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Crime and deviance in society
Introduction
Have you ever asked yourself why some people commit crimes in society? Why do some people fail to conform to the laid down rules? Can we have a community where all people conform to the laid down rules and regulations such that there are no criminals? Is there a time when we will all live peacefully without some of us offending? Can deviant social behavior be fully controlled? What function does deviance play in society? These are some of the many questions that one must ask themselves when dealing with the sociology of deviance and social control. Emile Durkheim's functionalist theory can be used to answer these questions. Durkheim was a French sociologist who came up with the functionalist approach to explain the structure of society. According to him, a society functions like a human body where every part is important and work together as a system. He perceived society as a system of interrelated parts where no element can function without another. Durkheim not only viewed crime and delinquent behavior as a regular occurrence in society, but he also believed that it was a necessary and essential occurrence in the societal system. This paper analyzes Durkheim's theory of functionalism and how it helps us understand crime and deviance as well as the general society today. I selected this topic of crime and deviance because I wanted to learn why there will always be criminals in society and the significance of having criminals in the community. 

Assumptions
When I started investigating this topic, I had numerous assumptions. First, I thought that criminal are evil people who do are not important in society at all. I perceived criminals as people who cause disturbance to society and bad people. Secondly, I thought that deviant behavior is not normal and is unnecessary in society.  I did not see any role played by deviance in society. Again, I had the assumption that it is possible to have a community where people do not commit crimes or are not deviant. In other words, I thought that we could have a society where we live peacefully with no one breaking the law or being deviant.  

Functionalism perspective
 	A crime is a behavior that violates laws and social norms. Governments usually enact written laws to prevent these behaviors.  The society uses informal control methods such as ostracism, dismemberment, and other forms of punishment while the state uses formal means of social control such as police, judges, prosecutors and prisons. However, some people in society usually go against these set laws- they break the law. People who do not conform to the written rules are thought to have committed crimes and are called criminals. The society and the state try as much as possible to prevent people from committing crimes.  Such people can be arrested and arraigned in court and sentenced or can be reprimanded or warned. While we may view lawbreakers as strange or evil people in society, Emile Durkheim believed that such people are an integral part of society (Thompson, 2003). He believed that criminal and deviant activities were a normal occurrence in society. Durkheim sees society as a complex system whose parts work together to promote social stability. According to structural functionalism, society is made up of various institutions that act harmoniously like body organs. Like body parts, these institutions are essential and are needed in the functioning of society. This theory interprets each part of society in terms of how it contributes to the stability of the whole society. Central to functionalist perspective is the idea that the society is held together by consensus and not conflict (Pope, 1975).
According to Thompson (2003), Emile Durkheim believed that deviance is an essential component of a functional society. A society cannot function well without deviance. Durkheim asserted that deviance had three effects on society. First, deviance is meant to challenge the general perspective of the population, which can lead to social change by pointing out a flaw in society. Secondly, Durkheim argued that deviant acts support existing social norm and beliefs by evoking the society to discipline the actors. Thirdly, reactions to deviant activity can contribute to social support among the people affected by the activity. Durkheim believed that deviance was a catalyst for social change and development. Parts of the society such as government, family, media, education, and religion are designed to fill different societal needs. These institutions work together to create a harmonious society. For example, the government provides education to children of the family, while the family pays taxes to the government (Thompson, 2003).  
Based on Durkheim's ideas, Robert Merton developed the social strain theory, which proposed a typology of deviant behavior. According to this theory, social structures pressure citizens to commit crimes. Merton illustrated possible discrepancies between culturally defined goals and the means for achieving such goals without breaking the law (Merton, 1938). He came up with five types of deviance based on a person's belief in how to attain life goals. These are conformity, innovation, ritualism, retreatism, and rebellion. Rebellion typically results in individuals committing crimes because it involves rejecting both cultural goals and institutionalized means of achieving such goals and replacing them with other means that results usually in breaking the law. For example, a person who fails to achieve his/her goals may opt to steal or sell drugs to achieve his goals. However, this is against the set rules by the government. Emile Durkheim and Robert Merton concur that crime is inevitable in society; in fact, crime is beneficial to society and contributes to the well-being of society. However, too much crime is dangerous as it can result in anarchy and collapse of society. This is why institutions of control are essential to check and limit the amount of crime in society (Merton, 1938).  
Validity of assumption
From the above explanation of the functionalist theory, all my assumptions were wrong. First, crime is inevitable. In other words, deviant people must be and will always be there. As long as people have different ideologies, some will ever break the law, and that is normal. Secondly, it was wrong for me to assume that people who violate the law are evil and useless because according to Durkheim, crime performs positive functions in society such as social regulation, social integration, and social change. Again I was wrong to assume that we can have a society without criminals or deviants. Functionalist perspective has explained that deviance is a regular and necessary occurrence in society (Brown, M. (2013).
The most disturbing thing I found from this inquiry paper is the inevitable nature of crime in society. It was bothering to learn that crime and deviance are unavoidable. I would have wished that there is a way in which society can deal with criminals such that there are no more crimes in society.
The most unexpected thing I learned is that crime, and delinquent behavior is not only a regular occurrence in society, they are also necessary and vital occurrences in society. How can crime be of any importance? Well, Durkheim answers. It was surprising to learn that crime is the recipe for social integration and change and that it is an integral element of the society. “Society cannot function well without crime.” I didn’t expect such a statement!
Conclusion
In conclusion, the functionalist theory helps explain the nature of our society today. The knowledge about the nature of society in regards to crime and deviance has changed my perspective of thinking. I have learned that even the worst people we think about are important in our society. A thief can be important in your life as he/she can trigger social change. Durkheim explains that crime and deviance are beneficial to society as it contributes to social order (Brown, 2013). The society is run by a consensus and not conflict, and those different institutions in society are needed to create a harmonious society.  
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