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Social Stratification and Marxism
Deviance, in a sociological context, describes actions or behaviors that violate social norms, including formally-enacted rules, as well as informal violations of social norms. In sociology, conflict theories are perspectives that emphasize the social, political, or material inequality of a social group, that critique the broad socio-political system, or that otherwise detract from structural functionalism and ideological conservativism. Conflict theories draw attention to power differentials, such as class conflict, and generally contrast historically dominant ideologies. It is therefore a macro level analysis of society. Karl Marx is the father of the social conflict theory, which is a component of the four paradigms of sociology.

In conflict theory, deviant behaviors are actions that do not comply with social institutions. The institution’s ability to change norms, wealth, or status comes into conflict with the individual. The legal rights of poor folks might be ignored, while the middle class side with the elites rather than the poor. Conflict theory is based upon the view that the fundamental causes of crime are the social and economic forces operating within society.
Karl Marx

Marx himself did not write about deviant behavior specifically, but he wrote about alienation amongst the proletariat, as well as between the proletariat and the finished product, which causes conflict, and thus deviant behavior. Alienation is the systemic result of living in a socially stratified society, because being a mechanistic part of a social class alienates a person from his or her humanity. In a capitalist society, the worker’s alienation from his and her humanity occurs because the worker can only express labor, a fundamental social aspect of personal individuality, through a privately owned system of industrial production in which each worker is an instrument, a thing, not a person. However, Marx used the term lumpenproletariat to describe that layer of the working class, unlikely to ever achieve class consciousness, lost to socially useful production, and, therefore, of no use in revolutionary struggle or an actual impediment to the realization of a classless society.

Michel Foucault

Michel Foucault believed that torture had been phased out from modern society due to the dispersion of power; so there was no need any more for the wrath of the state on a deviant individual. Rather, the modern state receives praise for its fairness and dispersion of power that, instead of controlling each individual, controls the mass. He also theorized that institutions control people through the use of discipline. The modern prison is a template for these institutions, because it controls its inmates by the perfect use of discipline. Foucault theorizes that, in a sense, the contemporary society is characterized by the lack of free will on the part of individuals. Institutions of knowledge, norms, and values, are in place to categorize and control humans. Of the classical founders of social science, conflict theory is most commonly associated with Karl Marx. Based on a dialectical materialist account of history, Marxism posited that capitalism, like previous socioeconomic systems, would inevitably produce internal tensions leading to its own destruction. Marx ushered in radical change, advocating proletarian revolution and freedom from the ruling classes. In Marxist theory, the class structure of the capitalist mode of production is characterized by the conflict between two main classes: the bourgeoisie, the capitalists who own the means of production, and the much larger proletariat who must sell their own labor power.

Theory of Deviance

Clifford Shaw and Henry D. McKay theorized that social disorganization was a root cause of deviancy and crime, especially for minority youth. They discussed the fact that inner city kids tended to be more involved in a criminal lifestyle than kids who lived in the suburbs. Being able to afford to live in better parts of the city (and thus having wealth) afforded certain kids better opportunities in terms of lifestyle and education, leading to less crime and criminal involvement.

White-Collar Crime

White-collar crime is a financially motivated, nonviolent crime committed for illegal monetary gain. Within the field of criminology, white-collar crime initially was defined by sociologist Edwin Sutherland in 1939 as “a crime committed by a person of respectability and high social status in the course of his occupation. ” A clear example of how deviance reflects power imbalances is in the reporting and tracking of crimes. Indeed, white-collar crimes are typically committed by individuals in higher social classes. That white-collar crimes are less likely to be tracked, less likely to be reported, less likely to be prosecuted, and are more likely to be committed by people in higher social classes suggests that the way crimes are punished in the United States tends to favor the affluent while punitively punishing the less affluent. Additionally, men benefit more from white-collar crime than do women, as they are more likely to attempt these crimes when they are in more powerful positions, allowing them to reap greater rewards.

The Criminal Justice System

Criminal justice is the system of practices and institutions of governments directed at upholding social control, deterring and mitigating crime, or sanctioning those who violate laws with criminal penalties and rehabilitation efforts. Those accused of crime have protections against abuse of investigatory and prosecution powers.

Within the criminal justice system, there are three basic elements that constitute it: the police, the courts, and punishment. The police maintain public order by enforcing the law. Police use personal discretion in deciding whether and how to handle a situation. Research suggests that police are more likely to make an arrest if the offense is serious, if bystanders are present, or if the suspect is of a visible minority. Courts rely on an adversarial process in which attorneys-one representing the defendant and one representing the crown-present their cases in the presence of a judge who monitors legal procedures. In practice, courts resolve most cases through a plea bargain. Though efficient, this method puts less-powerful people at a disadvantage. There are four jurisdictions for punishment: retribution, deterrence, rehabilitation, and societal protection. Community-bases corrections include probation and parole. These programs lower the cost of supervising people convicted of crimes and reduce prison overcrowding but have not been shown to reduce recidivism.

Power and Inequality

In social science and politics, power is the ability to influence the behavior of people. The term authority is often used for power perceived as legitimate by the social structure. Power can be seen as evil or unjust, but the exercise of power is accepted as endemic to (or regularly found in) humans as social beings. French philosopher Michel Foucault (1926–1984) saw power as “a complex strategic situation in a given society social setting”. Power may be held through authority, social class (material wealth), personal charisma, expertise or knowledge, persuasion, force (such as law or violence), and a myriad of other dynamics.

Because power operates both relationally and reciprocally, sociologists speak of the balance of power between people in a relationship. All parties to all relationships have some power; the sociological examination of power concerns itself with discovering and describing the relative strengths – equal or unequal, stable or subject to periodic change. Given that power is not innate and can be granted to others, to acquire power you must possess or control a form of power currency (such as wealth, social status, authority, etc.).
Social inequality and stratification

Social inequality refers to relational processes in society that have the effect of limiting or harming a group’s social status, social class, and social circle. Areas of social inequality include access to voting rights, freedom of speech and assembly, the extent of property rights and access to education, health care, quality housing, traveling, transportation, vacationing and other social goods and services.

The reasons for social inequality can vary, but are often broad and far reaching. Social inequality can emerge through a society’s understanding of appropriate gender roles, or through the prevalence of social stereotyping. They can also be established through discriminatory legislation. Social inequalities exist between ethnic or religious groups, classes and countries, making the concept a global phenomenon.
In sociology, social stratification is a concept involving the classification of persons into groups based on shared socioeconomic conditions; it is a relational set of inequalities with economic, social, political and ideological dimensions. Theories of social stratification are based on four basic principles:

1. Social stratification is a trait of society, not simply a reflection of individual differences.

2. Social stratification carries over from generation to generation.

3. Social stratification is universal but variable.

4. Social stratification involves not just inequality but beliefs as well.
Classifications of stratification

In modern Western societies, stratification is broadly organized into three main layers: upper class, middle class, and lower class.

The upper class in modern societies is the social class composed of the wealthiest members of society, who also wield the greatest political power. The upper class is generally contained within the wealthiest 1–2 percent of the population, with wealth passed from generation to generation.

In Weberian socioeconomic terms, the middle class is the broad group of people in contemporary society who fall socioeconomically between the working class and upper class. The common measures of what constitutes middle class vary significantly between cultures.

The working class describes the group of people employed in lower tier jobs, often including those in unemployment or otherwise possessing below-average incomes. Working classes are mainly found in industrialized economies and in urban areas of non-industrialized economies.
Conflict theories
Conflict theories, such as Marxism, focus on the inaccessibility of resources and lack of social mobility found in stratified societies. Many sociological theorists have criticized the extent to which the working classes are unlikely to advance socioeconomically; the wealthy tend to hold political power which they use to exploit the proletariat inter-generationally.

In Marxist theory, the capitalist mode of production consists of two main economic parts: the substructure and the superstructure. Marx saw classes as defined by people’s relationship to the means of productions in two basic ways: either they own productive property or they labor for others. The base comprehends the forces and relations of production: employer-employee work conditions, the technical division of labor, and property relations - into which people enter to produce the necessities and amenities of life. These relations determine society’s other relationships and ideas, which are described as its superstructure. The superstructure of a society includes its culture, institutions, political power structures, roles, rituals, and state.

Social stratification has been shown to cause many social problems. A comprehensive study of major world economies revealed that homicide, infant mortality, obesity, teenage pregnancies, emotional depression, teen suicide, and prison population all correlate with higher social inequality.

There are three common characteristics of stratified systems:

1. Rankings apply to social categories of people who share a common characteristic without necessarily interacting or identifying with each other. The process of being ranked can be changed by the person being ranked, and it can differ based on race, gender, and social class.

2. People’s life experiences and opportunities depend on their social category. This characteristic can be changed by the amount of work a person can put into their interests. The use of resources can influence others.

3. The ranks of different social categories change slowly over time. This has occurred frequently in the United States ever since the American revolution - the U.S. Constitution has been altered several times to specify rights for everyone.
The Law as an Instrument of Oppression

Oppression is the exercise of authority or power in a burdensome, cruel, or unjust manner. Oppression is the exercise of authority or power in a burdensome, cruel, or unjust manner. It can also be defined as an act or instance of oppressing, the state of being oppressed, and the feeling of being heavily burdened, mentally or physically, by troubles, adverse conditions, and anxiety. Injustice refers to the absence of justice. The term may be applied either in reference to a particular event or act, or to a larger status quo. The term generally refers to misuse, abuse, neglect, or malfeasance that is uncorrected or otherwise sanctioned by a legal system. Misuse and abuse with regard to a particular case or context may represent a systemic failure to serve the cause of justice.

Anarchists, who believe in or advocates the absence of hierarchy and authotity in most forms, who work toward the realization of such, and other libertarian socialists argue that police and laws themselves are oppression. The term oppression, in such instances, refers to the subordination of a given group or social category by unjust use of force, authority, or societal norms in order to achieve the effects mentioned above. When institutionalized, formally or informally, it may achieve the dimension of systematic oppression. Oppression is customarily experienced as a consequence of, and expressed in, the form of a prevailing, if unconscious, assumption that the given target is in some way inferior. Oppression is rarely limited solely to formal government action: An individual may be the particular focus of oppression or persecution, and in such circumstances, have no group membership in which to share, and thus maybe mitigate the burden of ostracism.

In psychology, racism, sexism and other prejudices are often studied as individual beliefs which, although not necessarily oppressive in themselves, can lead to oppression if they are codified in law or become parts of a culture. By comparison, in sociology, these prejudices are often studied as being institutionalized systems of oppression in some societies. In sociology, the tools of oppression include a progression of denigration, dehumanization, and demonization which often generate scapegoating, which is used to justify aggression against targeted groups and individuals.

In sociology and psychology, internalized oppression is the manner in which an oppressed group comes to use against itself the methods of the oppressor. For example, sometimes members of marginalized groups hold an oppressive view toward their own group, or start to believe in negative stereotypes.

Cesare Lombroso
 Cesare Lombroso (1835-1909) was an Italian psychiatrist and military medical doctor who  developed theories about the criminals. His theories are no longer valid today. Only credit which can be given to Lombroso is that he was the pioneer in inducement of scientific methods to criminology. Although anthropometric measurements were correct, the causal connection between human physical traits and criminality was deceptive. Sometimes scientists spend their whole career proving their hypotheses. Similar things happen in every area of human social activity. Development and understanding of scientific methods made possible to prove flaws of many studies in criminology and other sciences.
 Lombroso developed the theory about "born criminal". In 3000 anthropometric measurements he found some biological traits of criminals. Biological traits of born criminal are: unusual size or shape of the head, strange eyes, facial asymmetry, extended jaw and jaw bone, too big or too small ears, full lips leaned forward, abnormal teeths, wrinkled skin, nose curled up; thieves have a flat nose and murderers have a beak nose, too long, too small or flat chin, dark skin and too long arms.
According to Lombroso,  persons who have five or more biological traits are born criminals. Beside physical traits Lombroso introduces some other traits of born criminal:
1) hypersensitivity to pain and touch,
2)  use of special criminal slang,
3) grotesque expression of thoughts,
4) tattoos and
5) unemployment.
Lombroso later changes the theory of born criminal and develops a new theory. Classification of criminals is made into three categories:
1) born criminals (30% of all criminals),
2) abnormal criminals (idiots, imbeciles, paranoids, melancholics, paralytics, epileptics, demented persons,  alcoholics and hysterics)
3) occasional criminals
 a) criminaloids
b) pseudo criminals
c) criminals out of habit
Criminaloids had difficulties during their childhood and can occasionally behave delinquently. Pseudo criminals are insane persons and those who committed crime in self defense. Habitual criminals had a poor education during their childhood or have been in social interaction with criminals.
Further studies of Lombroso's thesis were made by Goring in 1913 and Hooton in 1939.
Goring contests Lombroso's thesis based on the experiment he made on 3000 criminals and non-criminals. Goring didn't find any physical abnormalities or traits on criminals. He criticized Lombroso on the issue of born criminal and found that such thesis is inaccurate as well as dangerous. Goring concluded that no one is criminal until he or she commits a crime.
Hooton confirms Lombroso's thesis based on the research he made on 14000 criminals and 3000 non-criminals from 10 Federal states of U.S.
Lombroso's theory was popular in his time, but it was later debunked. Some ideas fall out of favor in science as well as in politics with time. Lombroso's views on crime are still present today in the form of stereotypes on some minority groups. Furthermore, research conducted on police sub cultural behavior shows that police officers have similar stereotypes on particular racial groups.
Lombroso was heavily influenced by a misunderstood Darwin: criminals were “throwbacks” in the phylogenetic tree to early phases of evolution. If a criminal man is an ancestral form of human being, obviously his anthropological features and physiological reactions would be different from those of the “normal nineteenth century man”. For this reason Lombroso quickly applied anthropometry to the criminal man and woman and tried to discriminate their sensitivity to pain with a Ruhmkhorff coil. He published these ideas in 1876, in his most influential book The Criminal Man .

Starting from this anatomical observation Lombroso quickly extended the theory of deviance as a form of evolutionary blockage to insanity and even to genius in his famous book Genius and Insanity (1872) in which he expanded on an earlier lecture, given in 1864.

Lombroso considered insanity a milder form of regression in the evolutionary tree, less dramatic than criminality, and genius a sort of mental mosaic in which the evolution of positive qualities was mixed with degeneration of some somatic organs. Lombroso wrote that “giants of intellect pay the penalty for their intellectual power with degeneration and madness; and in them signs of degeneration are perhaps more frequent than they are in the insane.” As Goethe said: “Nature has a fixed budget, and when it spends too much on one organ, it has to economise on the others.”

According to Lombroso, a regressive characteristic united the genius, the madman and the delinquent; they differed in the intensity of this characteristic and, naturally in the degree of development of the positive qualities. But all of them emerged from the depths of time, and showed characteristic signs of that. The most atavistic, that is the closest anthropologically to the savage, to primitive man and to the most rudimentary forms of organic life, was the criminal; in this category.

 Lombroso described a whole range of ancestral characteristics, both physical and ethical, including large and protruding zygomata, bulky jaw bones, small cranial capacity, prominent superciliary arches, large orbits, great visual acuity, darker skin, pot handle or voluminous ears as in the monkey, and insensitivity to pain; and, further, obscene tattoos, complete moral insensitivity, total lack of remorse, lack of foresight which sometimes seemed like courage, and courage which alternated with cowardice, excessive idleness, “love of orgies”, need to do evil for its own sake, to kill, and “not only that, but cruelty to the victim, to tear the flesh and drink the blood”. 
Lombroso identified childhood as the period of the development of mankind, the child corresponding to primitive man and, in the figurative sense, to the criminal. Youth is capable of various intrinsically criminal manifestations, wrote Lombroso, not considered as such only because of their scale. A man who did not overcome his infantile period during his psychophysical development was a man who remained “fixed” in an ancestral phase of phylogeny, basically a “born delinquent”.

Important consequences for the law and criminal justice ensued from Lombroso’s theoretical assumptions. The natural genesis of crime implied that the criminal personality should be regarded as a particular form of psychiatric disease. It was no longer free will that produced a deviant event, but the uncontrollable propulsive force emanating from the deepest instincts of a being arrested in an early stage of his biological evolution. Psychobiological immaturity was the determining factor. The most important consequence was that punishment became a form of defence, and also took on the function of social care. 
In Lombroso’s view, there existed criminals without hope of reform. These were the “born criminals”, the most atavistic form of human being. Society had the right to defend itself from them, even with the death penalty, just as man defends himself from wild animals without “thinking that they are to blame for not having been born lambs”. Furthermore, there were delinquents who, being a potential danger to society, should be kept in prisons or in asylums for life regardless of the gravity of the crime they had committed. Others, on the other hand, with a generic predisposition and in whom a chance factor in the environment had triggered a criminal event, could be started on rehabilitation in, for example, a farming or industrial training camp. Lombroso saw these as criminaloids – subjects presenting a degree of physical abnormalities (in the teeth, the ears, the nose etc.) that is higher than that found in a normal subject, but much lower than that of the born criminal. In this category he placed receivers, smugglers, journalists who blackmail private citizens, businessmen who corrupt legislators, legislators who scheme with businessmen, etc.

Lombroso did not study delinquents only in those “anthropological zoos”, the prisons and penal institutions, where their behaviour was false and unnatural. Sometimes, with the aid of a servant, he would unearth these human types in dubious haunts, and, by paying them, would get them to take him to their friends and “colleagues” who were at large; then, he would listen, exultantly, to their tales full of blood-curdling boasting, take note of their anthropometric measurements (particularly craniometric), weigh them and show them to his students in class.

The importance attributed by Lombrosian pathological taxonomy to the somatic deviance of genius, of delinquents and of “wild men” had made the institutes he directed, first the psychiatric clinic of Pavia and then the Institute of Forensic Medicine in Turin, which Lombroso directed from 1876, centres for the gathering of reports of anatomical “abnormalities” garnered from all over the world. Lamberto Loria, explorer of New Guinea and of Eritrea, sent him skulls from the southern hemisphere; the English governor of Bombay sent skulls of normal Indians and of criminals. Other reports arrived from Russia, while in Italy, pupils and friends plundered abandoned cemeteries, seeking “interesting” bones to send to Turin. Lombroso himself, operating at the edge of the law, was once surprised by Piedmont valley dwellers while carrying a sack full of old skulls. By good fortune, these peasants thought it was a load of pumpkins, sparing the eccentric scientist an explanation which they would have found difficult to understand.
Sometimes this excessive and injudicious zeal for collecting documents, references and evidence to support his own diagnostic and pathological categories laid Lamboso open to scientific ridicule. It is said that one day Lombroso wrote to the head of public security in Paris in order to obtain from him material which he needed to illustrate one of his books. He was sent a collection of photographs of delinquent women. Lombroso, guided by his criminological intuition, identified in one face the typical features of an impassioned delinquent, in another the typical signs of the alcoholic delinquent and so on. When the book was published, he sent a complimentary copy to the police officer, who was struck dumb by what he saw. These faces, so precisely catalogued, were not those of the delinquent women whose pictures he thought he had sent, but those of businesswomen who had “applied to the police for vending licences and who had presented the relevant documents together with photographs which had been sent by mistake”.

