Running head: POSITIVISM AND CLASSICAL THEORY		1
POSITIVISM AND CLASSICAL THEORY		4

[bookmark: _GoBack]



Differences between Positivism and the Classical Theory of Criminology
Student’s Name
Institutional Affiliation

Differences between Positivism and the Classical Theory of Criminology
The 18th-century Italian jurist Cesare Beccaria was the first person ever to consider studying criminology as a science (Ahlswede & Blinovsky, 2007). He felt that criminals and the concept of crime had yet been fully understood in human society, and this contributed to the inhumane treatment of criminals. He felt, therefore, that there was a need to study criminology and seek to understand it better. Since Mr. Cesare Beccaria suggested the study of criminology, several theories have been posited to explain criminal behavior. This paper examines the fundamental differences between the classical and positivism theories of criminology and the extent to which they have informed modern society’s understanding of criminology. 
Cesare Beccaria posited the classical theory of criminology as a response to the cruel manner in which criminals were treated during the Enlightenment period. He felt that most punishments were not reciprocal to the magnitude of the crime committed and felt that the death punishment was unjustifiable (Ahlswede & Blinovsky, 2007). The reason for punishment should be to correct behavior rather than to kill, demoralize or to torture one just for the sake of it. The basis of Beccaria’s position was that all people are created equal, and thus all deserve equal treatment (Ahlswede & Blinovsky, 2007). The cause of crime is that people have free will, making them able to discern right from wrong. Therefore, if all men use the same thought process and premises in choosing to commit a crime, they must then all suffer the same consequences for such actions. Punishable conduct, posited Cesare Beccaria, should only that which infringes on or violates the freedoms of others within society. Since crimes were the result of free will, they had to be punished as fast as possible and in proportion to their magnitude.
The positivism theory of criminology differs from the classical theory in just about every aspect. The most glaring difference, perhaps, is the denial of free will as a factor in criminology. The basis for this denial was the belief that all people are different and therefore hold different views of what is right and what is wrong (Rodriguez-Blanco & Zambrano, 2018). Therefore, depending on internal and external factors, different people would have different views on crime. For this school of thought, criminology was a behavior, either inborn or acquired, rather than conduct. Behavior is more deeply trenched into a person’s character than conduct, thus indicating a criminal had little chance of changing their behavior. 
The key proponent of the positivism theory was Cesare Lombroso, an Italian military physician (Rodriguez-Blanco & Zambrano, 2018). His methods and beliefs were perhaps the most misguided in the history of criminology. For instance, he held that most criminals are born that way and that there some physical features which could be used to identify criminals, such as their head-sizes and their cheekbones (Rodriguez-Blanco & Zambrano, 2018). However, some more tenable positions were held by theorists in this school of thought. Key of these is that criminal behavior can be caused by environmental conditions such as societal pressures (Rodriguez-Blanco & Zambrano, 2018). Recent research has confirmed this position, showing that people born into poor socio-economic backgrounds are more likely to commit crimes than those who are not. Positivism has also inspired some of the modern practices in the criminal system. Some of these include classification of criminals as habitual offenders as well as the recognition of sanity and insanity and their role in criminal behavior. The key differences between positivism and the classical theory are that the latter seeks to punish the crime while the latter seeks to punish the criminal. 
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