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Classical and Positivist Schools of Criminology
Similarities
The classical and positivist schools of criminology are both essential to understanding criminals and crimes. The main similarity between them is that both of them attempt to explain why people commit crime (Vito & Maahs, 2015). 
Both schools share the idea that involvement in crime is a consequence of human nature (Williams & McShane, 2010).
Both schools also provide different ways through which crime can be reduced or stopped. Additionally, they have greatly influenced how a criminal and crime is handled in the criminal justice system (Vito & Maahs, 2015).
Differences
Classical school employ philosophy in an attempt to understand why people commit crimes. Positivist school on the other hand employ science to understand the distinct characteristics of those who commit crimes and analyze what drives them to engage in criminal activities (Williams & McShane, 2010).
Classical school views crime as any act that goes contrary to the set laws. The rules and regulations put in place are meant to be followed and any deviance from the set regulations is considered a crime. Positivist school on the other hand argue that only deeds that are inherently wicked should be considered as crimes. Any act done with good intentions or unconsciously is therefore not considered a serious crime under the positivist school (Taylor et al., 2013).
Classical school lays emphasis on punishment as a way of deterring crime. In this school, people will be afraid of committing crime due to fear of the grave consequences. Contrarily, positivist school lays more emphasis on reformation of criminals. The proponents argue that criminals will be good if given a chance to reform and integrate back into society (Taylor et al., 2013).
In classical theory, the offender commits a crime intentionally after thorough consideration. The argument is that humans have rational thinking that lets them know whether what they are doing is good or bad. On the contrary, positivist school proponents posit that there are factors other than rational thinking that may lead a person to commit crime. These factors may include psychological. Sociological, or biological factors (Williams & McShane, 2010).
Classical school mainly focuses on the crime rather than the person who commits it. As long as a crime has been committed then the offender is a criminal and deserves punishment (Taylor et al., 2013).  Positivist school on the other hand focuses on the offender. The argument in this school is that the motive behind the crime has to be known before the offender is considered a criminal.
In the classical school, people who commit the same crime are equal and therefore have to be given the same punishment. Contrarily, Positivists argue that punishments should be different even if the crime is the same depending on the motives and drives behind the crime (Vito & Maahs, 2015).
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