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Preface

The privilege of working in the criminal justice community is interaction with a variety
of stakeholders, such as judges, probation officers, and, of course, offenders. How-
ever, there are others who play an integral part of the system, yet are often overlooked
in the process of trying to punish and treat the offenders: the victims. Victims of crime
include every combination of race, sex, religion, age, and sexual orientation. They
range from the highly educated to someone with barely a third-grade education. They
are white-collar or blue-collar workers, or the unemployed. Furthermore, victims of
crime can also be offenders as well.

The purpose of this text is to explore the world of victimology through the lens
of not only who is victimized but also how they are victimized. In addition, our text
will discuss the history of victim advocacy and what we are doing now to help victims
of crime, and what is still left to do. Most importantly, we want students to be able
to critically apply this information through active learning exercises. We understand
that instructors will choose to teach this class in very different ways, and there are
online resources available to them to accomplish various goals. Some of the students
who use this book will become victim advocates, and some may have other direct or
indirect interactions with victims of various types of crime. Our goal is to help them
emerge from this literature with better insight into this strong, yet fragile group of
individuals who deserve a voice.
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Introduction

Benjamin Mendelsohn, often referred to as the father of victimology, describes the field
as “the science of victims and victimity. By victimity, we mean the general concept,



the specific common phenomenon which characterizes all categories of victims, what-
ever the cause of their situation” (1976, p. 9). In other words, Mendelsohn continues,
“it [victimology] must take into account all phenomena which causes victims, to the
extent that society takes an interest in them” (1976, p. 9; emphasis added). Taking into
account these statements, victimology is the study of victimization that includes the
analysis of the victim-offender relationship as well as the victim's experiences with the
criminal justice system during the administration of justice (Mendelsohn, 1976; van Dijk,
1999; Viano, 1983). Ultimately, the field of victimology includes two overarching goals:
(1) to prevent victimization from happening in the first place and (2) to minimize the
harm post-victimization as well as prevent repeat victimizations (Mendelsohn, 1976).

Media Byte 1.1: Perfect Victims—Revictimizing
Survivors of Crime

As the victimology field has developed, there has been greater recognition
and understanding of crime victims as unique individuals. Specifically, journal-
ists and scholars alike have continued to challenge the idea of a “perfect vic-
tim,” because factors associated with that concept are largely not grounded
in reality and are often based on inaccurate beliefs about crime. In this Media
Byte, read the following news article:

Katie McDonough. “The ‘Perfect Victim’ Myth: How Attempts to Discredit
Rape Survivors Stand in the Way of Real Change.” Salon. February 3, 2015.
(www.salon.com/2015/02/03/the_perfect_victim_myth_how_attempts_to_
discredit_individual_survivors_stand_in_the_way_of_real_change/)

After reading the above news story, answer the following questions in a
brief response:

In thinking about rape and sexual assault, what actions and characteristics imme-
diately come to your mind when you think of “offender” and “victim"?

After writing down how you conceptualize those two terms, check out Proj-
ect Unbreakable (http:/projectunbreakable.tumblr.com/). Note the sur-
vivors’ stories and whether they challenge the list created to address
question 1.



http://www.salon.com/2015/02/03/the_perfect_victim_myth_how_attempts_to_discredit_individual_survivors_stand_in_the_way_of_real_change/
http://www.salon.com/2015/02/03/the_perfect_victim_myth_how_attempts_to_discredit_individual_survivors_stand_in_the_way_of_real_change/
http://projectunbreakable.tumblr.com/

Describe in a brief reaction paper the consequences associated with uphold-
ing the idea of a “perfect victim” on a societal level, in terms of how
crime is understood and responded to, and on an individual level for both
the offender and the survivor.

The following quote from Frederick Wertham's (1949) text entitled The Show
of Violence underscores the importance of victimology in the overall understanding
of crime: “One cannot understand the psychology of the murderer if one does not
understand the sociology of the victim. What we need is a science of victimology”
(as cited in Fattah, 1989). While this holistic understanding of crime has steadily pro-
gressed since the 1970s, most studies prior to the 20th century placed little emphasis
on crime victims (Mendelsohn, 1976; Schneider, 2001; van Dijk, 1999; Viano, 1983,
1976). Interestingly, as Fattah (2000) notes, some of the earliest works examining
crime victims were outside academia and are found in literature and poetry. To under-
stand the state of victimology then, it is important to revisit this history, including the
work of its pioneers, and learn how the field progressed.
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The History and Early Pioneers of Victimology

An overview of early criminological works, particularly before the 20th century, shows
a notable dearth of information on victims of crime (Fattah, 2000; Viano, 1976). This
is not to state that there was a complete absence of discussion about crime victims
(Viano, 1983), but rather that scholarly activity focused on perpetrators of crime.
A review of early criminological works reveals some discussion of crime victims as seen
through the writings of Beccaria (1764) and Lombroso (1876) (as cited in Dussich,
2006; Schafer, 1977), but, again, many criminology studies during this time focused
on understanding the origins of crime through examining only the actions of the
offender (Schneider, 2001). However, interest in the suffering of victims accelerated
in the aftermath of World War II, and victimology began emerging from the broader
field of criminology (Fattah, 2000).

Activity 1.1: Criminology and Victimology—Related but Different

Students should spend a few moments reviewing an area of criminal research that is of
interest to them. After researching their selected area, students should construct three re-
search questions related to that field from a criminological perspective. After sharing a few
examples and parsing out the elements of the questions that center the lines of inquiry with-
in criminology, students should then rework their same research questions from a victimo-
logical perspective. After sharing a few examples, spend time parsing out the elements of
the questions that center the lines of inquiry within victimology as opposed to criminology.




Table 1.1 Mendelsohn’s (1956) Victim Culpability Spectrum With Examples

Level of Victim Culpability Examples

Completely Innocent An individual killed while sleeping at home

Victim With Minor Guilt An individual robbed after displaying money

Victim as Guilty as Offender An individual killed during a drug transaction

Victim More Guilty than Offender  Anindividual killed after initiating a physical altercation
Most Guilty Victim An individual killed while committing a robbery
Imaginary Victim An individual who pretends that he/she was victimized

(as cited in Schafer, 1977)

Several early pioneers in victimology made lasting impacts on the field, and, inter-
estingly, many began their careers in the legal profession. For example, Benjamin Men-
delsohn (1900-1998) was an Israeli criminal law scholar (van Dijk, 1999) who coined
the term victimology in a paper presentation in Bucharest, Romania, in 1947 and
used it in a paper entitled “A New Branch of Bio-Psycho-Social Science: Victimology”
in 1946 (Mendelsohn, 1963; The Victimologist, 1998). As a criminal defense lawyer,
Mendelsohn, like many victimologists of the day, was interested in understanding
how victims' actions contributed to criminal activity (van Dijk, 1999; Viano, 1976).
Although there is some disagreement about whether he was the first to use the term
or whether it was an American psychiatrist named Frederick Wertham in 1949 (Fattah,
2000), Mendelsohn continued to shape the field with his writings until his death in
January 1998 (The Victimologist, 1998). Indeed, one of his lasting contributions to the
field was the creation of a typology (see Table 1.1) delineating the responsibility of the
victim versus the offender in criminal events, which ranged from completely innocent
to completely guilty.

Although Mendelsohn was a pivotal member of the victimology field, the con-
tributions made by Hans von Hentig, whom Mendelsohn himself cites (1963), were
equally as important. Unlike many victimologists, Hans von Hentig (1887-1974)
began his career as an academic and scholar with a keen focus on the role of victims
in criminal activity (Viano, 1976). In his pursuit to understand the etiology of victim-
ization, von Hentig was especially concerned about the interaction between victims
and offenders and the exchanges that led to criminal events (Mendelsohn, 1963).
Von Hentig's interest resulted in one of the most influential works in the field, The
Criminal and His Victim (1948), in which he identified several victim risk factors that
were important for understanding the genesis of crime (see Table 1.2). His seminal
work, along with similar works of other victimologists of the period (e.g., Fattah,



Table 1.2 Von Hentig’s Victim Risk Factors'

Victim Characteristics Proneness to Crime Stems From
1. The Young Emotional and Physical Vulnerability
2. Females Physical Vulnerability
3. The Old Mental and Physical Vulnerability;
Access to Wealth
4. The Mentally Defective Vulnerability From Defect or
or Deranged Through Substance Use
5. Immigrants Challenges in Assimilation into a New Culture
6. Minorities Discrimination and Prejudice From Inequality
7. Dull Normal Lack of Awareness and General Naivete
8. The Depressed Failing to Exercise Due Care
9. The Acquisitive Greed and Recklessness
10. The Wanton Lack of Appropriate Sensibilities
11. The Lonesome and Heartbroken Desire for Companionship and Recklessness
12. Tormentor An Abusive Environment That Often Spans Years

13. The Blocked, Exempted, Fighting The Inability to Defend Against Attacks

(Von Hentig, 1948, Schafer, 1977)

Mendelsohn), also contributed to later debates surrounding whether victims were
responsible, in whole or in part, for their own victimization (van Dijk, 1999).

Similar to Mendelsohn, Ezzat A. Fattah (b. 1929) began his career as a lawyer. In
that capacity he witnessed the inhumane treatment of incarcerated offenders (Viano,
1976). It was through this position, and the reading of notable works like von Hen-
tig's The Criminal and His Victim, that Fattah realized that systemic change in terms
of crime prevention would occur only after researchers developed a holistic under-
standing of the origins of criminal activity (Viano, 1976). This holistic understanding
required the consideration of the interactions and relationships between offenders
and victims as well as the contributions of each to the criminal event itself (Viano,
1976). In pursuit of this goal, Fattah studied homicides committed during robberies
in order to understand what contributed to the criminal event—including the vic-
tim’s own actions (Viano, 1976). He, like many other eminent victimologists, also
attempted to construct a way of understanding victimization risks along a type of
continuum (see Table 1.3).



Table 1.3 Fattah’s Victim Classification Scheme

Victim Classes Characterized By

Non-Participating Victims A lack of contribution or participation in the crime

Latent or Predisposed Presence of risk factors that increase the likelihood

Victims of crime

Provocative Victims Engaging in actions that lead to the genesis of a crime

Participating Victims Engaging in actions that facilitate the genesis of a
crime

False Victims The lack of actual victimization perpetrated by another
individual

(as cited in Schafer, 1977)
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Sara Margery Fry (1874-1958) was particularly progressive for the period in which
she lived. Similar to Fattah, her passion stemmed from witnessing the inhumane treat-
ment of incarcerated offenders, and she worked throughout her life to improve the
criminal justice system for both offenders and victims (Viano, 1976). Perhaps most
importantly, Fry advocated for improved treatment of offenders without de-emphasizing
the harm victims experienced in the aftermath of crime (Viano, 1976). After experienc-
ing a crime herself, Fry worked tirelessly in England to encourage the establishment of
a compensation fund for crime victims, which ultimately occurred in 1964 (Dussich,
2006; Viano, 1976). Additionally, her efforts led to the development of similar programs
around the world—including in the United States (Viano, 1983).

Activity 1.2: Crime Victims Compensation Fund

Students should review the process of applying for funding through their state’s crime
victim compensation program. After locating the program, students should review what
the funds can and cannot be used for. In this review, students should pay particular atten-
tion to what gaps may exist in victim services and whether these gaps can be filled. Aside
from these areas of inquiry, students should answer the following questions either as an
individual assignment or as a group:

1. What are the eligibility rules to apply for reimbursement?

2. If a sexual assault victim does not want to formally report the attack to law enforcement, is
he/she still eligible to receive assistance?

3. Who should complete this application?

If you are a spouse or family member of a crime victim, are you able to apply to have com-

=

pensation for counseling as well?

What types of lost earnings are reimbursable?

If you are the spouse of the victim, are you able to receive compensation for lost wages?
What type of funeral and death benefits may you apply for?

Can anyone apply for reimbursement due to pain and suffering?

L o N o u

Is travel to/from doctor appointments covered?

As these profiles illustrate, awareness of victims as important components of
criminal events was occurring across the globe. This interest eventually led to the
founding of the Institute for Victimology at Keio University (Tokyo, Japan) in 1969,



which was largely the result of efforts by Koichi Miyazawa (b. 1930) (Viano, 1976).
Miyazawa’s interest in victimology originated during his early studies in criminology,
when he realized that the role of victims in the genesis of criminal events was an
underresearched area ripe for investigation (Viano, 1976). However, at that time,
many of the works by early victimologists were not accessible to Japanese scholars
(Viano, 1976). Therefore, Miyazawa's text Basic Problems and Concepts in Victimol-
ogy, in which he synthesized the essential and important victimological works of the
time in Japanese, was particularly significant (Viano, 1976). Aside from creating this
accessibility, Miyazawa's Basic Problems also presented a theoretical framework for
understanding victimization (Viano, 1976).

Textbook Author Spotlight

Dr. Catherine D. Marcum, Appalachian State University

Biography: Dr. Marcum grew up in West Virginia and
aspired to a career in academia. As of this writing, she
has authored or coauthored over 45 peer-reviewed
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She lives in North Carolina with her husband and two
children.

Favorite Part of Teaching: | love watching my stu-
dents succeed. The best part of my job is hearing
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Research Interests and Areas: cybercrime victimization and offending, sexual
victimization, correctional issues

Education:

Ph.D.  Criminology, Indiana University of Pennsylvania
M.S. Criminal Justice, Marshall University

B.S. Criminal Justice, West Virginia State University
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Stephen Schafer (1911-1976) also began his career as a lawyer and pivoted
toward academia after escaping persecution during World War Il (Viano, 1976). His
interest in victimology first arose during late adolescence, when he noticed that vic-
tims were largely overlooked in the administration of justice despite the harm these
individuals experienced (Viano, 1976). Years later, he spent considerable time parsing
out the “functional responsibility” victims had in criminal events (Viano, 1976, p. 224).
Indeed, in his seminal work, Victimology: The Victim and His Criminal, Schafer (1977)
criticized victimization studies for the lack of attention placed on the criminal-victim
relationship, which he emphasized should be a central line of inquiry in the field.

Aside from calling attention to the perceived misdirection in the field, Schafer (1977)
also proposed a typology that sought to overcome some of the challenges associated
with previous frameworks that he noted were largely “speculative guesswork” (p. 45).
In contrast to previous frameworks, Schafer's (1977) typology (see Table 1.4) accounted
for both behavioral and social characteristics that contributed to the genesis of crime.
Moreover, he sought to ensure that his framework was applicable and transferable to
various types of crimes (Schafer, 1977). According to Schafer (1977), his ultimate goal
in constructing this typology was to provide an instrument by which the responsibility
of both the offender and the victim could be assessed in the criminal-victim relationship.

Table 1.4 Schafer’s Victim Responsibility Typology

Type Responsibility Determination
Unrelated Victims Criminal is solely responsible; there is no relationship
to the victim
Provocative Shared responsibility between criminal and victim
Victims because of victim’s provocation

Precipitative
Victims

Biologically Weak
Victims

Socially Weak
Victims

Self-victimizing
Victims
Political Victims

Shared responsibility between criminal and victim
because of victim’'s carelessness

Shared responsibility between criminal and larger
society, which failed to protect the victim despite
his/her inherent vulnerabilities

Shared responsibility between criminal and larger society,
which failed to protect the victim despite his/her
socially vulnerable position

The victim is completely responsible and is considered
a criminal-victim

Victim is not responsible, because of his/her lack of
socio-political capital




Although the previously noted scholars contributed to the rapid evolution of victi-
mology, over time their work has drawn substantial criticism and debate given the vic-
tim-blaming nature of their typologies. In order to understand the origin of this debate
and how these discussions continue to shape the field today, the next section of this
chapter discusses the different areas of victimological thought beyond any particular
scholar’s work. In this discussion, we also explain and explore important concepts
regarding the victim’s role in criminal events (e.qg., victim-precipitation, victim-provoca-
tion, and victim-facilitation) that largely developed because of these scholars’ works.

Activity 1.3: Who Is Responsible for Crime?

Students should form teams, read the following widely shared (unattributed) vignette,
and assign responsibility to each individual accordingly. The group must reach a consensus
in order to complete this assignment.

There is a river with a bridge over it, and a WIFE and her HUSBAND live in a house
on one side. The WIFE has a LOVER who lives on the other side of the river, and the only
way to cross the river is to walk across the bridge or ask the BOATMAN to take her. One
day, the HUSBAND tells his WIFE that he is leaving on a business trip. The WIFE pleads for
him to take her because she knows if he does not, she will cheat on him. The HUSBAND
refuses; he thinks she will get in the way of business. When he is gone, the WIFE goes over
the bridge and stays with her LOVER. The night passes, and the sun is almost up when
the WIFE leaves because she has to get home before her HUSBAND. She starts to cross the
bridge but sees an ASSASSIN waiting for her on the other side. She knows if she crosses,
she will die. She runs to the BOATMAN to get a ride, but he wants fifty cents. The WIFE has
no money, so he refuses to take her. The WIFE runs back to the LOVER's house and explains
her problem, asking for fifty cents to pay the boatman. The LOVER refuses, telling her it
is her fault for getting into the situation. Dawn arrives, and in a fit of terror, she dashes
across the bridge. When she faces the ASSASSIN, he takes out a large knife and stabs her
until she is dead.

Rank the following in order of who is MOST responsible for these events:

___Assassin
___Boatman

___Husband

__lLover

___Wife

After completing this assignment, students should provide a detailed explanation of how
they assessed responsibility in this case.




12

Areas of Victimological Thought
Penal Victimology

The focus on the understanding of victims as dynamic components of crime with
varying degrees of responsibility dominated many early works in victimology, and,
because of the nature of these studies, these lines of inquiry are referred to as penal
victimology (van Dijk, 1999). Penal victimology, sometimes also known as interaction-
ist victimology (van Dijk, 1999), broadly describes studies that focus on the interac-
tion and relationship between offenders and victims within the confines of criminal
law (van Dijk, 1999). In addition to these terms, some have referred to this field as
positivist victimology given these scholars’ heavy utilization of crime surveys in early
studies (Walklate, 1990). Although the chief criticism of penal victimology has been
the victim-blaming nature of the research, van Dijk (1999) notes that early works in
this area were important attempts to improve crime prevention efforts through the
greater understanding of criminal events. Moreover, studies in this area of victimology
led to the development of three important concepts meant to provide an understand-
ing of the victim’s role in criminal events: victim-precipitation, victim-facilitation, and
victim-provocation.

Marvin Wolfgang was the first scholar to empirically evaluate the concept of vic-
tim-precipitation in his study of homicides (1957). Although he focused his investigation
on homicide, Wolfgang's (1957) description of victim-precipitation is easily applicable
to all crimes: “The term victim-precipitated is applied to those criminal homicides in
which the victim is a direct, positive precipitator in the crime” (p. 2; emphasis added).
In other words, victim-precipitation broadly refers to a victim’s actions or behaviors
that prompted the crime itself (Meier & Miethe, 1993). Ultimately, Wolfgang (1957)
found that out of 588 criminal homicide cases, 26% were victim-precipitated. Aside
from this finding, Wolfgang (1957) also identified several characteristics that were
important in the comparison of victim-precipitated homicides to non-victim-precipi-
tated homicides: biological sex, race, relationship status, substance use.

Victim-provocation is similar to victim-precipitation, but the former arguably car-
ries the most culpability in terms of assessing victim-responsibility. The greater cul-
pability stems from the victim engaging in some provocation that leads to the onset
of crime (Daigle & Muftic, 2015). For example, a patron at a bar becomes enraged
and extremely hostile toward the establishment’s management at closing time. In the
course of the exchange, the patron grabs a knife and charges at one of the managers.



The manager responds by shooting the patron. Victimologists would likely agree that
this case illustrates victim-provocation, because the patron would have left unharmed
if it were not for his own actions.

In terms of gauging responsibility, victim-facilitation is associated with the least
amount of culpability compared to victim-precipitation or victim-provocation. Vic-
tim-facilitation describes situations in which a crime occurs because of victim care-
lessness in safeguarding themselves or their property (Daigle & Muftic, 2015). For
example, a home that is burglarized after the homeowner neglects to lock the front
door certainly does not excuse the offender, but the crime was easier for the perpetra-
tor to commit given the lack of security.

The previous categories, largely derived from early works in penal victimology,
continue to provide ways of understanding the victim’s role in the genesis of crime.
However, distinctions between these categories are far from absolute and can be
difficult to parse out. Moreover, each of these concepts entails assigning some level
of responsibility to the victim for his/her own victimization, which is widely referred
to as victim-blaming. Perhaps the most infamous penal victimological study, one that
spurred great debate regarding the appropriateness of assigning responsibility for vic-
timization to victims themselves, was Menachem Amir's (1967) study titled Victim
Precipitated Forcible Rape.

Amir, a student of Wolfgang, essentially followed his mentor’s prior work, but
focused on victim-precipitated forcible rape instead of on victim-precipitated homi-
cide. To conduct his study, he also looked at data from the Philadelphia Police Depart-
ment comprising 646 forcible rapes (Amir, 1967). He defined victim-precipitation as
“those rape situations in which the victim actually, or so it was deemed, agreed to sex-
ual relations but retracted before the actual act or did not react strongly enough when
suggestion was made by the offender” (1967, p. 495). He ultimately found that 122
cases of forcible rape were victim-precipitated (Amir, 1967). In terms of differences
between victim-precipitated forcible rape and non-victim-precipitated forcible rape,
Amir (1967) noted a greater proportion of victim-precipitated forcible rapes involved
the use of alcohol and victims with “bad reputations” among other characteristics.

Amir's (1967) overall study, as well as some of the specific risk factors he reports
on (i.e., "bad reputation”), was immediately attacked both in and outside academia
as a flawed and ill-conceived study (Meier & Miethe, 1993; van Dijk, 1999). To under-
stand this response to Amir’s study, it is important that readers are familiar with the
socio-political climate of that day. During the 1970s, the women'’s rights movement
(see Chapter 3) was advocating for an end to systemic forms of gender oppression
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as well as greater recognition of crimes against women in the criminal justice system.
In this movement, feminists, or individuals who advocated for gender equality, both
in and outside of academia, were also increasingly calling attention to the idea that
crimes against women (e.g., domestic abuse, rape, and other forms of sexual violence)
were a result of systemic gender inequality. Given this context, opponents of Amir’s
research, which suggests that (at least a portion) of forcible rapes were caused by
the victim, strongly challenged his findings by arguing that he had ignored the larger
cultural and structural systems of oppression that also contributed to violence against
women (van Dijk, 1999).

The controversy surrounding Amir’s study led to important conversations in the
nascent victimology field. As van Dijk noted (1999), whereas early pioneers in victi-
mology approached the study of criminal-victim relationships with balanced concern
for offenders and victims, a new generation of victimologists recognized that cultural
and structural constraints were important factors in considering the victim’s role in
the genesis of crime. Moreover, concerns surrounding the appropriateness of assign-
ing responsibility to victims for their own victimization persisted, and likely led to an
overall pivot in victimology such that the field became a platform to advocate for
victims (Fattah, 2000). Related to this pivot were conversations regarding the scope
of victimology and whether the field should be bounded by criminal law or involve all
types of victimization (van Dijk, 1999). Those who follow the latter precept are called
general victimologists.

Activity 1.4: Victim-Blaming and Portrayals in Popular Media

Research indicates that what the media laypersons consume often contributes to their
beliefs about crime—including about offenders and victims (Surett, 1998). While per-
sonal experiences with crime undoubtedly have a greater impact on individuals, crime
dramas are powerful vehicles for shaping the perceptions of those who lack knowledge
of the criminal justice system. It is in the latter case where crime victims are especially
hurt by crime dramas, particularly those who engage in victim-blaming. In this activity,
students should watch the Law & Order: Special Victims Unit episode from season 14
entitled “Funny Valentine.” During the episode, students should pay particular attention
to victim-blaming actions or statements and document accordingly. Students should also
be cognizant that victim-blaming can be very indirect and subtle, but it carries the same
intention and meaning as any other form of shaming.



1. Briefly summarize the plot of the episode.
What characteristics describe the victim? The perpetrator?
3. Describe instances of racism, sexism, or any other type of discrimination or prejudice seen in
the episode.
Describe all instances of victim-blaming, including who engages in it.
Describe how the documented instances of victim-blaming affect the victim.
Describe how the documented instances of victim-blaming might affect a real victim of
domestic abuse.

o v s

General Victimology

Although Mendelsohn’s (1963) early work in victimology was oriented toward under-
standing the genesis of crime, he later advocated that all forms of victimization were
rightfully within the purview of victimology (1976). In other words, Mendelsohn (1976)
envisioned that victimology was rightfully considered as a separate area of social science
focused on victimization broadly and not as a subfield within criminology. Included in this
broad field were harms that resulted from crime, but also the environment, technology,
and social trends (Mendelsohn, 1976). In the course of advocating for this expanded
scope, Mendelsohn (1976) also called for formal organizations as well as clinics designed
to promote a holistic understanding of victimization as a global problem. Given this shift
in focus to understand all forms of victimization, as well as potential remedies for harm,
general victimology is also known as assistance-oriented victimology (van Dijk, 1999).
Others have referred to this branch of victimology as radical victimology, particularly in
instances of state violence toward citizens (Mawby & Walklate, 1994).

The potential broadening of victimology to include all types of victimization was
not an idea supported by all pioneers in the field. Fattah (2000) notes that the shift in
victimology resulted in scholars assuming the role of activists, and the academic disci-
pline itself morphing into a “humanistic movement” (p. 25). Another consequence of
this pivot, according to Fattah (2000), is that there is an emphasis on assisting iden-
tifiable victims, which means there is less attention given to serious crimes without
identifiable victims, such as white-collar crime (Fattah, 2000). Finally, by emphasizing
harms stemming from victimization and advocating for increased victim remedies,
some have suggested that conservative ideologues have been emboldened to pursue
increasingly punitive crime policies (Fattah, 2000; McEvoy & McConnachie, 2012).
Concerns expressed by Fattah and others arguably led to the development of the most
recent branch of victimology: critical victimology.
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Critical Victimology

According to Chouliaris (2011; as cited in Walklate, 2015), “critical victimology . . .
engages in a twofold task: to cast light on the institutions and structural relations that
favor specific images of victimization at the expense of others (contextualization); and
to draw attention to situations that, despite producing serious victimization, are not
designated as such.” In other words, critical victimologists question how the wider
societal structure influences our conception of victimization and the conditions under
which the label “victim” is applied (Mawby & Walklate, 1994; Walklate, 1989, 1990,
2015). Relatedly, critical victimologists criticize the heavy utilization of national crime
surveys by positivist victimologists as limiting the ability to capture complex contex-
tual details about victims’ choices and lives that are intrinsically tied to class, gender,
and race (among other things) (Walklate, 1989, 1990, 2015). Critical victimologists
have also been especially disapproving of positivist victimology because of its failure
to question how the socio-political undertones of criminal law, which is crafted and
shaped by the most powerful in society, influence broader understandings of victim-
ization (Walklate 1989, 1990, 2015). Put broadly, critical victimology attempts “to
examine the wider social context in which some versions of victimology have become
more dominant than others and how those versions of victimology are interwoven
with questions of policy response and service delivery to victims of crime” (Mawby &
Walklate, 1994, p. 21).
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Summary and Future Directions

The victimology field continues to advance in terms of bringing additional under-
standing to the genesis of crime as well as the experiences of victims in navigating
the criminal justice system. Relative to the broader criminology field, the victimol-
ogy field is still young and continues to be shaped by its historical pioneers (e.qg.,
Mendelsohn, von Hentig, Schafer) as well as contemporary trailblazers. As the field
has grown, it has addressed and debated various controversies within it—such as
balancing concern between offenders and victims, victim-blaming, and challenging
various myths associated with victimization and crime victims themselves (Moriarty,
2008). As the nature of victimization changes, the field will continue to develop
and expand. For example, one emerging area of the victimology field is cyber-vic-
timology, which developed in reaction to the exploding field of cybercriminology.
In the next chapter, we present an overview of the theoretical perspectives used in
victimology.

Discussion Questions

1. Explain which branch of victimology you most identify with in terms of provid-
ing the best approach to understanding victimization. Be sure to justify your
answer.

2. Explain whether you believe victimology should be “value-free,” not a field that
advocates for social change. Be sure to justify your answer.

3. Explain why victimology is important to the understanding of criminal activity
based on information in this chapter. Be sure to justify your answer.
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Theories of Victimization

Biosocial Criminology Theory
Control Balance Theory
Feminist Perspective

Life Course Development Theory
Lifestyle Exposure Theory

Low Self-control Theory
Routine Activities Theory

Social Disorganization Theory
Social Interactionist Perspective
Social Learning Theory

Strain Theory

Structural Choice Theory
Subculture of Violence Theory

Introduction

Recall in Chapter 1, “Introduction to Victimology,” that we spent considerable time
noting the works of pioneers in the victimology field and the contributions made by
each in the understanding of the genesis of crime. In many of these early studies, risk



factors like age and gender, among others, were identified as affecting the odds of
experiencing a criminal event. However, without utilizing a theoretical perspective to
frame these risk factors, scholars have asserted that is all these findings remain—a list
of variables not grounded in any broader understanding of why these events happen
(Higgins, 2004). Thus, framing risk factors within a theoretical perspective in order to
present a holistic understanding of victimization is arguably as important as conduct-
ing the research itself.

According to the dictionary, theory is “a plausible or scientifically acceptable gen-
eral principle or body of principles offered to explain phenomena” (Theory [Def. 1],
n.d.). Before discussing several theoretical perspectives utilized to understand the gen-
esis of crime, it is important to note that no one framework is universally agreed upon
by all scholars. Each perspective noted below has strengths as well as weaknesses. In
this chapter, we present several perspectives in victimology, some of which focus on
the offender and victim selection while others focus purely on victim behaviors.

Biosocial Criminology Theory

One of the earliest pioneers of biosocial criminology theory was Dr. Lee Ellis, who uti-
lized this perspective in the understanding of rape (1991). According to the Biosocial
Criminology Association, biosocial criminology seeks to “understand the biological
and environmental influences on the development of antisocial behavior.” In other
words, biosocial criminologists investigate the perpetration and/or experiencing of
criminal activity from a vantage point that accounts for biological as well as social
factors. As mentioned, some of the earliest work utilizing this perspective focused on
rape.

In his seminal (1991) article entitled “A Synthesized (Biosocial) Theory of Rape,”
Ellis attempted to integrate and merge other perspectives on the topic into one all-
inclusive framework. At the time, many scholars utilized the following approaches to
understand this crime: (1) feminist perspective, (2) evolutionary theory, and (3) social
learning theory (Ellis, 1991). In order to understand Ellis’ attempt to integrate and
merge these theories into a biosocial criminology framework, it is necessary to discuss
each of these perspectives separately.

In terms of the feminist perspective, scholars in this field theorize that violence
against women, including rape, is ultimately an expression of power and control orig-
inating from a system of oppression and patriarchy (Ellis, 1991). From this perspective,
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rape is a symptom of the larger systemic issue of gender inequality—it is not grounded
in sexual attraction or gratification (Ellis, 1991). From an evolutionary theory perspec-
tive, rape stems from an internal motivation among males to ensure the production
of offspring (Ellis, 1991). Finally, from a social learning theory perspective, rape is the
result of individuals internalizing sexist attitudes and beliefs, such as those depicted
through mass media, and then acting on those antisocial norms (Ellis, 1991). Given
that these perspectives speak to both biological (e.g., evolutionary theory) and social
(e.g., feminist perspective; social learning theory) causes of violence, Ellis (1991) lev-
eraged each of their respective strengths in his construction of a biosocial theory of
rape.

From Ellis” (1991) biosocial criminology perspective, rape occurs as a result of
the following four biosocial factors: (1) men’s biological drive as well as social drive
to “possess” another person; (2) men’s desire to continue their lineage through the
production of multiple offspring, which for men generally does not require the same
level of investment as it does for women; (3) men’s learned and internalized attitudes
and beliefs about sexual activity perpetrated through mass media; and (4) men’s hor-
monal differences compared to women’s. In a later study focused on revisiting the
biosocial criminological perspective on rape, Ellis and Widmayer (2008) found sup-
port for applying this perspective to sexual violence. In that study, the scholars found
that non-rapists had fewer sexual partners than rapists, because, arguably, offenders
sought to ensure the continuance of their lineage (Ellis & Widmayer, 2008). Moreover,
findings indicated that the relationship between an offender and a survivor post-vic-
timization varied depending on whether an offspring might be produced (Ellis & Wid-
mayer, 2008). In addition to applying biosocial criminology to rape, scholars in the
field have also used this perspective in understanding father-daughter incest.

In the 1986 study by Parker and Parker, the scholars used biosocial criminology to
explain the etiology of father-daughter incest. The scholars hypothesized that humans
are incest-avoidant given biological issues that arise in the resulting offspring (Parker &
Parker, 1986). To support this