CAUSE AND EFFECT CRIMINOLOGY ESSAY EXAMPLE

The Effects of Mass Incarcerati
Community Crime Rates

on Family Stability and

Introduction

Mass incarceration in the Unite@ St ces measurable effects on family stability

and community crime rates t
primary income earner is incarce
percent, according to resear ildeman and Western (2010), and children in affected
households show elevated %havioral problems, school disengagement, and
ment. This essay traces the causal chain from high
incarceration rates throu ruption to the downstream effects on community

social controls and t%a hose controls suppress.

Effect One: nomie Disruption in Affected Households

eyond the individuals sentenced. When a
sehold income drops by an average of 22

eventual criminal justice

The most immedi measurable effect of incarceration on families is economic. The

perce act concentrated in households already below the median income
level d Western (2010) found that this income shock increases the probability
of food in ity, housing instability, and reliance on public assistance in affected

0 30 percent compared to similar individuals without conviction records,
Bureau of Justice Statistics longitudinal data.

Effect Two: Developmental Consequences for Children

Children with an incarcerated parent experience developmental consequences that the
research literature associates with elevated long-term criminal justice risk. Murray and
Farrington (2008) conducted a longitudinal study of over 400 males in London and found
that parental incarceration during childhood was associated with antisocial behavior,
school failure, and eventual criminal conviction at rates significantly higher than for
comparable children whose parents had not been incarcerated. The causal mechanism
appears to operate through two pathways: reduced parental supervision and monitoring
during the period of incarceration, and the stigma and behavioral disruption produced by



the removal event itself.

Effect Three: Weakened Community So

Ci ontrols
At the community level, high rates of incarcerati n the informal social controls that
suppress crime independent of formal poli ial control theory, developed by Hirschi
(1969) and extended by Sampson and (1 , holds that community crime rates are
determined partly by the density of soci mong residents: employment ties, family
obligations, neighborhood relationships: carceration systematically disrupts these
bonds by removing adults fro om%concentrating that removal in specific
neighborhoods, and returnin ividuals with weakened employment prospects and
fractured family relationships. Rese y Clear (2007) found that in neighborhoods
where incarceration rates exg¢eededya certain concentration threshold, the removal of

orhood crime rates rather than decreasing them.

individuals actually increa

Conclusion

Mass incarceration p causal chain that reaches from individual households into

the social fab ire munities. The direct effects on family income and child
development\S ented. The secondary effects on community social controls —
the informal upervision, employment, and relationship that deter crime — are
less visible b consequential. Understanding this causal chain does not argue for

ca on as a policy tool but establishes that incarceration is not a bounded
Its effects spread through families and communities in ways that standard

sentencing sis does not account for, and any honest assessment of incarceration as

uction strategy must include those downstream effects in the calculation.
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