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Appendix I: Tributary 
propositions; rivers 

of meaning

Without a hint of irony, it might be said that this book has accumulated 
a sufficiently long and detailed list of 150 propositions to give both 
empirically and normatively oriented scholars sufficient ideas to refute or 
revise. Six propositional rivers have been induced from the 150 tributaries 
that are now listed chapter by chapter. The six propositional rivers into 
which they converge are:

1. Reduce all dimensions of domination.
2. Separate and temper powers.
3. Strengthen institutions of the market, state and civil society, and 

strengthen individuals.
4. Maintain a normative order that nurtures collective efficacy to resist 

domination. 
5. Strengthen financial capital, human capital, social capital, recovery 

capital and restorative capital.
6. Prevent wars before they begin to cascade violence, anomie and 

domination. 

The reason this is an explanatory and normative theory of crime and 
freedom is that these six normative rivers, with all their tributaries, then 
converge to power a light on the macrocriminologist’s hill that is both 
normative and explanatory: strengthen freedom to prevent crime; prevent 
crime to strengthen freedom.
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The tributaries

Chapter 2: Reframing criminology
Crime control is fundamental to the constitution of freedom.

Freedom strengthens crime control.

Thin liberal freedom helps, but is brittle compared with thick republican 
freedom.

It is freedom as nondomination that holds a key to crime control. 
Nondomination means the tempering of arbitrary power over others. 

Freedom from patriarchy, poverty and state and corporate tyrannies is 
central to nondomination.

Freedom tempers power, making power less brittle and more responsive to 
justice in tackling challenges like crime.

Macrocriminology demands a methodological pluralism of micro–meso–
macro explanation that transcends methodological individualism.

Macrocriminology reveals more when it integrates explanatory and 
normative theory.

Macrocriminology reframes the referent beyond individual offenders to 
an integrated explanation of criminalised markets, criminalised states, 
criminalised norms, criminal organisations, criminalised spaces, times 
and life-courses, and macro-historical trajectories.

The book argues for a macrocriminology that asks not only how to treat 
individuals, markets, states and civil society to prevent crime, but also how 
to be responsive to them to increase freedom and prevent domination.

Therefore, the best solutions to crime problems are not found in the justice 
system. The most cost-effective solutions to crime are cost-effective partly 
because they help solve other deep problems like health disadvantage, 
suicide and environmental collapse. 
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Chapter 3: Macro-patterns of normative order
Globally, crime is a much more deadly and destructive problem than war 
(so far), and suicide is much more deadly than war and crime combined 
(though less destructive of cities, civilisations and ecosystems). Yet the 
fertile path is to see war, crime and suicide as part of the same cascade 
of problems—all partially shaped by complex cycles of anomie that are 
difficult to steer, but that can be steered.

Anomie is conceived in ways more ancient than those popular in 
contemporary criminology. Anomie means widespread uncertainty about 
the normative order, about what are the rules of the game and about 
whose authority is legitimate. Confusion about the arbitrary enforcement 
of arbitrary rules is domination by definition. Uncertainty about what the 
rules are also makes it harder for defenders of freedom to attack bad rules 
and bad rule, and easier for despots to obfuscate, saying the rules are X to 
one group but not X to another. 

Legal cynicism about the rules of the game is a related concept and, like 
anomie, it correlates with crime. 

Anomie is recurrently a factor in the onset of waves of crime and war.

In a wide range of circumstances, anomie accelerates crime and, at times, 
other forms of dominating disorder, including civil war and terrorism. 

Anomie is one of the mechanisms that explains why crime risks cascades 
to more crime, and to war, and war risks cascades to more war and more 
crime.

When an invading army or internal insurgency smashes a society apart, 
its normative order tends to shatter, cascading to further violence and 
anomie. 

Law enforcement that imprisons or kills the leaders of organised crime, 
terrorist or insurgency groups can also create an anomic fragmentation of 
those illegal groups that makes violence worse rather than better.

However, when a social order that is not reeling from an invasion does 
hold together during war, war can result in survivor societies rallying 
behind their normative order.
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Moreover, after wider spaces are pacified by a war than were pacified 
before the war, settled sovereignty over wider territories can diffuse 
peaceful coexistence.

Vast empires of conquest have historically not only widened the zones of 
pacification of violence; they also quite often created spaces where the rule 
of law, human rights and the tempering of power could mature. So, war 
that transcends anomie with peaceful sovereignty can result in less crime, 
less domination and more freedom.

Durkheim helps us see complex contingency and recursivity of anomie 
contributing to violence. At one historical juncture, anomie promotes 
violence. This then loops contingently to alternative cycles. One 
contingency is a cascade of anomie and violence in the next historical 
moment that shatters a society, creating cycles of more anomie and more 
violence. Then a communal revival from violence rises from the ashes 
to conquer anomie, even with nonviolence. If cascades of violence can 
be paused, prevented from becoming endless, the social order can hold 
under fire. During wars that are not too long or devastating, the social 
order often becomes more unified. This is more likely when the societies 
involved in wars are not invaded and occupied. Another loop can occur 
when violence establishes a monopoly of force and peaceful sovereignty 
over a swathe of territory that pacifies violence and anomie. 

A different loop arises when that monopoly of force dominates and 
excludes. When a monopoly of force is untempered, it risks unravelling 
that sovereignty in a return to cycles of anomie and violence (as Russia 
illustrates throughout its modern history to the present). All these are 
potential turning points that good governance can steer to the peaceful 
waters of freedom with low levels of crime. Most developed democracies 
have achieved these outcomes reasonably well since World War II—from 
small ones like Denmark, Norway and New Zealand to large ones like 
Germany, Japan and South Korea since it democratised. This is less true 
for the most militarised powers of this era: the United States and Russia. 
They have recurrently used their muscle in anomic and destabilising ways. 
At other times, the great powers have cooperated to support the United 
Nations and help it sustain the international normative order in the cause 
of peace and freedom.
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The complex ways in which the foregoing list of propositions interact give 
a helpful account of why violent crime has been in long-run decline in 
Europe for the past 800 years. At the same time, the propensity of anomie 
effects to pass tipping points can be understood to explain major reversals 
from that trajectory in and beyond Europe during those 800 years.

More recently, the complex ways in which these propositions interact 
account for why there was a short-term but steep reversal to increases 
in crime across most of the West from 1960 to 1992. They also give 
an account of why France is a major exception to that reversal to 
crime trending in this western way, why violence in Latin America, the 
Caribbean and Africa continued to increase during the post-1992 western 
crime drop and why the great East Asian crime drop preceded the western 
crime drop by more than four decades and continued to fall during the 
1960–92 period when crime was rising in the West. 

The big-picture story of war, crime and normative order that Chapter 3 
tells demonstrates not a unidirectional civilising process, but human 
agency in making peace and making war, in making institutional choices 
that cascade crime and violence or that cascade nonviolence. 

Chapter 4: Opportunities for freedom and 
for domination
Anomie Américaine is not a substitute for anomie ancienne; it 
complements it. 

Within anomie Américaine, Merton, Cloward, Ohlin, Cohen, Messner 
and Rosenfeld all add decisively to cumulate an institutional anomie 
theory of a plurality of institutions that temper domination.

The evidence grows increasingly suggestive that a rich plurality of 
institutions that temper the hegemony of economic institutions, and that 
temper commodification, can reduce crime and increase freedom.

When legitimate opportunities and opportunities for freedom are open; 
when illegitimate opportunities and opportunities to dominate others are 
closed, crime is reduced and freedom is enhanced. 
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Domination is a more fertile concept than inequality for explaining 
violence, with militarised domination and criminalised domination 
of governments and markets particularly critical. Yet struggles against 
domination and discrimination must be contextually attuned and 
responsive to what are subjectively salient inequalities.

Local micro-dominations (for example, between landlords and peasants) 
can be more important to explaining violence than more macro or more 
national inequalities. Because it is hard to predict which levels of 
domination will fuel raging fires of subjective oppression and violence, 
and which will not, societies do well to aim at tempering all kinds 
of domination. 

It is common for multicollinearity to produce the result that inequality 
explains crime, but poverty or racial discrimination does not; or that 
poverty explains crime, but inequality does not; or that child mortality 
but none of these other measures explains crime. Often what is true in 
individual or ecological data is not true in time-series studies, or at least not 
true in time-series with short lags. We do best to read these literatures with 
a spirit of openness to domination effects that are socially constructed as 
oppressive at different times, places and levels of analysis in different ways 
with different lags. We must be wary of a selective positivism that, after 
failing to find a particular linear effect, empowers analysis paralysis over 
inequality effects. Likewise, we must be wary of selectivity in attention to 
the data by social democrats like me on questions of inequality. 

Racial, gender, religious and caste discrimination and discrimination 
against children who perform poorly at school count among the recurrent 
contributors to domination and crime. Empirically, discrimination that is 
sanctioned by the state poses the gravest danger to societies.

Reducing national inequality on its own is less likely to have an impact 
than an integrated struggle against local, national and global inequalities 
of the kinds that the oppressed perceive as most destructive and 
humiliating. This is because intersectional domination explains violence 
better than a thin conception of inequality measured by a national Gini 
coefficient. The integrated social justice strategy required involves making 
power accountable at all levels and tackling domination and humiliation 
at the level of the school, the local community, the refugee camp, the 
bank, the national level and at the level of global imaginaries and global 
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institutions. Most importantly, these strands of a web of justice, peace 
and nondomination must be joined up. That is difficult work requiring 
patience for weavers of a fabric of peace and nondomination.

Redemptive schooling can contribute to a less anomic society by assisting 
every citizen along the journey of discovering valuable ways they can excel.

Societies and schools that institutionalise failure, and societies afflicted 
with a commodified and militarised vision of what success and failure 
mean, suffer high crime rates and domination.

Inequality and poverty relate differently to crime and war and along 
different pathways. Because war tends to cascade to crime and crime 
to war, a helpful strategy for indirect prevention of crime–war cascades 
is to reduce extremes of poverty and inequality, particularly those most 
salient to the subjective sense of domination of a people in an incendiary 
situation of oppression.

Explaining crime–war as a cascade can be attractive to the point of 
perceiving violence and crime as variables that evolve together, collectively: 
from world wars, to international wars, civil wars, ‘small-town wars’, drug 
cartel wars, street gang wars, tiny terrorist cells, to mass and individual 
shootings by individuals. There are also important distinctions among 
these types of violence. The criminalisation of states and markets is so 
responsive to organised criminality and militarisation that crime and war 
cannot and should not be completely separated in historiography and 
violence research. 

Domination grows in radically unequal societies. The rich tend to 
enjoy unaccountable power, while the poor can be desperate in their 
powerlessness. A narrow elite can put in place extractive political institutions 
that concentrate power in their hands; they disable constraints on the 
exercise of that power. Therefore, no topic is more critical for criminology 
than understanding how states and markets become criminalised.

The times and places where women are more dominated tend to suffer 
more war, more crime—particularly sexual assault and violence against 
women—and less freedom. This is not because feminised armies cascade 
wars that cascade to postwar sexual assault and violence by female veterans. 
Feminised armies are exceptionally rare; Nepal is the only case where female 
fighters approached a majority at the core of a post–Cold War conflict. 
There is no feminist Frantz Fanon espousing the cleansing power of 
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violence against male oppressors. Understanding exceptions is important 
to macrocriminological method. It is notable that pacified postwar Nepal 
achieved more major feminist constitutional transformations than any 
other society, postwar or without war, and a female Maoist general who 
became president. Like Nepal, the genocide against Yazidis in Iraq was 
started by men but finished with women playing prominent roles in 
another instructive and liberating exception. 

It is important to understand in a Durkheimian way that industrialisation 
contributed to anomie and crime, as did deindustrialisation (see also 
Chapter 11). This complements the understanding we gain from 
Mertonian anomie.

Durkheim, Messner and Rosenfeld were astute to see that well-tempered 
institutions temper appetites. They temper dangerous ambitions for 
narcissistic acquisitiveness. Plural institutions can shape aspirations for a 
humble pride that eschews vaunting pride. 

Commodification—market values that reduce all other values to their 
worth in markets—is a danger to freedom and to the tempering of crime.

Militarisation—martial values that colonise other institutions, reducing 
other values to their worth for making the state great in order to dominate 
other peoples, or making the faith great to dominate other faiths—
is a danger to freedom and to the tempering of crime. 

Chapter 5: Tempering inequality that empowers 
crimes of the powerful
Middle-class crime is stupendous in volume, increasing, but mostly minor 
in seriousness compared with crimes of the powerful and of the powerless. 

The middle class often appears more criminal than they are because of 
systematic patterns of passing organisational accountability downwards 
in the class structure. 

Middle-class complicity in crimes of the powerful and how to prevent this 
are major issues, however. 

A less anomic, less legally cynical middle class is one key to civilising 
capitalism and tempering the domination of national security states. 
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Crimes of the powerful are the biggest crime problem. While they are 
enabled by concentrations of wealth and power, they cannot be fixed by 
killing off wealth and power. A challenge of this book is to show how 
greater equality in the distribution of wealth and power can strengthen 
capital accumulation. It is to show how tempering of state and market 
power can make states and markets more powerful builders of social and 
financial capital for distribution to the poor.

Economists are generating growing evidence suggesting that income 
inequality can explain proxies for environmental crime and corruption 
cross-nationally and by province. Corruption induced by higher levels 
of inequality is in turn associated with terrorism and organised crime. 
Corruption and organised crime criminalise states and markets, rendering 
both extractive, rather than inclusive and enabling. 

Chapter 4 concluded that redemptive schooling is important to anomie 
prevention; this chapter concludes that schooling is a foundational 
institution for creating a society in which all citizens find how they can 
work at things at which they excel. 

There can be no freedom in societies that send some citizens to the scrap 
heap as children or elderly citizens, or in between because they are a 
person with disabilities. There is a feasible politics for delivering every 
citizen a responsive education, freedom from hunger and decent housing 
supported by constant contestation for greater redistribution of wealth 
and power in favour of the marginalised. 

Extreme inequality and the politics of domination are structurally 
humiliating and stigmatising for the dominated. This domination and 
stigma drive crime. 

More wealth for use in the hands of the poor increases wealth creation 
overall even as it takes wealth away from the rich for exchange. More 
extreme concentrations of wealth for exchange in the hands of the rich 
also worsen the most dominating forms of illegitimate opportunities.

By heightening domination, more inequality means more crimes of the 
exploited and more crime by those who exploit. 

Crimes of exploitation require tempering of wealth and power for 
exchange by the rich through pluralising separations of powers. 
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Chapter 6: Closing illegitimate opportunities by 
separating powers
The way to control the abuse of power is not to destroy power but to share 
it and temper it.

A separation of powers into the legislature, the executive and the judiciary 
is insufficiently complex for the contemporary division of labour. 

In the world of contemporary capitalism, the separation of private powers 
is as important as the separation of public powers.

Corruption is controlled by continual reinvention of new ways of sharing 
separated organisational powers so that domination is always being put 
off balance. 

Separated institutional powers must be able to pursue power up to the 
point where the power of one is not so strong as to overcome the power 
of the others. Each separated power must be strong enough, however, to 
secure the exercise of its own power from being dominated by any other 
institutional power. 

Workplace democracy has an important niche in a separation of powers. 

The deterrence trap means that sanctioning of an organisation sufficient 
to deter it may risk crippling it and crippling innocent citizens who 
depend on it. 

One escape from the deterrence trap is to replace narrow, formal and 
strongly punitive responsibility (the ‘find the crook’ strategy) with broad, 
informal, weak sanctions.

A second escape from the deterrence trap is to separate enforcement 
targeting from identification of the actor who benefits from the abuse of 
power. Together, this escape and the one above constitute a strength of 
weak sanctions.

A third escape from the deterrence trap is to rely heavily on street-level 
bureaucrats who mobilise the ‘relational state’ and a wide mix of preventive 
strategies, each of which is weak as a standalone strategy, but strong when 
woven into a fabric of relational prevention. These street-level relational 
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regulators can be police, state, self-regulatory or NGO inspectors, state 
or NGO welfare supporters or citizens who mobilise collective efficacy at 
street level. 

Separations of private power can be crafted to prevent corporate 
domination through the following:

• Better securing the separation of the powers of the three major branches 
of corporate governance: shareholders, directors and managers.

• Better separating powers within management—for example, quality 
versus production, environment versus production.

• Expanding audit capabilities to a range of areas beyond finance—for 
example, safety, antitrust, ethics.

• Professionalising audit so that internal auditors have an external 
professional allegiance to balance corporate loyalty.

• Abandoning hierarchies of accountability in favour of circles of 
accountability so that auditors audit auditors, ensuring that someone 
guards the guardians.

• Allowing outsiders with interests different from corporate interests 
into the circle of accountability: unions into safety management 
circles, consumer group representatives into consumer complaint-
handling circles, greens into environmental circles by mandated public 
reporting of corporate environmental objectives and public reporting 
of audits of whether the objectives are attained.

• Guaranteeing transparency and tainting soft targets with knowledge 
by institutionalising a safety valve reporting route direct to a board 
audit committee, to a corporate ombudsman or to both.

• In domains where serious abuse of power is a risk, independent reports 
on compliance to the board audit committee from separate powers, 
such as line management, legal, audit, unions.

• Obligations on all employees to report suspected violations of law and 
violations of corporate policies that involve the abuse of corporate 
power (for example, ethics, environmental policies). Obligations to 
report the suspected violations direct to the board when the employee 
does not receive back a written report that the matter has been 
satisfactorily resolved. Failure to meet this obligation must itself be 
an ethical breach that colleagues have an ethical obligation to report. 
This is crucial to corporate collective efficacy that can temper the 
dominations of the extremely powerful.
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Most fundamentally, crime prevention must shift its focus from hard 
targets who are committed to criminal subcultures to indirectly leveraging 
change through caring and prosocial actors who surround them—such 
as their daughters, the priests of Mafia bosses or the accountants of Wall 
Street predators alike. 

Chapter 7: Tempered and diverse forms of capital
Competition policy is a good thing when it strengthens markets in goods, 
bad when it strengthens markets in bads. The remedy is to temper Donor 
McDonor markets with strategic regulation. 

Markets in children’s books, Consumer Reports magazine, pricing carbon, 
software markets that protect against property crime and markets in motor 
vehicle anti-theft technologies are examples of virtuous markets in crime 
prevention. Markets in compliance professionalism and the privatisation 
of criminal prosecution are strategic for controlling corporate crime 
(Chapter 9). 

High-crime cities that have deindustrialised can be renewed by renewables 
and welfare, by a green welfare economy that opens a door to a low-crime 
information economy (in which black lives matter).

Old socialism and ‘old’ neoliberalism cannot deliver this liberating 
outcome. Transformation requires a hybridity of strategic publicisations 
of the private and privatisations of the public with an eye on freedom as 
nondomination.

Regulation of the financialisation of capitalism and of tech platform 
monopolies is particularly imperative. 

Economic capital must be strong to accomplish a low-crime, high-
freedom society, but so must be human capital, social capital, recovery 
capital and restorative capital. 

While there are fertile distinctions between different forms of social 
capital, they are mutually constitutive. Each tempers the abuse of power 
by the others. This is also true of collective efficacy—a variant of social 
capital that is particularly strategic for crime control. 

When all these forms of capital become strong, the way they each check 
and balance one another creates a societal strength that is nuanced, nimble 
and dialogic rather than dominating.
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Mutually constitutive forms of capital in turn constitute CHIME 
(Connectedness, Hope, Identity, Meaning and Empowerment). 
CHIME controls crime. 

Without further strengthening all of the foregoing strengths, the superior 
capacity of authoritarian capitalism to pull levers may overwhelm liberal 
capitalism. A violent world dominated by authoritarianism, criminalised 
states and criminalised markets is our path unless we consider these hybrid 
paths not taken. 

Strong markets, a strong state, strong civil society and strong individuals 
with an agency that makes the personal political are all vital to more 
freedom and less crime, as are enculturating trust and institutionalising 
distrust in all key institutions.

Contemporary forms of capitalism are highly internally variegated. 
Different variegations require different mixes of forms of capital and 
forms of regulation. 

A crucial art of freedom is to learn how to flip markets in vice to markets 
in virtue. Markets that control crimes of domination are an important 
part of that art of freedom. Institutional anomie theory is misguided if it 
neglects or dismisses this. 

Crashes in capital markets are connected in dangerous ways to security 
and environmental crises. Flipping to markets in virtue is one important 
approach to averting cascading crises. 

Markets such as Wall Street are constituted by communitarianism among 
traders; understanding this is a key to understanding how to flip them to 
markets in virtue via collective efficacy remedies such as restorative justice. 

Chapter 8: Tempering power through networked 
governance
Most good things accomplished in social life require the exercise of power. 
Among the things power helps accomplish are protecting freedom and 
preventing crime.

Hence, we do not seek to limit or curb power, but to enable good power 
by tempering it.
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Untempered power dominates. It is not constrained by other powers from 
being arbitrary. 

Constitutions and their implementation are imperative conduits to power, 
to protecting freedom and to preventing crime. 

Constitutions enable tempered power by separating and balancing powers 
while also enabling power to be decisive. Decisiveness accomplishes 
specialised purposes of power efficiently and semi-autonomously. Judicial 
power is decisive because judges, and only judges, can convict. Judges 
have clearly defined capacities to break gridlock between other separated 
powers because they have decisive powers. Conversely, it is the police 
officer, and not another judge, who has the power to arrest a judge for 
domestic violence, and a prosecutor who has the power to prosecute. Each 
power is channelled to its specialised purposes by checks and balances 
from other powers that prevent them from arbitrarily breaking banks 
beyond their channel. This gradually breaks down in the historical journey 
towards the criminalisation of states. 

Contestation, dialogue and science have important roles in channelling 
power to good purposes and away from arbitrary excess. If security 
services torture suspects, claiming that this saves lives, citizens must 
rise up to contest the arbitrary authority for police to punish. Debate is 
required in the legislature of the propriety of police jumping outside their 
authorised channels of prevention and arrest. Prosecutors should monitor 
the debate and charge police with assault as appropriate. If participants 
in a restorative justice conference credibly uncover excessively brutal use 
of force in an arrest, prosecutors must act in response to that democratic 
contestation to rechannel police power. Good science in independent 
universities tests claims that torture prevents terrorism. 

Sun Yat-sen’s constitutional innovation of an elected accountability and 
integrity branch of governance that is independent of the judiciary, 
legislature and executive and has impeachment authority over them is 
a profound contribution to republican thinking about securing freedom 
and preventing crime. Business regulatory institutions, particularly the 
central bank, must be accountable and democratised, but independently 
democratised from the central government. Sun Yat-sen’s thought holds 
one clue for how to accomplish this.
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Nodal power in civil society networks has a crucial role in coordinating 
bridging capital among the separated powers of a democracy to tame a rogue 
power. Without networked governance of tyranny led from civil society, 
there can be no freedom. Criminalised states and criminalised markets 
evolve when there is no networked governance of their dominations. 

Social democratic parties that embody civic republican values of 
nondomination in their platforms are important to championing freedom. 
Yet without networked governance of tyranny from civil society, they are 
as vulnerable as any political party to criminalised state power. An elected 
pro-freedom party governing under a pro-freedom constitution puts 
freedom at risk whenever there is a failure to institutionalise distrust. 

A paradox is that societies cannot enjoy long-run freedom from anomie 
and violence unless civil societies enjoy destabilisation rights to restore 
freedom by dynamic adjustment of the constitutional order. 

Summarising so far, lessons about liberal freedom and taming ancient 
anomie are important to tempering domination and reducing crime, 
but they are not enough. Blocked legitimate opportunities must be 
opened and illegitimate opportunities closed. Institutional anomie theory 
insights must be realised through strong institutions of family, welfare and 
education. The data further suggest that religious institutions that resist 
tyranny can prevent violence and institutions of tax equity are important, 
as are labour market and other institutions that promote equality. 
Particularly fundamental are separations of micro and macro powers. 
The promise of institutional anomie theory also requires strong business 
regulatory institutions, strong markets in crime-control virtue, strong civil 
society, strong financial, human, social, recovery and restorative capital 
and strong individuals. The most brilliantly institutionalised freedom 
could not be freedom at all if it were a freedom of timorous individuals 
who allowed institutions to do everything for them. At the same time, 
free individuals are unlikely to survive the risks of nuclear genocide and 
ecocide across the next century or two without a stronger United Nations.

Uncontested commodification of too many things is a risk of American 
capitalism. Uncontested state control of too much is a danger of Chinese 
communism. Getting the balance right between market power and state 
power is not quite the right way to think about this dilemma. After all, 
this book shows that crime and domination are caused by excesses in state 
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control in America and by excesses of commodification in China. The 
imperative is a struggle for both markets and states to be stronger in ways 
that temper domination in both societies. 

Chapter 9: Minimally sufficient punishment
For unusually oppressed people, like First Nations Australians, punishment 
is not a minor facet of their domination, but central to the dynamics of 
domination.

Deterrence works best when it is progressively reduced with the aim of 
growing freedom as nondomination. It must be reduced to the lowest 
level of deterrence that can avert the escalation of crime.

Which strategy works best at crime control is not the most important 
question for criminology. More important is which meta-strategy is best 
in a situation, which strategy for sequencing strategies best reduces crime 
and domination? Deterrence contributes best to meta-strategy design 
when punishment is low and decreasing, but detection is perceived to 
have high certainty, and escalation is seen as inexorable without desistance.

Deterrence works best when escalation of deterrence is combined with 
escalation of social support to help offenders take paths away from 
punishment.

Successful crime prevention persuades offenders that trouble hangs 
inexorably over their head, but caring people will support them to avert it.

Freedom depends on escalating social support until desistance from 
domination is consolidated.

Deterrence above minimal sufficiency blunts deterrence. Anything more 
than a minimally sufficient frequency of escalation to deterrence blunts 
deterrence for future cases. 

A preference for restorative justice over deterrence sharpens future 
deterrence of crimes of the powerless and, more surprisingly, future 
deterrence of crimes of the powerful.

Deterrence usually fails because the criminal justice system always faces 
a system capacity crisis that is at its worst when and where the crime rate 
is worst. Responsive escalation helps solve the system capacity crisis by 
motivating most punishment to be self-punishment and most prevention 
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to be self-prevention. Responsive regulation rations punishment to cases 
where ethical appeals for remorse, apology, reparation and self-prevention 
of future offending do not work. 

When intrinsic motivation to comply with the law is kept intact, 
responsive regulatory enforcement chooses not to crowd out intrinsic 
motivation with extrinsic threats. 

Responsive enforcement has a dynamic design to ensure that game-playing 
to avoid legal obligations inexorably produces escalation to deterrence, 
then incapacitation. 

Deterrence works best when it focuses on a line that should never be 
crossed after an announcement date, followed by progressive lifting of 
that line, raising our expectations of responsible corporate and individual 
citizens. 

Law enforcement works best when it averts stigmatisation, while 
communicating the shamefulness of predatory crime. 

Freedom is maximised when the structural punitiveness of the system 
is gradually reduced until punishment gets so low that insufficiency of 
punishment increases crime. 

Minimally sufficient punishment allows the least punitive societies to 
close most of their prisons while meeting the UN Standard Minimum 
Rules for the Treatment of Prisoners (the ‘Nelson Mandela rules’).

This is best done with pride and publicity that educate citizens about why 
‘jailing is failing’. 

Chapter 10: Why incapacitation trumps 
deterrence
Criminological thought must become more punitive in incapacitation 
terms. New laws should announce execution dates for entire industries. 
Dates for the banning of internal combustion engine cars and aircraft 
and coal, oil and gas-fired power plants establish a renewed relevance for 
capital punishment in criminology. Companies that were once number 
one on the Fortune 500 list—the old General Motors, the old Exxon, 
the old Boeing—must be reborn or die. There are drug pushers of Big 
Pharma that must be incapacitated. Detroit must be reborn with social 
support for regenerative capitalism. 
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The art of republican regulation is the art of steering self-enforcement 
democratically, deliberatively and relationally with motivational 
interviewing.

An important revision of responsive regulatory theory for crime is that 
self-incapacitation should normally be sequenced before deterrence in an 
enforcement pyramid.

Self-incapacitation generally has more preventive power than deterrence 
and incapacitation by the state—for organisational crime and for 
individual crime when individual offenders are responded to through 
restorative justice. 

Much self-incapacitation can be as simple as the Plimsoll line, which 
made it impossible for dangerously overloaded ships to leave port without 
being stopped.

Self-incapacitation of war crime can be catalysed by a simple letter from 
an International Criminal Court prosecutor to a military commander 
warning that if he fails to disarm a militia under his control that begins to 
ethnically cleanse a region, he is on notice of potential personal war crime 
culpability.

Self-incapacitation agreed to in a restorative justice circle can achieve 
more global reach with organisational crime prevention when national 
jurisdictions confront limits. Cosmopolitan collective efficacy can 
demand global self-incapacitation. Restorative justice can scale up to help 
prevent global crises this way. 

Self-incapacitation agreed to in restorative justice circles can make 
contributions to the prevention of crimes that cause financial crises, 
environmental crises, wars and war crimes. Restorative circles can also 
help self-incapacitate street offenders from access to gambling if that is a 
root cause of their offending and from internet access to pornography for 
child sex offenders released from prison. 

When deferred prosecutions result in restorative self-incapacitation, 
they can be more effective at corporate crime prevention than actual 
prosecutions. Self-incapacitation can deliver structural reform that is 
beyond compliance. 
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With corporate crime and war crime, there is a case for nailing the 
minnows and then offering them effective immunity when they testify 
against the sharks. Then there is a case for a restorative conference with 
the sharks to secure their cooperation with self-incapacitation to prevent 
further corporate crime or war crime. After this organisational crime wave 
ends, the sharks who committed to self-incapacitation might then be 
pressured to testify against worse sharks who refused to comply with the 
self-incapacitation agreement.

In a prosecution strategy, it can be much more important to be punitive 
when there is cover-up of horrifically collective criminality than to 
prosecute individual participation in crime. Focusing punishment where 
there is a cover-up can enable structural prevention through collective 
incapacitation of future horrors and can enable learning cultures about 
recklessness (as illustrated with child sexual abuse in churches). 

Chapter 11: Tempered cascades of crime
Crime cascades to more crime through the following common dynamics:

• Modelling (often perceived as emulation or diffusion).
• Commercial interests cascade particular crimes (for example, cocaine 

franchising) and particular kinds of soft targets for crime (for example, 
Facebook or Tinder users).

• The crimes of parents cascade to crime by their children; the crimes 
of children cascade to crime by their friends; differential association 
cascades.

• Hopelessness, loss of identity and closure of opportunities tend to 
cascade, particularly at hotspots of concentrated disadvantage in 
conditions of extreme inequality and policy failure in providing decent 
housing for all.

• War and pro-violence politics cascade to domination, anomie, 
hopelessness, closed opportunities and more crime; crime cascades to 
more war; war cascades recursively to more crime.

• War, crime and anomie are often entangled in mutually reinforcing 
cascades.

• War cascades to criminalisation of states and criminalisation of markets 
by armed groups or in pursuit of corruption by shadow states that 
serve the purposes of armed groups. 
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Crime prevention cascades when:

• Respected actors have the self-efficacy to transform cultures by 
modelling anti-crime norms; self-efficacy scales to collective efficacy 
through explicitly connecting evidence-based microcriminology to 
a macrocriminology of cultural transformation.

• Norms of civility and nondominating collective efficacy at one locale 
spread like ink spots that connect ink spot to ink spot, covering whole 
societies with norms of civility.

• Parents and schools mobilise collective efficacy to reject stigmatisation 
yet communicate to their children why violence and stealing are 
shameful.

• This enables redemption scripts for offenders to help themselves and 
to grasp self-efficacy as wounded healers who cascade help to other 
offenders.

• An inclusive politics of hope, identity formation and opening of 
legitimate opportunities cascades to embrace formerly disadvantaged 
communities (collective efficacy becomes part of CHIME and helps 
constitute CHIME).

• Civil society obligations to pass on CHIME become an integral part of 
recovery and a structural way of cascading recovery.

• Institutionally embedded primary groups—families, schools, 
workgroups—that cascade nondominating collective efficacy 
alongside other forms of social capital can deliver prevention effects 
in the criminology of place; conversely, these prevention effects can 
depend on hotspot policing and peacekeeping that make the streets 
safe for collective efficacy, and the planet safe for collective efficacy as 
ink spots of nondomination spread globally.



This text is taken from Macrocriminology and Freedom, by John Braithwaite, 
published 2022, The Australian National University, Canberra, Australia.




