CAUSE AND EFFECT CRIMINOLOGY ESSAY EXAMPLE

How Neighborhood Disinv

est t Increases Violent
Crime Rates
Introduction %

Neighborhood disinvestment he %I of public services, private capital, and
institutional support from spe gra areas — produces measurable increases in
cau [
ni

violent crime rates through a that operates through the weakening of
community social controls.

and when population decli erates, the physical and social environment deteriorates
in ways that reduce the %sidents to monitor and regulate behavior in shared

iCipalities reduce services, when businesses close,

spaces. This essay trace | chain from the initial conditions of disinvestment
through the intermedi physical environment and social cohesion to the

documented in %nt crime that follow, drawing on longitudinal neighborhood
data and the ti icacy framework developed by Sampson, Raudenbush, and Earls
(1997).

Effec : | Deterioration and Criminal Opportunity

te effect of disinvestment is physical: abandoned buildings, reduced

ounter suitable targets in the absence of capable guardians. Physical
reduces natural guardianship by emptying the spaces that residents would
otherwise occupy. A 2004 study by Branas and colleagues examining vacant land in
Philadelphia found that parcels with abandoned structures had significantly higher rates of
gun assaults than comparable parcels that had been remediated, even after controlling for
neighborhood poverty levels. The physical environment shapes criminal opportunity
independently of poverty, though disinvestment and poverty are closely correlated.

Effect Two: Population Instability and Social Network Disruption

Disinvestment accelerates residential turnover as households with options leave declining
neighborhoods and are replaced by households with fewer options or not replaced at all.
This instability disrupts the social networks through which collective supervision operates.



Residents who do not know their neighbors are less likely to intervene when they observe
suspicious activity, less likely to supervise youth in shared spaces, and less likely to
contact authorities on behalf of others. Shaw an Kay's (1942) social disorganization

theory identified residential instability as a pri of neighborhood crime rates, and

subsequent research has consistently sup is relationship. The mechanism is social
rather than individual: it is not that incoming r ts are more criminal but that the social
infrastructure that suppresses crime in %ghborhoods takes years to develop and
can be disrupted rapidly by sustaineep | turnover.

ive

Effect Three: Weakened

icacy

The concept that most directly capt
crime is collective efficacy,
combination of social coheSio
common good. Their lan
efficacy was the stron
for a substantial

e mechanism connecting disinvestment to violent
Sampson, Raudenbush, and Earls (1997) as the
neighbors and their willingness to intervene for the

dy of 343 Chicago neighborhoods found that collective
@ ood-level predictor of violent crime rates, accounting

3ct of concentrated disadvantage. Physical deterioration
and populatio
cannot develo

e both components of collective efficacy: social cohesion
idents who do not know each other, and willingness to intervene
declines whe have no confidence that neighbors will support them if they do.
The result is oods where the informal social controls that suppress violence in
stabl unit re systematically absent.

The Sel rcing Cycle

| chain from disinvestment to violent crime creates a cycle that is difficult to

se the effects of crime accelerate the original causes. Rising violent crime
t residents with the means to leave, accelerating population loss and
residential instability. They discourage business investment and depress property values,
reducing the tax base available for municipal services. They signal to institutional investors
that the neighborhood is high risk, reducing capital access. Each of these effects deepens
the disinvestment that produced the elevated crime rate in the first place. Krivo and
Peterson (1996) demonstrated this feedback mechanism using data from 125 US cities,
finding that neighborhoods that crossed certain thresholds of disadvantage faced crime
rates that were qualitatively different from those in moderately disadvantaged
neighborhoods, consistent with a self reinforcing dynamic rather than a linear relationship.

Conclusion



Neighborhood disinvestment increases violent crime rates through a causal chain that
operates primarily through the destruction of collective efficacy: the social capacity of
residents to monitor and regulate shared spaces. physical effects of disinvestment
create the conditions for criminal opportunity; ffects determine whether those
conditions produce crime. Understanding t in has direct policy implications:
interventions that address physical deterigratio out rebuilding the social networks that

imited and temporary results. The most

produce collective efficacy are likely to
environment and the conditions that allow
residents to develop the mutu gness to intervene that the research
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