that tend to be committed by middle-class and upper-class persons, such as tax violations, insider trading, embezzlement, and other so-called elite crimes.


Therefore, the index crimes give a biased picture of crime. The official statistics provide a relatively inflated picture for index crimes but an underreported picture of elite crimes. A final result is, unfortunately, that the public is led to see the stereotyped “criminal” as a lowerclass person, most likely African American or Latino, instead of as a middle- or upper-class White person who has committed tax fraud. The official statistics give biased support to the stereotype. This in turn perpetuates the public belief that the “typical” criminal is lower class and minority instead of upper class and nonminority.


Criminals, however, can be either.


THINKING SOCIOLOGICALLY


Most people have engaged at least once in their lifetime in some relatively petty crime, but crime nonetheless.


Have you ever engaged in a minor bit of shoplifting?


Have you ever secretly made an obscene phone call? Have you ever stolen anything from school, even a book or supplies? Has anyone you know committed any such crime, even once? Think about how such acts are not reflected in official crime statistics, and consider how these statistics might look if crimes like these were always accurately reported to the police.


Types of Crime ••• 193


Figure 8.1 Violent Crime in the United States


Source: Federal Bureau of Investigation. 2002. Uniform Crime Reports. Washington, DC: U.S. Department of Justice.


Youth Gangs and Crime


American cities have always been a breeding ground for youth gangs. Youth gangs often engage in criminal activities, which to a great extent serve as training for the youth to engage in more crime as adults, thus developing a career of crime. Youth criminals of past years often grow up to participate in organized crime of the present.


An especially notorious youth gang of the 1960s and 1970s in Chicago was called the Blackstone Rangers.


As teenagers they engaged in relatively petty street crimes and street fights, but more recently have evolved into the large and well-organized El Rukans gang of organized crime, whose leaders rule the streets from behind the walls of prison. The youth gangs of the 1950s, often romanticized in movies, have graduated to the automatic weapons-carrying posses of today’s urban environments. Today’s youth gangs do not steal hubcaps and soap their neighbors’ windows but, in contrast, are more likely to be profit-oriented and to engage in serious crimes such as burglaries, robberies, drug dealing, and other offenses usually associated with hardened adult criminals. Such is the case with the notorious


Bloods and Crips gangs of Los Angeles, gangs that are characterized by an elaborate hierarchical organizational structure, now spread to other cities far beyond just Los Angeles (Jackson 2002; Harris 1998).


The study of urban youth gangs has been of consistent interest to sociologists since the 1920s, when Frederick M. Thrasher published his book called simply The Gang (1927). Martin Sanchez Jankowski (1991), consistent with Thrasher and others (Harris 1998; Sanders 1994), notes that urban youth gangs are a relatively small group of young adults who create family-like bonds and hang around together to engage in criminal acts and to protect their “turf,” or territory. It is common for the gang member to think of her or his immediate subdivision of the gang as a family. Often new members of such gangs must undergo an initiation ritual, which may involve engaging in a serious fight with one or more gang members or committing some criminal act to demonstrate loyalty to the gang. This act can involve anything from petty theft to assault with a gun and may even involve murder.


Crime committed by youths is usually termed delinquency. One problem in studying juvenile delinquency is that different rules are used for offenses committed by juveniles and different rules are used by different courts. Furthermore, juvenile offenders are placed in vague crime categories such as vagrancy, sexual promiscuity, truancy, and incorrigibility.


One reason these vague categories are used is that juvenile court judges are expected to be flexible in judging youths and thus divert them from a life of crime, and the vagueness of the categories is intended to assist this process. Unfortunately, this vagueness has produced unequal treatment of juveniles depending on their environmental circumstances, social class, race–ethnicity, and gender. For example, being Black or Hispanic and being of lower class status increase a young person’s odds of being arrested, whether or not the person has engaged in delinquency (Bond-Maupin et al. 2002; Brownfield et al. 2001).


Likewise, probation and parole officers are likely to describe juvenile delinquent girls in sexualized ways, particularly when the girl is a Latina (Leisenring 2002).


Personal and Property Crime


The Uniform Crime Reports are subject to the same biases in official statistics mentioned earlier, but they are the major source of information on patterns of crime and arrest, with crimes classified into four categories.


Personal crimes are violent or nonviolent crimes directed against people. Included in this category are murder, aggravated assault, forcible rape, and robbery. As we saw in Figure 8.1, assault is the most frequently reported personal crime. As already noted, the rate of violent crime has been declining somewhat in recent years.


Property crimes involve theft or change of property, without threat of bodily harm. These include burglary (breaking and entering), larceny (the unlawful taking of property, but without unlawful entry), auto theft, and arson. Property crimes are the most frequent criminal infractions.


Victimless crimes violate laws but are not listed in the FBI’s serious crime index. These include the illicit activities of gambling, illegal drug use, and prostitution,
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Girls’ gangs, like boys’, use symbols like common dress and other behavioral mannerisms to signal their affiliated identity.


in which there is no complainant. Enforcement of these crimes is typically not as rigorous as the enforcement of crimes against persons or property, although periodic crackdowns occur, such as the current trend toward mandatory sentencing for drug violations.


Hate crimes refer to assaults and other malicious acts (including crimes against property) motivated by various forms of bias, including but not limited to those based on race, religion, sexual orientation, ethnic or national origin, or disability. The brutal killing of Matthew Shepard in 1998 is an example of a hate crime.


Shepard was gay and a student at the University of Wyoming when he was tied to a fence post, tortured, and murdered by two men who espoused hatred toward homosexuals. The number of hate crimes that are reported has increased in recent years, particularly verbal and physical assaults against gays and lesbians. Gays and lesbians of color are particularly susceptible to such assaults. Presently, most states have enacted laws specifically directed against hate crimes as a particular category of crime (Jenness and Broad 2002).


Elite and White-Collar Crime


Sociologists use the term white-collar or elite crime to refer to criminal activities by persons of high social status who commit their crimes in the context of their occupation (Sutherland and Cressey 1978). White-collar crime includes embezzlement (stealing funds from one’s employer), involvement in illegal stock manipulations (insider trading), and a variety of violations of income tax law, including tax evasion. Also included are manipulations of accounting practices to make one’s company appear more wealthy, thus artificially increasing the value of the company’s stock. These crimes are discussed later in the section on corporate crime.


White-collar crime has traditionally generated less concern in the public mind than street crime. In terms of total dollars, however, white-collar crime is far more consequential for society than street crimes. Scandals involving prominent white-collar criminals come to the public eye occasionally, such as the insider stock sale and subsequent cover-up by media personality Martha Stewart in 2002, for which she was sentenced to five months in prison in 2004. Nonetheless, white-collar crime is generally the least investigated and least prosecuted form of criminal activity.


Some would argue, for example, that tobacco executives are guilty of crimes, given the known causal relationship between smoking and lung disease. From a sociological point of view, one interesting question that stems from studies of crime and deviant behavior is how those who engage in it “normalize” their behavior.


(We discussed the “normalization” of deviant behavior in Chapter 6 in connection with the two NASA space shuttle disasters.) Most tobacco executives likely believe they are doing nothing wrong. Rather, they are likely to believe they are pursuing good business practices, even though that particular business may have serious consequences for public health and safety. From the perspective of conflict theory, sociologists argue that class bias lies at the heart of what is perceived as criminal
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and continues to decrease nationally through the present. For example, both robbery and physical assaults have declined dramatically since 1990 (see Figure 8.1). Yet according to one source (Best 1999), the media have consistently given a picture that violent crime has increased during this same period, and furthermore, that the violence is completely unpatterned and random.


No doubt there are occasions when victims are indeed picked at random.


But the statistical rule of randomness could not possibly explain what has come to be called random violence, a vision of patternless chaos that is advanced by the media. If randomness truly ruled, then each of us would have an equal chance of being a victim— and of being a criminal. This is assuredly not the case. As Best notes, the notion of random violence, and the notion that it is increasing, ignores virtually everything that criminologists, psychologists, sociologists, and extensive research studies know about crime: It is highly patterned and significantly predictable, beyond sheer chance, by taking into account the social structure, social class, location, race–ethnicity, gender, labeling, age, and other such variables and forces in society that affect both criminal and victim. The broad picture then is clearly not conveyed constantly in the media: Criminal violence is not increasing, but decreasing; and it is not random, but highly patterened and even predictable. •••


The media routinely drive home two points to the consumer: First, that violent crime is always high and may be increasing over time; and second, that there is much random violence constantly around us. The media bombard us with stories of “wilding,” in which bands of youths kill random victims.


Many of us think “road rage” is extensive and completely random. Most of us are now aware of violence in some high schools, where students armed with automatic weapons kill their fellow students. The media vividly and routinely report such occurrences as pointless, random, and probably increasing.


The evidence shows that violent crime in the United States, while it increased during the 1970s and 1980s, nonetheless began to decrease in 1990


A SOCIOLOGICAL EYE ON THE MEDIA


Images of Violent Crime


behavior. Thus, such elite crime is associated with upperclass activity and is less likely to be perceived by the criminal justice system as well as the public as “crime.”


Organized Crime and Corporate Crime


The structure of crime and criminal activity in the United States often takes on an organized, almost institutional character. This is crime in the form of mob activity and racketeering and is called organized crime. Also, there are crimes committed by bureaucracies, known as corporate crime. Both types of crimes are so highly organized, complex, and sophisticated that they take on the nature of social institutions.


Organized Crime


Organized crime is crime committed by organized groups, typically involving the provision of illegal goods and services to others. Organized crime syndicates are often stereotyped as the Mafia, but it can refer to any group that exercises control over large illegal enterprises, such as the drug trade, illegal gambling, prostitution, weapons smuggling, or money laundering.


Racial or ethnic ties, as well as family and kinship ties, are the basis for membership, with different groups dominating and replacing each other in different criminal industries. A key concept in sociological studies of organized crime is that these industries are organized in the same kind of hierarchy as legitimate businesses.


There are likely to be senior partners who control the profits of the business, workers who manage and provide the labor for the business, and clients who buy the services that organized crime offers. In-depth studies of this underworld are difficult, owing to its secretive nature, although some sociologists have penetrated underworld networks and provided fascinating accounts of how these crime worlds are organized (Block and Scar-


DEBUNKING SOCIETY’S MYTHS


Myth: The only real crimes are offenses such as robbery, assault, murder, and the like.


Sociological perspective: Many other types of activities are true crimes; they are in violation of the law. Examples of what people do not always consider to be crimes are “elite” crimes such as income tax evasion, insider trading, embezzlement, and faulty business accounting practices.


Such crimes, somewhat more frequent among those in professional occupations, are prosecuted less often and less aggressively than crimes of the “street” among those of relatively lower social class position.


pitti 1993; Carter 1999). Movies such as The Godfather


and Goodfellas, as well as the popular TV series The Sopranos, have glamorized organized crime.


The dons, or godfathers, that head crime organizations often lead relatively quiet lives in the suburbs and are good family men who attend religious services and spend time with their children. Women traditionally have been excluded from meaningful leadership roles in organized crime. Organized crime is distinguished from other kinds of crime by its rigid hierarchy of godfathers, bosses, captains, underlings, hit men, and the like. The financial success of organized crime depends upon monopolistic control of prostitution and drug dealing; infiltration of legitimate business monopolies, such as waste and garbage removal; and dependence upon torture and murder for enforcement. Racketeering,


the extortion of money from legitimate small and large businesses on a regular basis, is another widespread and well-organized undertaking. Extortion is accomplished by forcing businesspeople to buy “protection” for their businesses or insisting that they purchase products that they do not want or need (Scarpitti et al. 1997; Carter 1999).


Corporate Crime and Deviance: Doing Well, Doing Time


Corporations—even entire governments—may engage in crime and this behavior can be very costly to society.


Sociologists estimate that the costs of corporate crime may be as high as $200 billion every year, dwarfing the take from street crime at roughly $15 billion, which most people imagine to be the bulk of criminal activity.


Tax cheaters in business alone probably skim $50 billion a year from the Internal Revenue Service (IRS), three times the value of street crime. Taken as a whole, the cost of corporate crime is almost 6000 times the amount taken in bank robberies in a given year and eleven times the total amount for all theft in a year (Reiman 2002)!


Corporate crime and deviance is wrongdoing that occurs within the context of a formal organization or bureaucracy and is actually sanctioned by the norms and operating principles of the organization. This can occur within any kind of organization—corporate, educational, governmental, or religious. The recent scandals involving sexual assault of youths by Catholic priests, and the attempted cover-ups by assigning offending priests to parishes in different towns or states, constitute examples of organizational crimes. Such practices often become institutionalized in the routine procedures of the organization. Individuals within the organization may actually participate in the criminal behavior with little awareness that their behavior is illegitimate.


In fact, their actions are likely defined as in the best
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interests of the organization—business as usual. New members who enter the organization learn to comply with the organizational expectations or leave.


In the 1980s, Beech Nut baby foods proudly claimed that their “nutritionists prepare fresh-tasting vegetables, meats, dinner, fruits, cereals, and juices without artificial flavoring.” Not only was there no artificial flavoring in the company’s apple juice, but there also were no apples either. Beech Nut was selling sugar water colored brown to resemble apple juice (Ermann and Lundman 1992). No one ordered plant operators to make fake juice. Instead, the owners insisted that the plant make a stronger return on its investment by cutting corners and the pursuit of higher profits resulted in corporate or bureaucratic crime. Most of the people in the production line probably never knew what was happening.


Sociological studies of corporate crime and deviance show that this form of activity is embedded in the ongoing and routine activities of organizations (Punch 1996; Lee and Ermann 1999). They represent cases of what in Chapter 6 was called normalization of deviance. Instead of conceptualizing organizational deviance as the behavior of bad individuals, sociologists see it as the result of people in organizations following rules and making decisions in more ordinary ways.


A case in point was the stock trading and accounting practices of Enron Corporation of Houston, Texas. These deviant practices led to the downfall of that organization early in 2002.


In the summer of 2001, company executives who found company profits and thus their own personal company stock holdings declining in value, quickly sold off their own stock and pocketed the resulting money before the stocks declined further in value.


At the same time, they forbid their own rank-and-file employees from selling their own company stock. The stock held by these unfortunate employees declined to almost nothing over the next several months, thus wiping out the retirement accounts, or “nest eggs,” of hundreds of Enron employees.


Furthermore, the Enron executives enlisted their own accounting firm, the nationally known firm of Arthur Andersen, to cover up these practices and “cook the books” to conceal the illegal stock transactions. As of this date, the person who initially uncovered these criminal practices, former Enron Vice President Sherron Watkins, has been labeled a “whistle-blower” and has found it difficult to find another job. She has argued that such corporate crimes are so institutionalized within today’s organizations that there are sure to be other “Enrons” in the near future (Solomon 2004).


Another example of corporate and accounting malfeasance involved the WorldCom Corporation, a telecommunications company of worldwide repute. The company engaged in a multimillion dollar accounting fraud that disguised mounting losses from early in the year 2000 through the summer of 2002. By incorrectly reporting its operating expenses as though they were capital gains—a type of “cooking the books,” or illegal accounting—the company was able to inflate the value of its own stock even though its own finances were rapidly deteriorating. Two former executives of WorldCom, Chief Financial Officer Scott D. Sullivan and Controller David F. Myers, were arrested by the FBI as federal prosecutors presented a point-by-point enumeration of the inner workings of the company’s accounting manipulations.


Improper inflation put WorldCom’s earnings at more than $6.8 billion. Upon the arrest of Sullivan and Myers, the United States Attorney General proclaimed: “Corporate executives who cheat investors, steal earnings and squander pensions will meet the judgment they fear and the punishment they deserve” (Eichenwald 2002; Costello 2004).
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Above, Andrew S. (“Fast Andy”) Fastow, former chief financial officer of the Enron Corporation, is being taken to court by FBI agents. David F. Myers, top right, former WorldCom controller, and Scott D. Sullivan, lower right, its former chief financial officer, being arrested by FBI agents for their role in falsely inflating corporate earnings by means of fraudulent corporate accounting.
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Race, Class, Gender, and Crime


Arrest data show a clear pattern of differential arrest concerning race, gender, and class. To sociologists, the central question posed by such data is whether this reflects real differences in the extent of crime among different groups or differential treatment by the criminal justice system. The answer is both (D’Alissio and Stolzenberg 2003).


Certain groups are more likely than others to commit crime given that crime is distinctively linked to patterns of inequality in society. Unemployment, for example, is one correlate of crime, as is poverty. In a direct test of the association between inequality and crime, sociologist Ramiro Martinez Jr. (2002, 1996) explored the connection between rates of violence in Latino communities and the degree of inequality in 111 U.S. cities.


His research shows a clear link between the likelihood of lethal violence and the socioeconomic conditions for Latinos in these different cities.


Sociologists use the analysis of socioeconomic conditions to explain the commission of crime, but they also make the important point that prosecution by the criminal justice system is significantly related to patterns of race, gender, and class inequality. We see this in the bias of official arrest statistics, treatment by the police, patterns of sentencing, and studies of imprisonment.


Race, Class, and Crime


One of the most important areas of sociological research on crime is the relationship between crimes committed and social class and race. Arrest statistics show a strong correlation between social class and crime, with the poor more likely than others to be arrested. Does this mean that the poor commit more crimes? To some extent, yes. Sociologists have demonstrated that a strong relationship exists between crime and the social factors of unemployment and poverty.


(Scarpitti et al. 1997; Hagan 1993; Britt 1994; Smith et al.


1992). The reason is simple: Those who are economically deprived will often—though not always— see no alternative to crime.


Moreover, the police force tends to be concentrated in lowerincome and minority areas. People who live in affluent areas are further removed from police scrutiny and better able to hide their crimes. Middle- and upper-income people may be perceived as less in need of imprisonment because they likely have a job and can find high-status people in the community to testify for their good character. White-collar crime is simply perceived as less threatening than crimes by the poor. Class also predicts that those at the lowest ends of the socioeconomic scale are far more likely to be victims of violent crime, as clearly shown in Figure 8.2.


A parallel to the correlation between class and crime arrest data shows that a strong relationship exists between race and crime. Minorities constitute 25 percent of the population of the United States but are more than 33 percent of the people arrested for property crimes and almost 50 percent of the people arrested for violent crimes. African Americans and Hispanics are more than twice as likely to be arrested for crime than are Whites.


Native Americans and Asian Americans are exceptions, with both groups having relatively low rates of arrest for crime (Federal Bureau of Investigation 2003; see Table 8.2).


These data may seem to reinforce racial stereotypes, but sociologists have learned not to take these statistics at face value. Instead, they consider differences in how poor and rich communities are policed and the social origins of crime to explain the differences in criminal behavior among groups. What do they find? Police have wide latitude in deciding when to enforce laws and make arrests. Their discretion is greatest when dealing with minor offenses, such as disorderly conduct. Sociological research has shown that police discretion is strongly influenced by class and race judgments, just as label-
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Figure 8.2 Victimization by Crime: A Class Phenomenon


Source: U.S. bureau of Justice Statistics. 2003. Personal Crimes, 2001. Washington, DC: U.S. Department of Justice.


ing theory would predict, as we saw in Chapter 7 (Avakame et al. 1999). The police are more likely to arrest persons they perceive as troublemakers. They are also more likely to make arrests when the complainant is White. Finally, minority communities are policed more intensively, which leads to more frequent arrests of the residents.


A research report on juvenile offenders demonstrates that Black and Latino youths with no prior criminal record are treated far more severely in the juvenile justice system than Whites of comparable social class, also with no prior criminal record. Minority youths are more likely to be arrested, held in jail, sent to juvenile or adult court for trial, convicted, and given longer prison terms.


The racial disparities in the juvenile court system are magnified with each additional step into the justice system.


In some cases, the racial disparities are stunning.


For example, the report notes that 25 percent of arrested White youths are sent to prison but nearly 60 percent


of arrested Black youths are imprisoned. That is a truly wide racial disparity. The report concludes that these racial disparities do not arise from overt discrimination on the part of prosecutors, judges, and other court personnel, but instead from the stereotypes that these decision makers rely on at each point of the juvenile justice system. Being Black, wearing low-hung baggy pants, and sporting dreadlocks is likely to get a person quickly through the various stages of the juvenile justice system and into prison (Butterfield 2000).


Bearing in mind the factors that affect the official rates of arrest and conviction—the bias of official statistics, the influence of powerful individuals, discrimination in patterns of arrest—there remains evidence that the actual commission of crime varies by race. Why?


Again, sociologists find a compelling explanation in social structural conditions and the rise of stereotypes.


Racial minority groups are far more likely than Whites to be poor, unemployed, and living in single-parent families.


These social facts are all predictors of a higher rate of crime. Note, too, as Figure 8.3 shows, that African Americans are generally more likely to be victimized by crime.


Gender and Crime


Until recently, most sociological research on crime and deviance focused on men. Women’s crime was seen as uninteresting or unimportant or studied only with the stereotyped vision of women as accomplices or prostitutes.


The development of feminist scholarship within sociology has brought new analyses of women, deviance, and crime (Belknap 2001).
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Table 8.2


Arrests by Race1, 2


American Asian/Pacific Crime White Black Indian Islander


Total arrests 69.7 27.9 1.2 1.2 Murder 48.7 48.8 1.0 1.5 Forcible rape 63.7 34.1 1.1 1.1 Robbery 44.2 53.9 0.6 1.2 Aggravated assault 63.5 34.0 1.1 1.3 Buglary 69.4 28.4 0.9 1.2 Larcenty-theft 66.7 30.4 1.3 1.6 Motor vehicle theft 55.4 41.6 1.1 1.9 Arson 76.4 21.7 0.9 1.0 Forgery 68.0 30.0 0.6 1.4 Embezzlement 63.6 34.1 0.4 1.9 Vandalism 75.9 21.6 1.4 1.1 Prostitution 58.0 39.5 0.8 1.7 Sex offenses (not rape or prostitution) 74.4 23.2 1.1 1.3 Driving under influence 88.2 9.6 1.3 0.9 Suspicion 69.0 29.6 0.3 1.2


Source: Federal Bureau of Investigation. 2002. Uniform Crime Reports. Washington, DC; U.S. Department of Justice, p. 234.


1As percentage of all arrests, 2001.


2Hispanics appear in any of these categories.


Figure 8.3 Crime Victimization (by Race and Gender)


Source: U.S. Bureau of Justice Statistics. 2003. Sourcebook of Criminal Justice Statistics.


Washington, DC: U.S. Department of Justice www.bjs.gov


Women commit proportionately fewer crimes than men. Why? Although the number of women arrested for crime has increased slightly in recent years, compared to men the numbers are still small, except for fraud, embezzlement, and prostitution. Some argue that women’s lower crime participation reflects their socialization into less risk-taking roles. Others say that women commit crimes that are extensions of their gender roles.


This would explain why the largest number of arrests of women are for crimes such as shoplifting, credit card fraud, and passing bad checks.


Nonetheless, women’s participation in crime has increased in recent years. Sociologists relate this to several factors. First, changes brought about by the women’s movement have made women more likely to be employed in jobs that present opportunities for crimes such as property theft, embezzlement, and fraud. Violent crime by women has also increased notably since the early 1980s, possibly because the images that women have of themselves are changing, making new behaviors possible. The most significant factor in crime by women is related to their continuing disadvantaged status in society.


Just as crime is linked to socioeconomic status for men, so it is for women (Belknap 2001; Miller 1986).


Despite recent achievements, women on average remain in disadvantaged low-wage positions in the labor market. At the same time, changes in the social structure of families mean that more single women are economically responsible for their children, without the economic support of men. Some women thus may have to turn to illegitimate means for support.


Victimization by crime among women varies significantly by race and age, and women are less likely than men to be victimized by crime. Black women are much more likely than White women to be victims of violent crime. Young Black women are especially vulnerable.


Divorced, separated, and single women are more likely than married women to be crime victims. Regardless of their actual rates of victimization, women are more fearful of crime than men. Minority women and widowed,
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• Be aware of situations in which you do not feel comfortable or where you may be at risk—for example, large parties where men greatly outnumber women.


• Avoid putting yourself in a vulnerable position. Have your own transportation or money to get home, if needed.


• Examine your attitudes about money and power. If a date pays for you, does that influence your ability to say “no”?


• Avoid falling for lines like, “You would if you loved me.” Someone who loves you will respect your feelings and choices.


• If things start to get out of hand, protest loudly, leave, and go for help.


• Be aware that alcohol and drugs are often involved in acquaintance rape.


They compromise your ability to make responsible decisions. If you choose to drink, do not rely on others to take care of you.


• Understand that it is never OK for someone to force himself on you, even if you are drunk or have had sex with the person before. If you do not consent, it is rape.


Critical Thinking Exercise


1. Surveys find that men and women differ significantly in their acceptance of rape myths. Men are more likely than women to think that women’s behavior increases their risk of rape.


How would you explain this gender difference in acceptance of rape myths and how does it influence the prosecution of date rape?


2. What do you think tend to be social characteristics (in terms of social class, race–ethnicity, education, religion, age, others, if any) of men who are most likely to engage in date rape?


What do some of your friends and associates think? To what extent do women and men differ in their answer to this question?


Source: Adapted from Hughes, Jean O’Gorman, and Bernice R. Sandler. 1987. “‘Friends Raping Friends.” Washington, DC: Project on the Education and Status of Women, American Association of Colleges. Also adapted from Greenfield, Laurence A. 1996. Child Victimizers: Violent Offenders and Their Victims. Washington, DC: U.S.


Bureau of Justice Statistics. •••


Date rape, also known as acquaintance rape, has been widely acknowledged as a social problem. Sociological research has exposed a number of myths about rape, including the myth that most rapes are committed by strangers. The research done by sociologists and other social scientists on the subject of rape has been used by organizations that provide information to college students about how they can avoid date rape. The Association of American Colleges (AAC), for example, has produced a pamphlet for students intended to educate them about the occurrence of date rape and to give them strategies to avoid it. Their advice has also been informed by sociological research about gender and power.


Understand that victims do not “cause” date rape, but the AAC suggests that women can do things to keep themselves out of precarious situations. Many of their recommendations stem from understanding the dynamics of gender relations. Here are some of their suggestions for women: • Do not do anything you do not want to do just to be popular or pleasant or to avoid a scene.


SOCIOLOGY IN PRACTICE


Stopping Date Rape


separated, and divorced women are the most fearful.


Women’s fear of crime increases with age even though the likelihood of victimization decreases with age, a fact that researchers attribute to the elderly’s increased sense of vulnerability (Joseph 1997; Wernwrath and Gartrell 1996; Gordon and Riger 1989). Women’s fear of crime, sociologist Esther Madriz argues, results from an ideology that depicts women as needing protection from men (Madriz 1997).


For all women, victimization by rape is probably their greatest fear. Although rape is the most underreported crime, until recently it has been one of the fastest growing. Criminologists explain that this is the result of a greater willingness now to report than in the past and an actual increase in the extent of rape (Federal Bureau of Investigation 2003). More than 200,000 rapes (including attempted rapes) are reported to the police annually. Police officials estimate that this is probably only about one-in-four of all rapes committed.


Many women are reluctant to report rape because they fear the consequences of questioning by the criminal justice system. Rape victims are least likely to report the assault when they know the assailant, even though a large number of rapes are committed by someone the victim knows.


A disturbingly frequent form of rape is date rape— committed by an acquaintance or someone the victim has just met (see the Box “Sociology in Practice: Stopping Date Rape”). The extent of date rape is difficult to measure. The Bureau of Justice Statistics finds that 3 percent of college women experience rape or attempted rape in a given college year and 13 percent report being stalked (Fisher et al. 2001). A substantial amount of research finds that date rape is linked to men’s acceptance of various rape myths (such as believing that a woman’s “no” means “yes”), the use of alcohol, and the peer support that men receive in some allmale groups and organizations (Ullman et al. 1999; Boeringer 1999; Belknap et al. 1999).


Sociological research shows that rape is clearly linked to gender relations in society. Rape is an act of aggression against women. As feminists have argued, it stems from learned gender roles that teach men to be sexually aggressive. This is reflected in sociological research on convicted rapists who think they have done nothing wrong and who believe, despite having overpowered their victims, that the women asked for it (Scully 1990). Feminists have argued that the causes of rape lie in women’s status in society—that women are treated as sexual objects for men’s pleasure. The relationship between women’s status and rape is also reflected in data revealing who is most likely to become a rape victim. African American women, Asian American women, Latinas, and poor women have the highest likelihood of being raped, as do women who are single, divorced, or separated. Young women are also more likely than older women to be rape victims (U.S. Bureau of Justice Statistics 2003). Sociologists interpret these patterns to mean that women who are most powerless in society are also most subject to this form of violence.


The Criminal Justice System: Police, Courts, and the Law


Sociological studies consistently find patterns of differential treatment by the institutions that respond to deviance and crime in society. Whether it is in the police station, the courts, or the prisons, the social factors of race, class, and gender are highly influential in the administration of justice in this society. People in the most disadvantaged groups are more likely to be defined and identified as criminal and, having encountered these systems of authority, are more likely to be detained and arrested, found guilty, and punished.


The Policing of Minorities


There is little question that minority communities are policed more heavily than White neighborhoods. Moreover, policing in minority communities has a different effect than in White, middle-class communities. To middle-class Whites, the presence of the police is generally reassuring, but for African Americans and Latinos, an encounter with a police officer can be a terrifying experience.


THINKING SOCIOLOGICALLY


Although it is unpleasant to contemplate, researchers note that many people, perhaps about 50 percent, have either been involved in or witnessed some form of family violence or physical spouse abuse, whether relatively mild or severe. Do you know anyone who has? Have you yourself? Was it reported to the police? To what extent do you think the social class and the race of the participants had something to do with whether it was reported to the police?
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Numerous studies have also documented the severe treatment that Native Americans, Mexican Americans, and African Americans receive from the police. Whites also get severe treatment, but racial minorities are more


likely than the rest of the population to be victims of excessive use of force by the police, also called police brutality. African Americans are more likely than Whites


DEBUNKING SOCIETY’S MYTHS


Myth: The criminal justice system treats all people according to the neutral principles of law.


Sociological perspective: Race, class, and gender continue to have an influential role in the administration of justice. For example, even when convicted of the same crime as Whites, African American and Latino defendants with the same prior arrest record as Whites are more likely to be arrested, sentenced, and sentenced for longer terms than White defendants.


to be killed by police officers. Studies show that most cases of police brutality involve minority citizens and that usually no penalty is imposed on the officers involved.


Moreover, simply showing a disrespectful attitude is just as likely to generate police brutality as posing a serious bodily threat to the police (Lersch and Feagin 1996). Increasing the number of minority police officers has some effect on how the police treat minorities.


Cities where African Americans head the police department show a concurrent decline in police brutality complaints, an increase in minority police and minority recruitment, and in some cases, a decrease in crime. Simply increasing the number of African Americans in police departments does not, however, reduce crime dramatically because it does not change the material conditions that create crime to begin with (Cashmore 1991).
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The growth in the rate of imprisonment is largely explained by an increase in the number of drug-related arrests, stemming from mandatory sentencing guidelines and “zero tolerance” policies. Sociologists also point out that in the national census count, prisoners are counted in the states where they are incarcerated, not in their home communities, thus potentially drawing resources away from urban and minority communities toward more rural areas where prisons tend to be located (Mauer 1999). What social policies do you think are needed to address this problem?


Source: U.S. Census Bureau. 2004. Statistical Abstract of the United States, 2003.Washington, DC: U.S. Government Printing Office.


MAPPING AMERICA’S DIVERSITY


MAP 8.1 The Growth of Imprisonment


Racial profiling has come to the public’s attention relatively recently, although it is a practice that has a long history. Often referred to half in jest by African Americans as the offense of DWB, or “driving while Black,” racial profiling on the part of a police officer is the use of race alone as the criterion for deciding whether to stop and detain someone, such as the driver of an automobile, on suspicion of committing a crime.


Police officers often argue that racial profiling is justified because a high proportion of Blacks and Hispanics commit crimes; an automobile containing Blacks or Hispanics is therefore likely to contain persons who have committed some sort of crime. But in fact, while the overall crime rate for Blacks and Hispanics is indeed higher than that of Whites, race is a particularly bad basis for suspicion, because the vast majority of Blacks or Hispanics, like the vast majority of Whites, do not commit any crimes at all. Annually at least 90 percent of all African Americans are not arrested. That means on any given day, there is roughly a 90 percent probability that an African American in a car has not


committed a crime. That leaves a 10 percent chance for an African American in a car to have committed a crime. Nonetheless, fully eight out of every ten automobile searches carried out by state troopers on the New Jersey Turnpike from 1988 through 1998 were conducted on vehicles driven by Blacks and Hispanics.


The vast majority of these searches turned up no contraband or crimes of any sort (Kocieniewski and Hanley 2000; Cole 1999).


Race and Sentencing


What happens once minority citizens are arrested for a crime? On arraignment, bail is set on average higher for Blacks and Latinos than for Whites, and minorities have less success in plea bargaining. Extensive research finds that once on trial, minority defendants are found guilty more often than White defendants.


At sentencing, Blacks and Latinos are likely to get longer sentences than Whites for the same crimes, even when they have the same number of prior arrests and the same socioeconomic background. They are also less likely to be released on probation (Steffensmeier and Demuth 2000; Mauer 1999; Chambliss and Taylor 1989; Bridges and Crutchfield 1988).


THINKING SOCIOLOGICALLY


Have you ever been the victim of what you suspected was racial profiling? When it happened, were you in a car or on foot? Was it night or day? Think about some of the other circumstances existing at the time, such as the neighborhood you were in or near. What role do you think your own race had, or did not have, in the incident?


African American defendants receive longer sentences than White defendants for property and violent crimes, and the disparity between sentences is even greater for serious crimes and crimes in which the victim is White, especially when the crime is rape or murder (Steffensmeier and Demuth 2000; Steffensmeier et al. 1998). Sentencing also differs depending on the racial identity of the judge. A study of Hispanic and White judges found that White judges sentence White defendants less severely than Hispanic defendants; Hispanic judges do not seem to distinguish between defendants based on race (Holmes et al. 1993).


Racial discrimination is particularly evident with regard to the death penalty. Of the over 3500 prisoners currently on Death Row, 44 percent are Black (U.S. Bureau of Justice Statistics 2003). Research shows that when Whites and minorities commit the same crime against a White victim, minorities are more likely to receive a more severe sentence. African American men convicted of raping White women are more likely to receive the death penalty than White men convicted of raping a woman of any race. Someone who kills a White person is also three times more likely to get the death penalty than someone who kills an African American, regardless of the race of the perpetrator (Paternoster and Brame 2003; Keil and Vito 1995).


Prisons: Deterrence or Rehabilitation?


More than half of the federal and state male prisoners in the United States are racial minorities. Blacks have the highest rates of imprisonment, followed by Hispanics, then Native Americans and Asians. Hispanics are the fastest growing minority group in prison (U.S.


Bureau of Justice Statistics 2003). Native Americans, though a small proportion of the prison population, are still overrepresented in prisons. In theory, the criminal justice system is supposed to be unbiased, able to objectively weigh guilt and innocence. In reality, the crimi-
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The number of people in prison has increased dramatically in recent years, resulting in overcrowding and a huge increase in public spending for the construction of new prisons.


nal justice system reflects the racial and class stratification and bias in society.


The United States and Russia have the highest rates of incarceration in the world (The Sentencing Project 2003; Mauer 1999; see Figure 8.4). In the United States, the rate of imprisonment has been rapidly growing (see Figure 8.5). By all signs, the population of state and federal prisons continues to grow, with the population in prisons exceeding the capacity of the facilities. The total cost to the nation of keeping people behind bars is approximately $150 billion (U.S. Bureau of Justice Statistics 2003).


The rate of prison growth in the United States has been so high in recent years that a new trend has emerged: the operation of prisons by private companies. Running corrections systems is now big business, and the “prison market” is expected to more than double in years ahead. For those looking for a business investment, running a prison is a good proposition because, as one business publication has argued, it is like running a hotel with 100 percent occupancy, booked for years in the future!


The privatization of prisons raises new questions for social policy. In the interest of running a profit center, prison managers may overcrowd prisons, reduce staffing, and cut back on food, medical care, or staff training. What may be sound business practice can result in less humane treatment of prisoners—locked away from the eyes of the public. Investigators are beginning to see that there are other costs to privatization. The rate of violence in private prisons is higher than in state facilities, and because the private prisons receive money from the state to house prisoners, there is financial incentive to keep people in prison longer—at the taxpayers’ expense (The Sentencing Project 2004; Bates 1998).


Why is there such growth in the prison population when the crime rate has recently been declining? A major reason for the increasing number of individuals behind bars is the increased enforcement of drug offenses and the mandatory sentencing that has been introduced. Nearly one-quarter of state prisoners are serving a drug sentence. Sixty percent of federal prisoners are serving drug sentences, more than double since 1980. Although the number of drug offenders has grown dramatically, so has the number
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Figure 8.4 Incarceration Rates for Selected Nations


Source: The Sentencing Project. 2003.Washington, DC: www.sentencingproject.org


Walmsley, Roy, World Prison Population List (2nd ed.). United Kingdom Home Office Research, Development and Statistics Directorate, July 2000.


Figure 8.5 State and Federal Prison Population


Source: U.S. Bureau of Justice Statistics. 2002. “Prison Statistics.” www.ojp.usdoj.gov/bjs/prisons.htm


of violent offenders (U.S. Bureau of Justice Statistics 2003).


The number of women behind bars has also increased at a faster rate than for men, although the numbers of women in prison are small by comparison.


Women comprise only 8 percent of all state and federal prisoners (U.S. Bureau of Justice Statistics 2003). Like men, three-fourths of the women in federal prisons are there because of drug-related offenses; often they have participated in these crimes by going along with the behavior of their boyfriends (Miller 1986). The typical woman in prison is a poor, young minority who dropped out of high school, is unmarried, and is the mother of two or more children. Fifty-seven percent of women in prison are African American. Of all women prisoners, about two-thirds have been victims of sexual abuse. Women prisoners are also more likely than men to be positive for HIV-infection (Greenfield and Snell 1999).


Women in prison face unique problems, in part because they are in a system designed for men and run mostly by men, which tends to ignore the special needs of women. For example, 25 percent of women entering prison are pregnant or have just given birth, but they often get no prenatal or obstetric care. Male prisoners are trained for such jobs as auto mechanics, whereas women are more likely to be trained in relatively lower status jobs such as beauticians or launderers. The result is that few women offenders are rehabilitated by their experience in prison.


The United States is putting offenders in prison at a record pace. Is crime being deterred? Are prisoners being rehabilitated? If the deterrence argument were correct, we would expect that increasing the risk of imprisonment would lower the rate of crime. For example, we would expect drug use to decline as enforcement of drug laws increased. In the past few years, there has been a marked increase in drug law enforcement, but not the expected decrease in drug use. Although the use of drugs did decline slightly, overall there has been an increase in use among Black Americans and inner-city youth— those most likely to feel the crackdown of increased enforcement (Mauer 1999). If drug use is an example, it appears that the threat of imprisonment does not deter crime.


There is also little evidence that the criminal justice system rehabilitates offenders. To use the example of drug use again, only 20 percent who are imprisoned for drug offenses ever receive drug treatment. Although law enforcement is getting “tough on crime,” it is doing little to see that offenders do not continue to commit drug crimes once they are released from prison.


In general, prisons rarely seem to deter or rehabilitate offenders. Prisons certainly do nothing to address the societal problems known to promote criminal activity.


They concentrate on individual wrongdoers, not on the social structural causes of crime. Although there has been an enormous increase in the number of prisons built and the number of people in prison, it appears that imprisonment is doing little to solve the problem of crime.


If the criminal justice system fails to reduce crime, what does it do? Some sociologists contend that the criminal justice system is not meant to reduce crime but has other functions, namely, to reinforce the stereotype of crime as a threat from the poor and from people of color. The prison experience is demeaning and poorly suited to training prisoners in marketable skills or allowing them to repay their debt to society. In the end, prisons seem, at least in some cases, to refine criminals, not rehabilitate them (see Box, “The Rich Get Richer and the Poor Get Prison”).


The Criminal Justice System: Police, Courts, and the Law ••• 205


One can “construct” a prison that ends up looking like a U.S. prison. First, continue to label as criminals those who engage in crimes that have no unwilling victim, such as prostitution or gambling.


Second, give prosecutors and judges broad discretion to arrest, convict, and sentence based on appearance, dress, race, and apparent social class. Third, treat prisoners in a painful and demeaning manner, as one might treat children.


Fourth, assure that prisoners are not trained in a marketable skill that would be useful upon their release. And, finally, assure that prisoners will forever be labeled and stigmatized as different from “decent citizens,” even after they have paid their debt to society. Once an excon, always an ex-con. One has thus socially constructed a U.S. prison, an institution that will continue to generate the very thing that it claims to eliminate.


Source: Reiman, Jeffrey H. 2002. The Rich Get Richer and the Poor Get Prison. Boston, MA: Allyn and Bacon. •••


Jeffrey H. Reiman (2002) notes that the prison system in the United States, instead of serving as a way to rehabilitate criminals, is in effect designed to train and socialize inmates into a career of crime. It is also designed in such a way as to assure the public that crime is a threat primarily from the poor and that it originates at the lower rungs of society. Reiman notes that prisons contain elements that seem designed to accomplish this.


UNDERSTANDING DIVERSITY


The Rich Get Richer and the Poor Get Prison


Courts, the Law, and Minorities


The court system is a pivotal part of social control.


Each state has its own guidelines and procedures for its court system. The federal court system has a specific hierarchical structure that determines which cases shall be heard at which level. District courts are the lowest level of the federal court system. There are about ninety district courts, with at least one in each state. The next tier up in the federal legal organization is the U.S. Court of Appeals, also known as circuit courts. There are thirteen courts of appeals in the United States. These courts do not conduct trials but instead review the record of trials in lower courts, hear lawyers’ arguments, and decide if errors were made. The highest court is the U.S.


Supreme Court, which seats nine justices (one chief justice and eight associate justices). Several specialty courts are also dispersed throughout the court system, for example, bankruptcy court and customs court.


The role of all courts is to interpret and enforce the


law—the written set of guidelines that determine what is defined as right and wrong in society. The United States uses law to provide guidelines and standards for behavior. The court system is responsible for attempting to ensure that the law is applied to all cases in a fair and just manner. The courts are, however, not the completely neutral parties they are sometimes alleged to be.


Social factors, such as the social status of defendants or the wishes of powerful parties, do influence the outcome of legal decisions. At the same time, appealing to the courts is one primary avenue of recourse available to oppressed peoples seeking justice.


All courts balance competing influences in the process of legal decisions. The legal process in the United States is a complicated matter of applying ambiguous legal codes to specific cases. Interpretation plays an important role in case decisions, from interpreting the worth of competing arguments or the relevance of previous rulings to interpreting the wording of the Constitution.


The legal process is an eminently subjective system that aspires to objectivity in the name of justice.


Lawyers serve as the spokespersons for each side, and judges serve as moderators and decision makers.


Among lawyers, 28 percent are women, 4 percent are Black, 2 percent are Asians, and 4 percent are Hispanic.


Among judges, the percentages of women, Blacks, Asians, and Hispanics are even smaller. Decisions that critically affect the lives of the American people, including minorities, lie in the hands of a fairly homogeneous group of individuals (U.S. Department of Labor 2004).


The jury system, intended to ensure the administration of justice by one’s peers, has various forms of bias and lack of representation that interfere with fairness.


Courts have to take careful measures to ensure representation on juries by different minority groups. Whites have historically been disproportionately represented on juries. Increased attention to fair representation has lessened this problem, although how well diverse groups are included on juries varies enormously in different locales. People who move frequently, immigrants, and some racial–ethnic groups are routinely underrepresented on juries.


The Law and Social Change


Despite problems in the administration of justice, the law remains one of the most effective avenues for addressing the injustices against different groups in U.S.


society. This is one irony of the sociology of law: In a society based on legal authority, the legal system may embody racism, sexism, and class injustice within its institutional structure, yet it remains one major method for combating racism, sexism, and class injustice.


One landmark court decision in U.S. history was the 1954 case Brown v. Board of Education of Topeka, Kansas, in which the Supreme Court declared segregation was unconstitutional in public facilities such as schools and buses. This decision transformed race relations in the United States because it made formal policies specifying separation by race illegal. Outlawing


de jure segregation (segregation by law) has not, however, eliminated de facto segregation (segregation in practice). The persistence of racial segregation in the labor market, in housing and education, and in social interaction indicates that the law goes only so far in producing social change. Nevertheless, it is a key element in a long-term historical process that has benefited multiple groups. Despite persistent racial segregation, since Brown v. Board of Education there have been many indications of increased racial integration in various dimensions of life (Andersen 2004).


The courts also make decisions that affect seemingly private aspects of life. The Supreme Court decision in


Griswold v. Connecticut (1965) gave married women the right to birth control. Not until another Supreme Court decision was handed down in 1972 in Eisenstadt v. Baird was this right extended to unmarried people.


These constitutional cases were followed by Roe v.


Wade in 1973, in which the Supreme Court gave women the right to choose an abortion under specific federal guidelines. Each law represented a shift in federal policy “from reinforcing women’s traditional roles to protecting departures from those roles . . . [and] the U.S.


Supreme Court played an especially active role in instituting these changes” (Aliotta 1991: 144). These examples illustrate that the courts and the government can be progressive instruments of social change.


The Supreme Court has also strengthened the protection that lesbians and gays have under the law. In


Romer v. Evans (1996), the Court ruled that states cannot pass laws that deprive gays and lesbians the equal protection of the law promised under the Fourteenth
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Amendment to the U.S. Constitution. This decision was the result of a challenge to a law passed in Colorado that banned measures to protect homosexual rights within that state. Presently, gay couples are challenging the movement to legally ban same-sex marriage.


Social change and the law could also involve decriminalizing certain categories of behavior that are now considered crimes. Many criminologists now advocate decriminalizing such “victimless” crimes as gambling and unconventional sexual behavior between consenting adults. One might argue whether such crimes are truly “victimless” as the compulsive gambler is his or her own “victim.” Both criminologists and medical researchers now argue that certain narcotics addictions should be treated as medical problems rather than criminal problems, even at the risk of “medicalizing” such forms of deviance (recall this principle from Chapter 7).


The decriminalization of these categories of behavior would enable police forces to devote more time and resources to the investigation of personal and property crimes.


Terrorism As International Crime: A Global Perspective


Crime now crosses international borders and has become global. Terrorism is an example of the globalization of crime. The morning of Tuesday, September 11, 2001, was not expected to be any different from other early fall mornings. However, at approximately 8:45 A.M., the world stood still with images of a civilian airplane crashing into the north tower of the World Trade Center in New York City. Many at that moment assumed that the incident was nothing more than an accident by a pilot who might have lost consciousness or had a mechanical failure. This was a short-lived assumption. At 9:03 A.M., the second plane crashed into the south tower of the World Trade Center, leaving no doubt that this constituted a terrorist attack on the United States. This was confirmed a short time later by reports that another airplane had crashed into the Pentagon, while still another hijacked plane had crashed in Pennsylvania. Virtually everyone in the United States now remembers where they were and what they were doing during those horrible moments.


The FBI defines terrorism as the unlawful use of force or violence against persons or property to intimidate or coerce a government or population in furtherance of political or social objectives (Jucha 2002). Thus, terrorism is a crime that violates both international and domestic laws. It is a crime that crosses national borders and its understanding requires a global perspective.


The origins of modern terrorism are historically traceable from Western European ideology to the Russian revolution, and then to the incorporation of Russian revolutionary thought in the nationalist struggle in Ireland.


Contrary to what many think, the origins of international terrorism go back farther in history than either the Israel-Palestine conflict, or the emergence of Osama bin Laden’s terrorist organization, al Qaeda.


Terrorism is linked to other forms of international crime. A case in point was Osama bin Laden’s role in the international opium trade. Afghanistan, where bin Laden’s terrorist al Qaeda organization was headquartered, was (and still is) the world’s largest grower of opium-producing poppies. It is suspected that profit from the international drug trade helped finance the September 11 terrorist attacks. Therefore, a global perspective on crime involves recognizing the global basis of some international crime networks that cross national borders (Binns 2003).


Many nations have long experienced terrorism in the form of bombings, hijackings, suicide attacks, and other terrorist crimes. But the attacks of September 11 focused the world’s attention on the problem of terrorism in new ways, including increased fears of bioterrorism


—the form of terrorism involving the dispersion of chemical or biological substances intended to cause widespread disease and death. Fears of bioterrorism were exacerbated in the United States with a threat in 2002 of the spread of anthrax. This exceptionally deadly poison capable of causing virtually instant death upon inhaling the spores was found in the mail of offices of Congress, the Postal Service, the Supreme Court, and other locations, resulting in the deaths of several persons.
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Threats of terrorism, such as bioterrorism, have resulted in increased security and countermeasures, particularly in urban areas.


Another form of terrorism and thus cause for international concern is cyberterrorism, the use of the computer to commit one or more terrorist acts (www .cybercrime.gov). Terrorists may use computers in a number of ways. Data-destroying computer viruses may be implanted in an enemy’s computer. Another use would be to employ “logic bombs” that lie dormant for years until they are electronically instructed to over-
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whelm a computer system. The use of the Internet to serve the needs of international terrorists has already become a reality (Jucha 2002).


Without understanding the political, economic, and social relations from which terrorist groups originate, terrorist acts seem like the crazed behavior of violent individuals. Although sociologists in no way excuse such acts, they look to the social structure of conflicts from which terrorism emerges as the cause of such deviant and criminal behavior. Even then, terrorism is not only the work of international extreme groups, as witnessed by the bombing of the Oklahoma City federal buildings in 1995. For this terrorist act, two White, male U.S. citizens were tried and convicted. Terrorism, whether domestic or international, is best understood not only as individual insanity, but also as a politically, economically, and socially oriented form of violence.


Chapter Summary


What is the difference between deviance and crime?


While deviance is behavior that violates norms and rules of society, crime is a type of deviant behavior that violates criminal law. Criminology is the study of crime from a scientific perspective.


Is crime accurately measured?


A variety of biases underlie crime statistics, such as overreporting certain types of crimes among lower social class groups, yet underreporting these crimes at upperclass levels.


What are the types of crime?


Crimes are classified into personal versus property crimes,


street crimes versus elite crimes—which are considerably underreported—and organized (“mob”) crime, and corporate crime.


How is crime related to race, class, and gender?


In general, crime rates for a variety of crimes are higher among minorities than among Whites, among poorer persons than among middle- or upper middle-class persons, and among men than among women. Women, especially minority women, are more likely to be victimized by serious crimes, such as rape or violence from a spouse or boyfriend. The exceptions are elite crimes, which are higher (and more underreported) among Whites and professional males. These differences reflect both real differences among these groups as well as differential treatment within the justice system. Persons who are minority or poor are far more likely to be arrested and enter the criminal justice system, and they are more likely to be put through trial, sentencing, and longer incarceration than are Whites, even with the same prior criminal record and for the same crime. These differences are especially prominent within the juvenile justice system. The practice of racial profiling of African Americans, and of some Middle Easterners, is a result of unfair differential treatment within the criminal justice system on the basis of skin color.


How is law related to social change?


Although law has often been the basis for excluding people from basic rights, legal change is also a source of social change, such as the Brown v. Board of Education


(1954) case that ended legally sanctioned segregation, and Supreme Court decisions permitting abortion under certain conditions.


Reviewing is as easy as 1 2 3 .


1. Before you do your final review, take the SociologyNow diagnostic quiz to help you identify the areas on which you should concentrate. You will find information on SociologyNow and instructions on how to access all of its great resources on the foldout at the beginning of the text.


2. As you review, take advantage of SociologyNow’s study videos and interactive Map the Stats exercises to help you master the chapter topics.


3. When you are finished with your review, take SociologyNow’s posttest to confirm you are ready to move on to the next chapter.


How is crime a global phenomenon?


Crimes of terrorism, including bioterrorism and cyberterrorism,


are to be sociologically understood as a product of political, economic, and social structural conditions, as well as internationally based and also domestically based crime networks. In these respects, such crimes are clearly more than the acts of only a crazed small group of individuals, but the result of structural and cultlural conditions.


Key Terms Researching Society with Microcase Online


You can see the results of actual research by using the Wadsworth MicroCase® Online feature available to you.


This feature allows you to look at some of the results from national surveys, census data, and other data sources.


You can explore this easy-to-use feature on your own, but try this example. Suppose you want to know:


What is the relationship between your family income and whether or not you report that you have ever been arrested (called LAWS in this analysis)? Is there any relationship between these two variables?


To answer this question, go to http://sociology.wadsworth .com/andersen_taylor4e/, select MicroCase Online from the left navigation bar, and follow the directions there to analyze the following data.


Data file: GSS Analysis Task: Cross Tabulation Row Variable: LAW5 Column Variable: Income


Questions


The results are displayed in a table showing survey results classified by both family income (columns) and whether or not the respondent reported they have ever been arrested (rows). Review the results and answer the following questions: bioterrorism 207 corporate crime 196 crime 192 criminology 192 cyberterrorism 207


de facto segregation 206


de jure segregation 206 elite crime 195 hate crime 195 index crime 193 law 206 organized crime 196 personal crime 194 property crime 194 racial profiling 202 terrorism 207 victimless crime 194


1. People in which income group are most likely to say yes, they have been arrested?


a. Low b. Middle c. High


2. People in which income group are least likely to say yes, they have been arrested?


a. Low b. Middle c. High


3. Describe the relationship shown in this table between family income and the percentage who report they have or have not been arrested.


The Companion Website for Sociology: Understanding a Diverse Society,


Fourth Edition


http://sociology.wadsworth.com/andersen_taylor4e/


Supplement your review of this chapter by going to the companion website to take one of the Tutorial Quizzes, use the flash cards to master key terms, and check out the many other study aids you’ll find there. You’ll also find special features such as GSS Data and Census 2000 information, data and resources at your fingertips to help you with that special project or do some research on your own.


Suggested Readings and Web Resources


Anderson, Elijah. 1999. Code of the Street: Decency, Violence, and the Moral Life of the Inner City. New York: W. W. Norton.


Based on his ethnographic studies, Anderson provides a compelling sociological analysis of street life, its norms or codes, and its relationship to violence and the social construction of morality.


Humphries, Drew. 1999. Crack Mothers: Pregnancy, Drugs, and the Media. Columbus, OH: Ohio State University Press.


Humphries shows how the media created a drug scare and moral panic through its exaggerated presentation of cocaine use among low-income women.


She argues that poverty and inadequate social services, not moral failings by women, are the basis of these social harms.


Martinez, Ramiro. 2002. Latino Homicide: Immigration, Violence and Community. New York: Routledge.


This research examines the relationship between class inequality among Latinos and the levels of violence within Latino communities.


Mauer, Marc. 1999. Race to Incarcerate. New York: The New Press.


Mauer explores the explosion of growth in the prison industry, including its effects on African Americans and the poor. The book provides a strong analysis of why imprisonment has increased and suggests alternative policies for criminal justice.
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