Feedback for Autumn 1 assessment: 

Turning to Crime and Making a case
18 studies = approx. 20 hours of teaching time + homework

Revision = approx 5 hours. 

Common mistakes and things to point out. 

Turning to Crime

A] Outline with reference to psychological evidence how a person may be born with criminal tendencies.

Outline with reference to psychological evidence how a person may be born with criminal tendencies.

= Write what you know about the Biological studies which suggest we are born with Criminal tendencies

 

Born with Criminal tendencies




Brought up in a criminal










family



Biological explanation




Up-bringing / Social


Absolutely different

You only get marks for answering the question.

3 studies:

 Raine

Bruner

Eysenck

Describing research means exactly that – Aims, Methods, Sample, Procedure – not just Conclusions. 

B] Discuss how the research into the origins of criminal behaviour may shed light on the Nature / Nurture debate.

 Discuss how the research into the origins of criminal behaviour may shed light on the Nature / Nurture debate.

These discussion questions want you to talk about the Issues and Debates – you are evaluate 'the debate' in light of the evidence, not evaluating the studies. 

What is the Nature vs Nurture debate – who is right and what evidence does research into the causes of Crime provide to help us decide?

Suggested structure for essay:

Paragraph 1:

· Define 'Nature' hypothesis – 'biological, inherited characteristics explain the differences in behaviour between people'. 

What the hypothesis tries to do; 

A: Biological differences

· brains






Bruner:

· genes






A: X chromosome error 

· hormones










A: Low serotonin neuro-









transmitter levels


B: Personality differences

· aggression





B: Mental retardation

· learning disabilities

· lack of empathy

· impulsiveness




B: Aggression, poor decision-







making










C: High level of crime




C: Criminal Behaviour

· raping

· stealing

· beating

· eating

Pros of the Nature hypothesis;

· Usefulness – can predict / test for behaviour – maybe prevent, or control

· Scientific – quantitative and biological theories 

 - can control variable very easily

 - therefore highly reliable. 

Cons of Nature hypothesis;

· Reductionism – life isn't this simple, and neither are human beings =>

· Complex behaviour =>

· Complex situations =>

· Multi-causal

· Works for un-usual groups

· Raine et al – NGRI psychopaths

· Bruner – Dutch Mental retards

· Maybe rapists, compulsive offenders



=> Not your average criminals => Generalisability

· Political and Moral 

· 1/3 of Black Men in Florida have been to prison. 

· Biological explanation => “Black people are genetically more criminal”

· Alternative explanation => “Police racism + poverty + black men tend to commit more visible crimes – i.e. not fraud = more likely to be arrested.”




Biological explanations tends to blame the poor and the mad – 



politically convenient. 

· Moral – if we can predict who is more likely to offend, we can lock them up, or put them in 'treatment' before they have even done anything – seems morally suspect. 

=> Kill them now!?!

Paragraph 2: The Nurture hypothesis

· Define the Nurture hypothesis - “individuals' behaviour is affected and influenced by their upbringing and social experiences”. 

The Nurture hypothesis attempts to do the following

Parental upbringing 

Peer groups 


Environmental factors







Criminal Personality

Pros of the Nurture hypothesis:

· Validity / Realism – We know upbringing has to have to effect

· Predictions – Nurture theories can help us explain differences between biologically similar, but culturally different groups =>

· Korean Americans have a higher crime rate than Koreans 



in Korea!

· Trends - 

· Crime rates change rapidly =>

· Societies change rapidly =>

· Biology changes slowly =>

· Biological models cannot be the whole answer

Cons of Nurture hypothesis;

· Very holistic - “Crime is caused by....More of less Everything.... not very useful”.

· Science – hard to control /isolate variables – therefore hard to make generalisable conclusions. 

Causation / correlation?





Causation / correlation?





Use a study  from 'Upbringing' to exemplify this














