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Introduction

The idea of a psychosocial criminology (Jefterson 2002) provides the point of departure for
the argument in this article. It is also designed to contribute to the white-collar crime
literature generally — including the white-collar crimes and unethical decisions which
appear to play a central part in analyses in the emerging field of crimes ‘against the
environment’, alongside which the desecration of temples and gravesites may be considered
-— through charting the mechanism of the (sometimes criminal) decision-making processes
of antiquitics dealers. These decisions are psychological insofar as they involve the
implementation of personal thought processes resulting in individual choice; they are social
in that these thought processes are influenced by detinitions and arguments provided by a
group discourse; and they are environmental, cultural and historical in that they provide a
demand tor objects recovered by looters, and therefore an incentive for the continuing
destruction of the world’s precious reserves of cultural material. They are transnational,
msofar as they often affect the prescrvation and retention of cultural heritage of and by
nation states foreign to the buyer: and in addition to being psychosocial, environmental,
cultural, historical and transnational, they are inany other things too: not least economic.

The classic hterature of sociological criminology charts correlations between social
structural factors such as inequality, or poor child-rearing practices, and crime {eg in respect
of the former, Cohen 1955 Merton 1968; Blau & Blau 1982; Hagan & Peterson 1994; and
in respect of the latter, Locber & Stouthamer-Lueber 1986). The fact that not all people in
poverty or reared in unconstructive ways commit crime is sometimes noted and then
dismissed as an inherent and inevitable facet of the social sciences; significant correlations
are the best that can be produced, it is thought. It appears likely, to me at least, that the
answer to the classic criminological dilemma of accounting for individual differences
within social trends lies in the presence of psychosocial mediating factors. Among these
mediating factors is morality; a topic which has attracted much philosophical thought, and
has lately been the subject of a resurgence of interest in critical social theory, catalysed by
Bauman’s interpretation and cxpansion of Levinas’s work (Levinas 1969, 1981; and,
primarily, Bauman 1993).
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Actors make choices, and these choices are influenced by contextual experiences and
perceptions of social structure. Pawson and Tilley (1997:xv) have proposed Mechanism +
Context = Outcome; an equation improved, if not redeemed, by Bottoms who suggests
Mechanism x Context = Outcome, since if there is no criminogenic ‘mechanism’ the
outcome will not be crime whatever the context (Bottoms 2000:45). This criminological
mathematics is attractive in its simplicity, but suggests that mechanism and context are
somehow capable of separation. They are, if, with the opportunity theorists, we take an
actor without a history in a context without metaphysical presence. A better view seems to
be that context can be thought to create mechanism over time, and the presence of
motivation can mutilate context as individually experienced, through psychological
manoeuvring some of which is obvious and some less so.

Here, we shall examine the relationship between mechanism and context in respect of
purchasing decisions made by dealers in the antiquities market. In its traditional focus on
structure, and now post-structure, much of criminology has developed without an adequate
focus on the question of how and why certain criminal choices are made by given
individuals. The new administrative criminology has at times purported to do this, with its
neo-classical view of rational units weighing pleasure against pain (Cornish & Clarke 1986;
Clarke 1995; Cornish & Clarke 2003). On closer examination, however, we see that
theories of rational choice and routine activities are actually much more ‘social’ than
psychological, involving as they do accounts of the thought processes of choice-making
subjects which, although sometimes complex in their formulaic interpretations of the
economy of situation, at root are only confident in their discussion of one rather basic
element of an individual’s decision making: the weighting of opportunity, effort and risk
Increasingly, we see the actor’s choice lost in ecological patterns.

The questions of why and how individual actors make some harmfully deviant choices
rather than other more conventional ones remains opaque. How are social ‘inputs’ actually
processed by agents, to produce individual outputs, and what place does morality play in
this process?

This article is based on the results of a research project undertaken between 2001-2004.
A core sample of 29 interviewees in the antiquities market, a subset of the wider art market,
generated the main data, supplemented by a further sample of 12 interviewees from the
larger sample pepulation of the art market generally. One of the core interviews was
conducted with two respondents simultaneously. Thus, a total of 40 interviews were
conducted in Melbourne, Sydney, New York, London, Geneva, Bangkok, Chiang Mai and
Hong Kong between September 2001 and January 2003. Many of those interviewed fail
into the category of ‘key informants’; they included some of the world’s most important and
successful dealers. My focus was on Southeast Asian antiquities: the literature had
suggested that these were being systematically looted and smuggled into western markets
{Thosarat 2001bj;.

The article explores dealers’ perceptions of the ethics of their trade. The data suggests
the presence of mediating ‘choice-influencing’ factors providing a link between matters
structural and individual acts of wrongdoing. The mediating factors identified are
‘empathy’ - a form of care for the Other central to the Levinas/Bauman construction of
morality — and “entitlement’. They are seen, as will become clear from my argument, as
linked. I shall examine the place of these mediators in the decision-making process. The
data support the assertions that: (a) in many of its proclamations the law wholly fails to
engage with the population it purports to govern; and (b) in part this failure is due to
psychological mechanisms which employ techniques of neutralisation in a systematic way,
to found an entitlement to participate in harmful activity.
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Looted antiquities

Antiquities — items of cultural heritage — are ‘looted’ when they are taken illicitly from
the ground, or from their place as an integral part of, or attachment to, a temple or other
ancient structure (Meyer 1973; Bator 1983; Renfrew 1999). This looting happens routinely
(Conklin 1994; Thosarat 2001a; Pastore 2001). The main category of relevant damage
looting causes, aside from the incidental destruction of objects deemed subsidiary to the
gold, silver and jewels that attract looters, is the loss of stratified context (Burnham 1975;
Renfrew 1993, 1999). The association between artefacts infer se, and the earth in which
they are found, can add greatly to our knowledge about the human past. The collection of
such knowledge and its publication is the essence of archaeology (Coggins 1969, 1970).

The loss by a country of the cultural assets themselves as they travel to overseas markets
is of course also a detrimental effect caused by looting. However, this loss is remediable (in
theory and occasionally in practice) when a looted and smuggled object is refurned to its
country of origin. The loss caused to the archaeological record by looting is on the other
hand an irremediable form of environmental damage — once coutext is destroyed, the
knowledge it can offer can never be reclaimed (Chippindale & Gill 2000; Gill &
Chippindale 1993).

A usefu! structure within which to examine the global trade 1s that of source and market
states. The two largest market centres, in terms of volume of trade, for the sale of antiquities
are New York and London (Gerstenblith 1995; Polk 2000). Antiquities looted from source
countries routinely travel to these centres to be sold by international dealers and auction
houses to other dealers, private collectors and museums (Elia 1994; Alder & Polk 2002).
Provenance detatls --- in other words documentary cvidence of a past chain of ownership
-~ are notable in their absence from most such transactions, and therefore 1t is in many cases
impossible for purchasers to tell whether the object they buy has been recently looted or not.

Most source countries have passed statutes vesting undiscovered antiquitics in the state,
making their looting a thett from the «tate (Prott & O'Keefe 1984). The export of cultural
property without 2 licence is also usually the subject of some restriction {Prott & O'Keefe
1989 O'Kecfe 1997). Thus, looted antiguities are “illicit, carrying with them snto the
market some breach of a legal provision. Despite this, due to deficiencies of law and
enforcement, they ure readily boaght m macket nations (Palmer et ai 2000; O'Reete 2000;
Polk 2002; Mackenzie 2005b).

The legal regulation of the movement of antiquities is complex and problematic. In order
to avoid the temptation either on the one hand to devote much time to setting out the system
of international and national regulation governing the market {which can be found in
Mackenzie 2005b), or on the other hand to produce an offhand reductionist statement of the
legal position. it would seem appropriate here to take the line of the critical criminologists
and define our subject action as criminal due to its harmful nature (eg Schwendinger &
Schwendinger 1970). On this scale of definition, antiquities dealers can appropriately be
labelled white-collar criminals due to the link between their purchase decisions and damage
to context at source. The purchase of illicit antiquities can be described as a wrongful, and
harmful, act performed in the course of trade, often by dealers of relatively high socio-
economic status. An abuse of trust might be perceived between dealers and the public who
invest in them faith that they will be socially, culturally and environmentally responsible in
their practices. These activities, even in the absence of a legal analysis of the situation,
might be argued to bring them within the acceptable limits of a definition of white-collar
criminality (for the birth and refinement of this definition, sce Sutherland 1949:9; Wheeler
et al 1982:642; Shapiro 1990; Freiberg 1992).



224 CURRENT ISSUES IN CRIMINAL JUSTICE VOLUME 18 NUMBER 2

If further justification for the application of the label is needed, we can briefly note that
the law in fact now largely agrees with this categorisation of the purchase of illicit goods in
the markst. This agreement is rather abstract, however, as the chances of a conviction in
practice remain slim. Arguments are made by the market {obby that they lack the necessary
mens rec to constitute an offence (Pearlstein 2002). In the United States and the United
Kingdom, the act of purchase of an unprovenanced antiquity might not amount to a criminal
offence “or want of knowledge or belief that the object has been looted, or if such
knowledze or belief does exist, for want of the prosecutor’s ability to prove it (see the
Dealing .n Cultural Objects (Offences) Act 2003 (UK) s | and the National Stolen Property
Act (USA) 18 USC s2314). In a market which routinely obscures provenance information,
and in which objects are sold with little or no indication of prior ownership, there is ample
opportunity to claim ignorance of the illicit origins of an artefact purchased.

The recent history of the antiquities market has therefore been of increasing legal
attention catalysed by a shift in the socio-cultural context of the issue, beginning around
1970 when the first writings emerged drawing attention to the detrimental effect of looting
on the environment and the archaeological data it holds (Coggins 1969, 1970, 1971; Meyer
1973; Bunham 1975). Prior to this time antiquities were taken, often quite openly, from
source ccuntries and traded in the international market. There was little moral commentary
directed at the trade. This has changed rather dramatically in the last thirty years: through
media atiention and archaeological lobbying, public and government sentiment in market
nations kas become increasingly electric. Market sentiment, and consequently market
practice, has resolutely failed to match this progression towards a moral and legal
condemmation of looting and the purchase of looted objects. Operating in this climate of
increasec¢ public disapproval and legal regulation, dealers have had to find ways to
camouflage the illicit side of the market, and to present only its acceptable face for public
scrutiny. The substance of their trade has not changed, but its formal rhetoric has had to
adapt to its new status as béte noir: justifications for illicit practices abound.

The use of neutralisations by white-collar criminals

Originating in the work of Gresham Sykes and David Matza (1957), the concept of
‘techniques of neutralisation’ as cognitive and discursive elements of personal accounts of
action has become widely accepted. Sykes and Matza noticed that delinquent youths often
Justified some illegal behaviour in ways which allowed them to avoid guilt (Sykes & Matza
1957; Metza 1964). Scott and Lyman (1968) further studied these neutralisations, labelling
them ‘accounts’ for their analysis and dividing these accounts into ‘excuses’ (where
wrongdoing is admitted but responsibility denied) and ‘justifications’ (where the action is
admitted, but it is denied that it was wrong).

Benson took the idea further, with a particular focus on white-collar criminals (Benson
1985). He noted that desire to maintain a non-criminal self-concept led white-collar subjects
to neutralise their labelling as moral and legal deviants by employing accounts which were
directly tied in social psychoiogical terms both to their impression management (Goffman
1959) — loosely, what others might think of them — and individual cognitive event
interpretation — again loosely, what they construct as their personal interpretation of
events, fcr their own use. There is much research from various disciplines which supports
the use of such neutralising accounts by individuals, not least from the field of discursive
social psychology (Potter & Wetherell 1987; Billig et al 1988). The construction of identity
through linguistic devices such as these is not necessarily a ‘front’, employed knowingly by
a wrongd»er to deceive an inquirer as to the true nature of the act, but rather it often seems
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10 be implicit in the very carrying out of the act itself. Such techniques are not always used
10 rationalise the behaviour after it has occurred, but are often used in advance of deviant
conduct in order to neutralise the values which forbid it. And because of the constructive
effects such excuses and justifications have on individual psychology, in Benson’s terms
‘mpression-management and self-persuasion often slide into each other, so that the
employment of techniques of neutralisation leaves the wrongdoer believing the
‘nterpretation of events which he or she has constructed.

The antiquity dealers interviewed for this study displayed varying degrees of cognitive
distortion: some were strongly attached to the idea that they were entitled to proceed with
‘heir purchase of objects known to be illicil. Others showed more reticence in this regard,
sut still found themselves able to use neutralisations to free themselves from ‘the moral
sind to law’ (Matza 1964:181) and make purchases whose status as licit or illicit could not
se readily determined. All of the five traditional techniques of neutralisation are present in
‘he interview data. The market interviewees deny that they are responsible for looting. They
leny the victims of their actions by devaluing the worth of archaeology, and the rights of
source countries to the objects in their soil. They deny injury by opining that much looting
s of graves containing duplicate items where no new archaeological knowledge rests. They
:ondemn in various ways the archaeologists and source countries whe condemn them, and
hey appeal to the higher loyalties of artistic appreciation and object preservation over a
oyalty to archaeologists, source countries or the law.

In the following section, a framework for systematising the manner in which these
:echniques of neutralisation were employed by the interview sample is developed.

The balance sheet approach to decision making in the antiquities
market

The interviews with the dealers suggest a market discourse characterised in large part by
reutrabising lines of argument, which are used by purchasers to enable them to arrive at the
onclusion that they arce vatitled 10 make purchases which may well be illicit (that s, for
vhich the provenance is unknown) Fuarther. many of the interviewees used the mental
nathematics described below to manocuvre themselves mto psychological positions where
hey saw thamseives as entitled to make purchases even of oljects which they knew (vather
han suspected) to be iticit, and which therefore carried with them the certain history of
heft.

Through the use of discursive strategics, which appear in the form of techniques of
teutralisation. the discourse of the market 1s a mechanism in the production of action on the
sart of the individual market members, and through their use of that discourse the
nechanism is reproduced. The power of the patterned forms of neutralisation which the
liscourse of the antiquities market makes available to its members, is in their ability to
subsist through repetition and use without any need to be incontrovertibly true. The
liscourse itself constitutes them as real for the purposes of influencing the buying decisions
nade by our choice-making subjects.

A short list of some of the neutralisations used by the interviewees to justify their
surchasing decisions can be provided here. Amongst other things, dealers consistently
‘eport that most antiquities arc ‘chancc finds’ rather than the products of organised looting.
As such, they perceive it as their cultural duty to ‘save’ these discoveries from future loss
)¢ destruction, by buying them. Given the general rule of the market that information as to
srigin and excavation will not be given to a buyer, there is of course no way to distinguish
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a ‘chance find’ from a deliberately looted object. Thus, all unprovenanced antiquities can
be deemed ‘probably chance finds’ by prospective buyers, who therefore will buy almost
anything they are offered.

Other neutralisations include the argument that looting is the result of natural human
curiosity and would persist whether they bought the objects or not; and that in this case it is
best that they do buy the objects so that they are preserved. Preservative conditions in
source countries, it is said, are less than optimal and objects are better off in the west. Source
countries are perceived to hoard their artefacts, and pass restrictive laws which invite
breach. Further, the dealers see themselves as protectors of culture, and argue that objects
should travel internationally so that they can educate the world on foreign cultures and
history. Dealers also claim that archaeologists as well as looters cause damage to sites, and
that in many cases looting does not destroy any valuable knowledge. Some of these
neutralisations may be valid, whereas many are of dubious foundation in reality.

It is worth revisiting here Cohen’s impressively straightforward analysis of the three
layers of official response to alleged government wrongdoing (Cohen 1993). Using the
currently salient example of torture as a breach of human rights, he sees the three phases of
response as:

‘It doesn’t happen here.
«If it does, ‘it’ is something else.
*Even if it is what you say it is, it is justified.’

Thus, in what Cohen calls a “spiral of denial’, the wrongful act is, in contradictory and
incompatible stages, refuted. After the media exposition in 2004 of the torture of captured
Iragis by US and British troops, we might add a fourth limb to this spiral of denial:

«It happens, it can’t be justified, but it is only the work of a few bad apples in the ranks.

All four of these elements of the spiral are methods of arguing for the proposition that the
act in question does not represent a governmental breach of any moral rule. Each of these
four elements can be identified in the discourse of the antiquities dealers interviewed.

Bauman’s postmodern critique of modern morality denies the definition of morality as
something that can be reasoned, or argued over (Bauman 1989, 1991, 1993). A conception
of morality as ‘rules’ he sees as too narrow: rules are of limited use, in that they have
boundaries beyond which the moral being ueed not venture, and in these zones immorality
may be practised simply because no rule has been devised to apply. Unlike an unbounded
ethic of responsibility to others (which would include responsible interaction with the
environment), Bauman recognises that inodern rationality has creaied a morality which is
conceptualised as rule-based, and therefore bounded. It might be further noted that rules are
manipulable, and it is this manipulation of morality which is central to the criminal choices
made by the dealers in the sample. Cohen’s techniques can be ranked alongside Sykes and
Matza’s as psychosocial tools for the internal and external (and thoroughly modern and
instrumental) argument over the moral quality of an act.

The antiquities market, therefore, is comprised of white-collar criminals using
techniques of neutralisation to maintain their non-criminal self-concept. How this is done
deserves deeper consideration.
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I wish here to build on a metaphor used by Klockars in his 1970s case study of ‘Vincent’,
a professional fence (Klockars 1974). In his conversations with Klockars, Vincent
sometimes sought to excuse his illegal behaviour by showing it to be outweighed by the
good things that he did:

Sure I’ve done some bad things in my life. Who hasn’t? Everybody’s got a skeleton in his
closet somewhere. But you gotta take into account all the good things I done too...
(Klockars 1974:151).

Klockars referred to this process by way of the metaphor of the ledger; a metaphor 1 wiil
revive and expand upon here. The decision-making processes of antiquities dealers can be
summarised quite accurately in terms of profit and loss accounting. They appear to employ
three ‘Balance Sheets’ in making their illicit choices. I have called these the Practical
Balance Sheet, the Moral Balance Sheet and the Social Balance Sheet. These imaginary
Balance Sheets provide us with an heuristic tool for studying the decision-making process
in this subset of white-collar criminals. Central to each of these Balance Sheets is an internal
process of accounting; a listing and weighing up of goods and bads, or pluses and minuses,
or as I shall call them here, in keeping with the balance sheet metaphor, "assets” and
‘liabilities”. What is to follow can be represented, albeit in reductionist fashion,
diagrammatically (see Figure I). Upward arrows indicate positive balance sheet outcomes
(ie a preponderance of assets over liabilities) and downward arrows indicate negative
balance sheet outcomes.

Figure 1: An heuristic model of psychosocial balance sheets in illicit purchase
decisions
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In what follows, it will be helpful if the reader retains in their mind an image of an
accounting balance sheet, divided into two columns: assets and liabilities.
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The Practical Balance Sheet

The essence of the Practical Balance Sheet is the Benthamite weighing of pleasures :nd
pains which has typified the crime policy approaches of classicists right up to the situatioaal
crime prevention measures devised by modern-day rational choice theorists. A positve
outcome on an individual’s Practical Balance Sheet is an entry requirement to this schene
of criminal action. If the outcome is in the negative, the subject is unlikely to proceed with
the contemplated criminal act. A negative balance will occur when liabilities outwegh
assets, that is when the perceived punishment — including all social ramifications suct as
loss of employment and the informal sanctions levied by family and peers — and its
likelihood outweigh the desire of the subject to commit the act.

The market interview sample displayed a high level of desire to buy unprovenanced
antiquities and a perception of adverse consequences (penal and other) at or approachng
nil.

If a positive balance is obtained on the subject’s Practical Balance Sheet, s/he! has he
‘capacity’ to commit the offence. S/he has decided that s/he is unlikely to suffer any il
practical consequences from the performance of the act, or that his or her desire to perfom
the act outweighs any considered adverse consequences. S/he may proceed to step two: he
Moral Balance Sheet.

Note that a finding of capacity on the Practical Balance Sheet does not in this schene
mean that the criminal act will be committed. Rather, it means that the criminal act may be
committed, if either the Moral or the Social Balance Sheets yield a positive result. A
positive result on the Practical Balance Sheet is a requirement for entry into the Moral :nd
Social stages of this process, rather than being sufficient to constitute grounds for crimnal
action in itself.

The Moral Balance Sheet

If the Practical Balance Sheet can be subtitled ‘perceptions of punishment’, then the Moal
Balance Sheet can in tumn be subtitled ‘perceptions of the inherent quality of the act’. The
overriding question for the subject here is: ‘can I classify this act which I contemplateas
morally acceptable?”

It is acknowledged that the use of the word ‘moral’ as describing this balance sheet raies
some difficult questions, particularly in relation to the transferability of this mechanisn to
white-collar criminals more generaily. White-collar workers, it may be suspected, woild
fali among those social groups least affected by issues of morality. They may be perceiad
as focussing on business priorities in a practical manner, rather than devoting much eneny
to the ethical dilemmas of the — sometimes distant or otherwise obscure — impacts of tleir
part in the trading structure. This -adiaphorization’ through which zones of action re
defined as inappropriate for moral scrutiny is an interesting diversion, but one which vill
not be pursued here (see further: Bauman 1989, 1991; Mackenzie 2005a, 2006).

In matters of cultural heritage protection, it is perhaps less surprising that a strong mcal
element was present in the representations of the interviewees. The emotive effectof
arguments over the preservation or destruction of beautiful and historically vital artefacs,
along with the issue of human effects on the environment, is one which lends itself to ne
creation of a moralistic view. Rather than any sort of moral relativism, or an exprss

1 Although the language used here is gender neutral, antiquities dealers are predominantly male. This gerter
bias was reflected in the interview sample.
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attachment to the ethic of care for the Other identified by Levinas, the dealers interviewed
appealed to a rather strict brand of utilitarian morality. This utilitarian approach was used
by the trade sample to claim the moral high ground: collectors of antiquities often lend their
pieces to museums for public display. The cultural edification of the public in this way
makes the objections of archaeologists — a small group in comparison to the general public
— an anti-utilitarian and therefore immoral stance. However, this utilitarian approach (as
indeed has always been its major failing) cannot completely justify the morality of
disregarding the objections of the ‘minority’ archaeological community and of source
countries to the destruction looting causes, and the loss of the artefacts to market forces,
respectively. More is needed to arrive at the conclusion that the act of purchase is morally
just, or at least morally neutral. Levinas’s ethic of care twists the soul after all, and must be
reasoned away: here we turn to the Moral Balance Sheet.

The assets column of this metaphorical balance sheet contains those outputs or effects of
the act of purchase of an unprovenanced artefact which can be perceived as morally good
or righteous. In the case of the antiquities trade, moral assets are those results of the trade
which the dealers can classify as being artistically or culturally beneficial. The liabilities
column contains those outputs or effects of the criminal act which are in some way seen as
detrimental to the moral framework of the actor. The neutralising discourse identified
enables buyers to manipulate their Moral Balance Sheets through the discounting of
perceived damsge to culture and history and the prioritising of the good outputs of the trade.
Morality is a negotiated outcome rather than an eternal truth.

Two exampies can be provided of such manipulation of the Moral Balance Sheet. The
first is the discounting of liabilities. Liabilities can be discounted by condemning the
condemners. Where the condemners are also the victims of the wrongful act, this
discounting of iabilities can additionally be seen as denial of the victim. This is the case for
two major categories of condemners of the antiquities market; archaeologists and source
countries. Arctacologists are victims when they suffer loss of data through looting, and
source countrics suffer joss of the objects themselves (Bator 1983} and damage to a
landscape which is sometimes of some sacred value to the local population -- religious
burial grounds 1arbour rich pickings for looters. Here we find put to use by the interviowees
accusations of corruption and improper preservative conditions in source countries.
Condemnations of archacologists revolve around accusations that they, as well as looters,
cause destructim, and that they arc insufficiently funded to be able to carry out & full and
expeditious pregramine of excavation. The moral platform of condemuers and victims of
the market to criticise is remnoved in this process ol discounting liabilities. Dealers are able
to dislocate themselves in this manner from the harm their actions may be causing, and
minimise the ‘hability value’ of the moral objections to the trade.

The second example of the purposeful alteration of entries in the balance sheet is the
turning of liabilities into assets. Liabilities are turned into assets in the Moral Balance
Sheets of antiquity traders through the manipulation of deficient provenance information in
respect of an artiquity to be purchased. This usually involves an exploitation of the concept
of the chance fnd. In this way the liability element of the purchase (the damage to context
caused by looting) is transferred to the assets column (it is favourable to buy a chance find
because in the absence of a market for such accidental discoveries, they would in some
cases be destrcyed’). The uncertain provenance of the artefact, instead of constituting a
reason not to by it, is turned intc a reason why it should be bought. For the possible funding
of the destrucion of the past is substituted its certain preservation. A positive moral
outcome is ach eved.
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In these ways, the moral balance sheet is the site of production of ‘performative fronts’
(Goffman 1959) by the interviewees, designed to present acceptable reasons for their
conduct to outsiders, and what we might call ‘psychological fronts’ designed to support
their actions in the dealers’ own minds. In this, internal, sense I depart from Goffman in his
focus on fronts as external presentations. He followed Sartre in asserting that the fronts
employed by people become of such overwhelming importance to the individual that in the
maintenance of a flawless visible front the interior workings of the actor are sometimes
neglected. The example he used was Sartre’s (1956:60) — the seemingly attentive pupil
who is diverting such energy into appearing attentive that he in fact takes on board nothing
that he hears (Goffman 1959:33).

The interviews are consistent with the presence of such fronts, but they go further. The
dealers seem genuinely convinced of the righteousness of their actions. In other words, in
addition to performative fronts designed to present acceptable reasons for their conduct to
outsiders, the dealers employ psychological fronts to convince themselves. Far from being
overlooked in the maintenance of the external performative fronts, the interior workings of
the actor are themselves massaged in a similar fashion. In the internal dialogue the dealers
have with themselves, they use psychological fronts to secure their own approval. This
interpretation of the interview data is consistent with Benson’s findings in his study of
white-collar criminals, mentioned earlier. The Moral Balance Sheet is a mode of both
internal and external performativity.

The Social Balance Sheet

The Social Balance Sheet can be given a subtitle, like the others. It is ‘the social importance
of the act’. Unlike the internal accounting of the Moral Balance Sheet -— a personal analysis
of the nature of the act in the abstract — the Social Balance Sheet is the individual's way
of keeping track of where they stand with the world at large. The Social Balance Sheet,
rather than being concerned with anything immanent to the contemplated act, ts concerned
with determining its ‘social righteousness’.

In short, there are social factors which can influence actors to choose and perform items
of conduct they view as morally wrong. If we found one hundred dollars in the street, some
of us might be inclined to turm it in to the police. Our Practical Balance Sheets in this
instance do not provide much of a check on keeping the money. We are uniikely to be
apprehended for theft. Adverse social repercussions, we might assume for the purposes of
this example, are perceived to be minimal: we are not in the company of friends or family
who would disapprove. So we have the capacity io take the money --- to commit the crime
-— and we move on to the Moral Balance Sheet. For many of us, the Moral Balance Shect
would be a sticking point. It is moraily wrong to take money which belongs to someone
else. for Levinasians and Baumanites at least. We know this, and we know that the money
in the street is not ours. If, however, we decide that on balance the act is morally wrong, we
still have a final chance to find our entitlement to commit the crime through our Social
Balance Sheet.

2 Itis, however, in contravention to Sutton’s conclusion in respect of his study of second-hand goods dealers
who bought stolen goods. He identified very similar strategies of purchase to those employed by antiquity
dealers — business buyers of stelen goods wanted to ensure that they appeared clcan and so would ask
superficial questions of the seller such as ‘these all yours then?’ or have the sellers sign a book giving their
name and address, even though the buyer had every reasen to suspect that the goods were stolen. He
concluded that buyers had no moral problems with the purchase of stolen goods (Sutton 1998: 45). This is
true, it seems, for a number of the core interviewees in the present research, but for many of the other
antiquity dealers and collectors interviewed it is not that simple. They are aware of the harm their actions
bring and must persuade themselves that overall they are doing good rather than evil to be able to continue
with their trade in unprovenanced objects.
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One question will suffice to introduce the Social Balance Sheet. Assuming that you are
one of the category of money-finders who sees the act of taking and keeping as morally
wrong, would your decision to take or not to take be affected by anything outside the
immediate imagined situation? What if your bank had informed you two days earlier that
an internet hacker had transferred five hundred dollars out of your online account and that
(for some reason) they were disinclined to reimburse you for this fraud? Might you feel that
you had suffered an injustice? Might you feel that your having lost five hundred dollars
through no fault of your own gives you an entitlement to take the hundred you find before
you now?

We can imagine here two types of accounting between the individual and society which
would leave the individual with a feeling of entitlement to commit an act which they
considered morally wrong (and for whom the Practical Balance Sheet stage has been passed
with the outcome of ‘capacity’ as opposed to ‘incapacity’).3 The first might be employed
by a white-collar worker, we might imagine, and the second by a generally disempowered
youth. They are:

**Society owes me because [ have added credit to it. Therefore [ am entitled to make
some withdrawals without penaity. Overall 1 will still be in credit.’

«‘Society owes me because it has credited others but not me. Therefore 1 am entitied to
make some withdrawals to redress the inequity between my position and that of
others.’

Buyers of antiquities see their frade as socially useful and therefore place themselves in the
first category of actors. The purchase of illicit goods -— routine for some of the interviewees
and assumed, rather hopefully, by others to be an occasional event of innocent misfortune
— can be set off against the social credits they have accumulated through the cultural
edification of the masses. Here also we might place the regular references the dealers made
1o ‘bad appies” 1w the trade. Part of the maintenance of'a non-criminal self-concept involves
reference (0 the idew that there are others out there much worse than enescif
superiniposition ot a social scale of "guodness” ou tiw moral scale of right and wrong, whach
results in the latter being concraled and lesing its claim 10 governance of action.

Entitlement and empathy

Figure I —- used 1o summarise the balance sheet ptocess of practical, moral and social
accouniing m the antiquities market —- foreshadowed the issuc of ‘entitlement’. Tt is my
suggestion that moral and social entitlement provide alternatives to legal entitlement in
‘authorising’ the injurious action the studied sample of white-collar criminals routinely
choose to take. Further, if we acknowledge that moral and social entitlement can be reached
through a process of balance sheet accounting which has no auditor other than the user, it
becomes clear that the law is only one, rather emaciated, site of influence over the decision-
making process.

Criminological theory is sometimes roughly divided between those theories that
prioritise motivation and those that attend primarily to opportunity. Such a division is in
many respects artificial, however. Opportunity theory does not, as is sometimes alleged,
ignore the question of motivation. It simply, and sensibly. proposes that where motivation

Therc may be more than two, and [ am aware that without a full exploration, which cannot take place here.
the second appears glib and thus problematic Flowever. it serves 10 contextualise the first example, which is
the more unportant here.
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and opportunity are needed as precursors to criminal action, so long as motivation among
the populace remains constant, criminal offences can be reduced by a reduction in the
number of opportunities available. It doesn’t generally consider, however, that the social
effects of measures taken to reduce opportunity may themselves increase motivation, and
in this respect overlooks the fact that in many ways motivation and opportunity might be
thought to be practically linked however keen we are to separate them conceptually.
‘Criminal motivation” may at times develop from little more than the presentation of
opportunity. An example of this can be found in the ‘lost letters’ experiments where
members of the public found themselves able to keep small sums of money discovered in
the street, in letters apparently mislaid by their owners (Farrington & Knight 1980).
Opportunity can create motivation to commit a crime; motivation which did not exist in the
actor to the extent that they actively sought the opportunity. Likewise, an absence of
motivation can change the nature of a social situation from ‘criminal opportunity’ to
‘benign encounter’: as the sums of money in the lost letters increased, the proportion of
finders willing to keep the envelope and its contents decreased, illustrating that for most of
us there is a cut-off point above which the crime is viewed as of such gravity that
opportunities for the advancement of self-interest will not be taken. Small changes in the
nature of the opportunity can affect motivation, which in turn affects the definition of the
situation as an opportunity.

It seems sensible then to propose that the answer to ‘why people do what they do’, in the
field of criminality at least, lies in both motivation and opportunity (not a particularly novel
proposition: see for example Farrington et al 1993), and that while theories from each camp
are not necessarily to be criticised for not explaining everything, there may be worth in
pursuing an investigation of concepts which run through both categories. I wish to suggest
one such concept -— empathy — and its possible place in the theory of psychological
accounts outlined above, which views crime as an action that some individuals feel entitled
to perform.

The concept of empathy is of major importance to some of the most dominant theories
in criminology. Rarely do we hear it called by that name, however. We are told that
psychopaths lack a developed sense of guilt (Cleckley 1976); they have an incapacity for
emotional connection {o the rest of humanity (Hare 1999). We are told that sociopaths as
children have lacked stability and depth in their interpersonal relationships -— particularly
the affection of parents or guardians — leaving them with defective mechanisms of
identification (Diamond 1971). Parental conflict and abuse have been noted elsewhere
{outside the realm of the pathological offender) as preventing children from internalising
nermative controls against violent behaviour (Loeber & Stouthamer-Loeber 1986). Might
we see this as an interruption of the normal process of empathy-formation which takes place
to some extent in the home?

Social bonds can operate as restraints against deviance (Hirschi 1969), partly it seems
due to their provision of a ‘stake in conformity’ (Toby 1957), but also perhaps because of
the identification mechanisms they encourage in the individual. Through ties to significant
others (‘attachments’ in Hirschi’s theory) we can learn and routinise empathy, with the
result that a developed sense of consideration for others can ultimately become transferable
from our friends to strangers in society generally, and we deveiop what we might term a
social conscience (Gottfredson & Hirschi 1990).

Delinquent peers provide positive definitions of offending (Sutherland & Cressey 1974)
in which anti-establishment subcultural attitudes turn the world into an ‘us and them’
dichotomy (Cohen 1955) where allegiance to the group necessarily involves the
discounting or abandonment of empathy for outsiders. The delinquent language offers up
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techniques of neutralisation which enable the offender to justify or excuse his crime (Sykes
& Matza 1957). None of Sykes and Matza’s five techniques deals explicitly with the
discounting of empathy, but in some it is implicit. Denial of injury might take the form: ‘the
homeowner is insured, therefore she suffers no loss through my burglary’; or perhaps: ‘he
is so rich he can afford it;> both of which are techniques for divesting the victim of any
empathy he or she might otherwise deserve. Likewise, an appeal to higher loyalties involves
the same process of empathy-discounting as the prioritising of group values and norms
mentioned above: ‘my friends needed my protection/some money/some excitement,” the
point being that they deserve one’s empathy and the victim does not.

Farrington has argued that ‘the criminal career is a legally defined subset of a longer-
term and more wide-ranging anti-social career,” (Farrington 1997:362). This builds on
Robins’ idea that there is an anti-social personality that arises in childhood and persists into
adulthood (Robins 1979). The DSM-IV diagnosis tests for just this type of anti-social
personality disorder. It is my contention here that serious anti-social behaviour involves
particularly low levels of empathy for those affected, socially, as it were: that is, at the
moment of offending, if not in constitutional terms.* A body of research measuring the
correlation between empathy and offending has been systematically reviewed and meta-
analysed by Jolliffe and Farrington (2004), although as I have written clsewhere the
sociological contours of the concept are often not acknowledged in a particularly
satistactory or sophisticated way in these studies (Mackenzie 2006).

Another way of talking of anti-social values, or a deficit of empathy, is in terms of
individual self-interest. Halpern initiated a quantitative study of the relationship between
moral values and crime and discovered at an early stage that his chosen independent
variable, ‘moral tolerance’ was not a concept that could be understood on a single
dimension (Halpern 2001). He therefore separated the moral value items into three factors;
personal-sexual, self-interest and legal-tllegal. He found that being male, being young, and
living in a large city. all well-known covariants of crime, were associated with a tolerance
of acts of material self-interest. Self-intercst might be secn as the converse of empathy.
Between 1969 and 1990 levels of self~interest were found to have increased across all of the
16 nations studied. a rend ‘which may be able to cxplain the cross-national experience of
rising crime” (Halpern 2001:243). Self-interest was found to be a moderator for mequality
in the refationship between that Tacior and crime:

Hence. inequality per se 1s only modestly associated with higher victimizarion rascs, bur
when it occurs in socteties that are also characterized by high levels ot self-imterested values
then its effects become more pronounced. This latter result may help to explain the farniliar
puzzle of why periods such as the Great Depression of the 1930s were not associated with
soaring crime (Smith 1995)... If seif-interested values have changed substantially in the
intervening period, and if these moderate the effects ot inequality, then the relationship
between inequality and crime will itselt have changed over the period (2001:247).

What [ mean by empathy in relation to criminality is the formation of a psychological bond
between the would-be offender and the intended, or imagined, victim. This is the moral
bond conceived by Bauman to consist of a responsibility to others (Bauman 1993). The
effect of the consideration of this bond by the offender may be to dissuade him from the
execution of an act harmful to the victim; he puts himself in the victim’s shoes. It seems that
empathy is central to explaining elements in the broad scheme of social action, and the more

4 The emphasis is required to distinguish low from high-level antisocial behaviour. the former of which
appears in the longitudinal literature but does not meet with a liberal view of the antisocial; see for example
some of the behaviours imcluded in Farrington’s Cambridge Study in Delinquent Development (Farrington
and West 1990: Farrington 1995).
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specific scheme of criminal action. Reducing or eliminating empathy for the intended
victim is an important precondition to the violation of a legal or social rule which will result
in harm to that victim; in other words to defining down moral constraint.

Empathy might therefore be seen to create a ‘liability’ in the Moral and Social Balance
Sheets of an individual who through an empathetic connection with perceived victims of a
contemplated wrongful act generates a reluctance to carry it out. We can take this separation
of the moral and the social further, and distinguish ‘moral empathy’ from ‘social empathy’.

Moral empathy would involve the general moral idea that to cause loss or injury to
another is wrongful, and can therefore operate as a restraint to action. The interview data in
the present project suggest that such empathy for the victim as might exist in the offender
can be discounted in the process of psychological accounting described above, with the
result that the offender arrives at the conclusion that s/he is entitled to commit the crime.
Moral empathy is therefore removed from the liabilities column of the Moral Balance Sheet
in the same way that the moral criticisms of the condemners of the market are described as
being discounted above. In other words, in addition to the identification of a suitable moral
standard by which to judge action, achieved often by a weighing of the various claims to
morality made by interested parties (a Kantian process of reasoning where the line of duty
may lie (Kant 1964)), there is the further issue of whether anyone is identified as suffering
through a breach of that standard (Levinas’s ethic of care). Neutralising lines of argument
which deny the injury by arguing that the loss caused by looting is overblown by its victims,
and further implicate those victims in the making of their own misfortune by attributing to
them ineptitude and corruption, dislocate the dealers studied from feelings of moral
empathy towards archaeologists and source countries. Moral empathy 1s, in the accounting
terminology used here, discounted.

‘Social empathy’ may be seen as the ability to discern and identify with individuals
affected by one’s action, out of the general body of ‘society’. Offenders with a deficit of
social empathy can maintain the illusion that they are dealing with a vague and shapeless
*society’ rather than an individual human being. Society is an amorphous, faceless concept
that implies a resilience of scale which belies its constitution by individual fragile bodies.
Environmental crimes such as toxic emissions are made more likely by their diffuse and
often untraceable effects; we are all poisoning the world, and thercfore ourselves, in ways
that would be unacceptable if directed against a single, known individual. Low social
empathy theretore manifests in the ability to dehumanise unknown others, break bonds of
consideration for them, and view individual others mercly as the building blocks of a
general society, with whom one’s relationship is distanced, tenuous, insignificant alongside
all other links in the web of social junctions, qualified by the immediate proximate demands
of business enterprise and competitive advantage, and therefore characterised by a
reluctance to feel accountable.

Halpern, in his study mentioned earlier, concluded that while his ‘self-interest’
indicators were a robust and significant predictor of victimisation rates in the countries he
included in his model, his ‘legai-illegal’ factors were not. He offers a very plausible
explanation for the discrepancy, which we can now read with the concept of social empathy
in mind:

Another way of looking at the ‘self-interest’ and ‘iegal-illegal” factors may be in terms of
how disembodied, impersonal or ‘distant” is the act and victim. The legal-illegal items tend
to have a relatively clear victim, while the seif-interest items tend to be relatively
‘victimless” in form. This suggests that in as far as people are able to think of others in
distant and impersonal ways, they are more likely to offend. Such a conceptual shift is
reminiscent of the ‘disembedding’ that some theorists have argued characterizes modernity,
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and particularly with reference to money (Simmel 1950). This theory is also supported by
evidence from the British Social Attitudes surveys showing that people are much happier
about cheating a large store out of money, by keeping incorrect change, than a small store
(Johnson 1988) ... (Halpern 2001:249).

Empathy therefore, moral and social, may be a key concept linking together theories of
motivation. Empathy can affect motivation to perform a harmful act. Can empathy also
affect opportunities to commit crime? In the sense that it engenders mechanisms of informal
social control, the answer would appear to be yes.

Conclusion

A view of crime as entitlement is not unprecedented. Champion has postulated that entitling
personality structures are associated with sexual aggression — his terminology involves
‘cognitively structured belief systems’ (Champion 2003). Entitlement to engage in negative
behaviours was also one of the eight thinking styles found to be common to prison inmates,
giving rise to the Psychological Inventory of Criminal Thinking Styles (Walters 1995a,
1995b, 1996; Walters et al 1998). However, entitlement as a purposively manufactured
mental construct deserves greater recognition in white-collar criminology -— and perhaps
further exploration in relation to ‘conventional’ crimes — as does its link with empathy.

Empathy itself is a concept with strong roots in the psychological literature. Batson, for
example, has developed an ‘altruism-empathy hypothesis’ which posits that absent
perceived practical benefits to self, people are more likely to assist another in need if they
feel empathy towards that person (Batson 1991). More interpretive research is needed 1o
complement the quantitative literaturc surveyed and built upon by Jolliffe and Farrington
(2004) by further interrogating the various contextual manifestations of empathy. It may be
that the emerging *criminology of the emotions’ (see for example the collected essays in de
Haan & Loader 2002) has much to add to the more established elements of the discipline.

The communicative structure of the antiquities market is of a discourse which supples
newtralising forms of language capable of influencing the choices of buyers through their
entry in personal ethical and social balance sheets. Why (and how) do antiquitics dealers do
things that they often, in common with Matza’s delinquents, objectively declare to be wrong
(Matza 196437 They make use of discursive forms f¢ manage their balance sheets in such a
way that on this supposed weighing of assets and habilities, they are presented with the
apparently objective conclusion that they are entitled, morally and/or socially, to preceed
with the wrongful action in question. Through this process of mephistophelean accounting,
they evade the normative reach of the law. Entitlement is (in this case) an internaily
manutaciured status which feels to the manufacturer as if it were externally given.

References

Alder, C & Polk, K (2002) 'Stopping this Awful Business: the Iilicit Traffic in Antiquities
Examined as a Criminal Market', 4r¢ Antiquity and Law., vol 7, p 35.

Bator, PM (1983) The international Trade in Art, University of Chicago Press, Chicago.

Batson, CD (1991) The Altruism Question: Toward a Social-Psychological Answer,
Erlbaum, Hillsdale, NJ.

Bauman, Z (1989) Modernity and the Holocaust, Polity. Cambridge.



236 CURRENT ISSUES IN CRIMINAL JUSTICE VOLUME 18 NUMBER 2

Bauman, Z (1991) Modernity and Ambivalence, Polity Press, Cambridge.
Bauman, Z (1993) Postmodern Ethics, Routledge, London.

Benson, M (1985) 'Denying the Guilty Mind: Accounting for Involvement in a White-
Collar Crime', Criminology, vol 23, no 4, pp 583—-607.

Billig, M, Condor, S, Edwards, D, Gane, M, Middleton, D & Radley, A (1988) Ideological
Dilemmas: a Social Psychology of Everyday Thinking, Sage, London.

Blau, JR & Blau, PM (1982) 'The Cost of Inequality: Metropolitan Structure and Violent
Crime', American Sociological Review, vol 47, pp 114-29.

Bottoms, AE (2000) 'The Relationship Between Theory and Research in Criminology', in
King, RD and Wincup, E (eds) Doing Research on Crime and Justice, Oxford University
Press, Oxford.

Burnham, B (1975) The Art Crisis, Collins, London.

Champion, DR (2003) Narcissism and Entitlement: Sexual Aggression and the College
Male, LFB Scholarly Publishing LLC, New York.

Chippindale, C & Gill, DJW (2000) "Material Consequences of Contemporary Classicel
Collecting', American Journal of Archaeology, vol 104, pp 463-511.

Clarke, RV (1995) 'Situational Crime Prevention', in Tonry, M & Farrington, DP (eds)
Building a Safer Society. Strategic Approaches to Crime Prevention, University of Chicago
Press, Chicago.

Cleckley, HM (1976) The Mask of Sanity: an Attempt to Clarify some Issues about the Sc-
called Psychopathic Personality, Mosby, St Louis.

Coggins, C (1969) 'lllicit Traffic of Pre-Columbian Antiquities', At Journal, vol Fall, p»
94--8.

Coggins, C (1970) 'The Maya Scandal: How Thieves Strip Sites of Past Cultures,
Smithsonian, vol October, pp 8-16.

Coggins, C (1971) 'An Art Historian Speaks Out', Auction, vol January, p 33.
Cohen, AK (1955) Delinquent Boys: The Culture of the Gang, Free Press, Glencoe, IL.

Cohen. S (1993) 'Human Rights and Crimes of the State: the Culture of Denial', Australia
and New Zealand Journal of Criminology, vol 26, no 2, pp 97-115.

Conklin, JE (1994) Art Crime, Pracger, Westport, CT.

Cornish, DB & Clarke, RV (eds) (1986) The Reasoning Criminal: Rational Choic:
Perspectives on Offending, Springer-Verlag, New York.

Cornish, DB & Clarke, RV {2003) 'Opportunities, Precipitators and Crimimai Decisions: 1
Reply to Wortley's Critique of Situational Crime Prevention', in Smith, MJ & Cornish, D3
(eds) Theory for Situational Crime Prevention: Crime Prevention Studies Vol. 16, Crimind
Justice Press, Monsey, NY.

de Haan, W & Loader, 1 (2002) 'Crime, Punishment and the Emotions', Theoreticd
Criminology, vol 6, no 3.



NOVEMBER 2006 ILLICIT PURCHASE DECISIONS IN THE ANTIQUITIES MARKET 237

Diamond, BL (1971) 'Failures of Identification and Sociopathic Behaviour', in Sanford, N
& Comstock, C (eds) Sanctions for Evil, Jossey-Bass, Inc, San Francisco.

Elia, RJ (1994) 'The World Cannot Afford Many More Collectors with a Passion for
Antiquities', The Art Newspaper, vol 41, no October, p 19.

Farrington, DP (1995) 'The Development of Offending and Antisocial Behaviour from
Childhood: Key Findings from the Cambridge Study in Delinquent Development', Journal
of Child Psychology and Psychiatry, vol 36, pp 929-64.

Farrington, DP (1997) 'Human Development and Criminal Careers', in Maguire, M,
Morgan, R & Reiner, R (eds) The Oxford Handbook of Criminology, 2nd edn, Clarendon
Press, Oxford.

Farrington, DP & Knight, BJ (1980} 'Stealing from a "Lost" Letter', Criminal Justice and
Behaviour, vol 7, pp 423-36.

Farrington, DP, Sampson, R} & Wikstrom, P-OH (eds) (1993) Integrating Individual and
Ecological Aspects of Crime, National Council for Crime Prevention, Stockholm.

Farrington, DP & West, DJ (1990) 'The Cambridge Study in Delinquent Development: a
Long-term Follow-up of 411 London Males', in Kerner, H-J & Kaiser, G {eds) Criminality:
Personality, Behaviour, Life History, Springer-Verlag, Berlin.

Freiberg, A (1992) 'Sentencing White Collar Criminals', Australian Institute of Judicial
Administration, Sentencing of Federal Offenders, pp 1--19.

Gerstenblith, P (1995) ‘Identity and Cultural Property: The Protection of Cultural Property
in the United States', Bosron University Law Review, vol 75, p 559.

Gill, DIW & Chinpindale. C (1993) 'Material and Intellectual Consequences of Usicem for
Cycladic Figures', Amcerican Journal of Archaeology. vol 97 no 3. pp 602-73.

Goftman, E (1959) The Presentation of Self i Evervday Lije, Anchor, Garden City, NY.

Gottfredson, M & Hirschn, T (1990 A General Theory of Urime, Stanford University Press,
Palo Alto. CA.

Hagan. J & Peterson, RD (eds) (1994) nequality and Crime, Stanford University Press,
Stanford.

Halpern, D (2001) 'Moral Values, Social Trust and Inequality: Can Values Explain Crime?'
British Journal of Criminology. vol 41, pp 236--51.

Hare, RD (1999) Without Conscience: the Disturbing World of the Psychopaths Among Us,
Guilford Press, New York.

Hirschi, T (1969) Causes of Delinquency, University of California Press, Berkliey.

Jefferson, T (2002) 'For a Psychosocial Criminology', in Carrington, K & Hogg, R (eds)
Critical Criminology: Issues, Debates, Challenges, Willan Publishing, Devon, UK.

Johnson, M (1988) 'The Price of Honesty', in Jowell, R, Witherspoon, S & Brook, L (eds)
British Social Attitudes: the 5th Report, Gower, Aldershot.



238 CURRENT ISSUES IN CRIMINAL JUSTICE VOLUME 18 NUMBER 2

Jolliffe, D & Farrington, DP (2004) ‘Empathy and Offending: a Systematic Review and
Meta-analysis’, Aggressive Behavior, vol 9, pp 441-76.

Kant, 1 (1964) Groundwork of the Metaphysics of Morals, tr. Paton, HJ, Harper
Torchbooks, New York.

Klockars, CB (1974) The Professional Fence, Tavistock, London.

Levinas, E (1969) Totality and Infinity: an Essay on Exteriority, tr. Lingis, A, Duquesre
University Press, Pittsburgh.

Levinas, E (1981) Otherwise than Being.: or Beyvond Essence, tr. Lingis, A, Martims
Nijhoff Publishers, Boston.

Loeber, R & Stouthamer-Loeber, M (1986) 'Family Factors as Correlates and Predictors f
Juvenile Conduct Problems and Delinquency', in Tonry, M & Motris, N (eds) Crime and
Justice, Vol. 7, University of Chicago Press, Chicago.

Mackenzie, SRM (2005a) 'Behaviour on London Buses and Tubes: Three Cases «f
Incivility', Internet Journal of Criminology.

Mackenzie, SRM (2005b) Going, Going, Gone: Regulating the Market in lilicit Antiquitie:,
Institute of Art and Law, Leicester.

Mackenzie, SRM (2006) 'Situationally Edited Empathy: an Effect of Socio-economy
Structure on Individual Choice', Critical Criminology, vol 14, no 4, pp 365-85.

Matza, D (1964) Delinquency and Drift, John Wiley, New York.
Merton, RK (1968) Social Theory and Social Structure, Free Press, Glencoe.
Meyer. K (1973) The Plundered Past: the Traffic in Art Treasures, Atheneum, New Yorl.

O'Keefe, P} (1997) Trade in Antiquities: Reducing Destruction and Theft, Archetype,
London.

O'Keefe, PJ (2000) Commentary on the UNESCO 1970 Cenveniion on Ilicit Traffic,
Institute of Art and Law. Leicester.

Palmer, N, Addyman, P, Andesson, R, Browne, A, Somers Cocks. A, Davies, M, Ede, .,
Van der Lande, ] & Renfrew, C (2000) Ministerial Advisory Panei on Ulicit Trade,
December 2000, UK Home Office Department for Culture, Media and Sport, London.

Pastore, G (2001) 'The Looting of Archaecological Sites in Italy', in Brodie, N, Doole, J &
Renfrew, C (eds) Trade in lllicit Antiquities: the Destruction of the World's Archaeologicd
Heritage, McDonald Institute for Archaeological Research, Cambridge.

Pawson, R & Tilley, N (1997) Realistic Evaluation, Sage Publications, London.

Pearlstein, WG (2002) 'Amicus Curiae Brief', Brief presented for the defendant in the cas’
US v Schultz 178 F.Supp. 2d 445 [S.D.N.Y. 2002],

Polk, K (2000) 'The Antiquities Trade Viewed as a Criminal Market', Hong Kong Lawyer,
vol September, p 82.

Polk, K (2002) 'Controlling the Traffic in Illicit Antiquities: Are Criminal Sanctiors
Appropriate?', published as proceedings of the conference Implementation of the UNESCO



NOVEMBER 2006 ILLICIT PURCHASE DECISIONS IN THE ANTIQUITIES MARKET 239

1970 Convention, Institute of Art & Law and Art-Law Centre, Geneva, Department for
Culture Media and Sport, London.

Potter, J & Wetherell, M (1987) Discourse and Social Psychology: Beyond Attitudes and
Behaviour, Sage, London.

Prott, LV & O'Keefe, PJ (1984) Law and the Cultural Heritage, Volume 1: Discovery and
Excavation, Professional Books, Abingdon.

Prott, LV & O'Keefe, PJ (1989) Law and the Cultural Heritage, Volume 3: Movement,
Butterworths, London.

Renfrew, C (1993) 'Collectors are the Real Looters', Archaeology, vol 46, no 3, pp 16-7.

Renfrew, C (1999) Loot, Legitimacy and Ownership: the Ethical Crisis in Archaeology,
Joh. Enschede, Amsterdam.

Robins, LN (1979) 'Sturdy Childhood Predictors of Adult Outcomes: Replications from
Longitudinal Studies', in Barrett, JE, Rose, RM & Klerman, GL (eds) Stress and Mental
Disorder, Raven Press, New York.

Sartre, J-P (1956) Being and Nothingness, tr. Barnes, HE, Philosophical Library, New
York.

Schwendinger, H & Schwendinger, J (1970) 'Defenders of Order or Guardians of Human
Rights', Issues in Criminology, vol 7, pp 72-81.

Scott, M & Lyman, § (1968) 'Accounts', dmerican Sociological Review, vol 33, pp 46--62.

Shapiro, SP (1990) 'Collaring the Crime, not the Criminal: Reconsidering the Concept of
White-collar Crime', American Sociological Review, vol 55, no0 3 pp 346-65.

Sunwmel, G {1950y The Svcwlogy of Geory Sinmmed, 1. Wolll) K| Free Press. vew York.

Smith, OF {1995y "Youth (rime and Conduct Disorders: Trends, Patterns. and Causal
Explanations’, in Rutter. M & Smith, DI (eds) Psychosocial Disorders in Young People:

X N J o < i
Time Trendy and Their Causes. John Wiley, Chichester,

Sutherland, EW (1949} Fhite Collar Crime, Drvden Press, New York.
Sutherland, EW & Cressey, DR (1974) Criminology, 9th edn, Lippincott, Philadelphia.

Sutton, M (1998) 'Handling Stolen Goods & Theft: a Market Reduction Approach’. Home
Office Research Study 178, Home Office, London.

Sykes, GM & Matza, D (1957) 'Techniques of Neutralisation: a Theory of Delinquency’,
American Sociological Review, vol 22, pp 664--70.

Thosarat, R (2001a) 'The Destruction of the Cultural Heritage of Thatland and Cambodia’,
in Brodie, N, Doole, J & Renfrew, C (eds) Trade in Illicit Antiquities: the Destruction of the
World's Archaeological Heritage, McDonald Institute for Archaeological Research,
Cambridge.

Thosarat, R (2001b) 'Report from Southeast Asia', Culture Without Context: the Newsletter
of the [llicit Antiquities Research Centre, University of Cambridge, vol 8, no Spring.



240 CURRENT ISSUES IN CRIMINAL JUSTICE VOLUME 18 NUMBER 2

Toby, J (1957) 'Social Disorganisation and Stake in Conformity: Complementary Factors
in the Predatory Behaviour of Hoodlums', Journal of Criminal Law, Criminology and
Police Science, vol 48, pp 12-7.

Walters, GD (1995a) 'The Psychological Inventory of Criminal Thinking Styles: Part I.
Reliability and Preliminary Validity', Criminal Justice and Behaviour, vol 22, pp 307-25.

Walters, GD (1995b) 'The Psychological Inventory of Criminal Thinking Styles: Part II.
Identifying Simulated Response Sets', Criminal Justice and Behaviour, vol 22, pp 437-55.

Walters, GD (1996) "The Psychological Inventory of Criminal Thinking Styles: Part III.
Predictive Validity', International Journal of Offender Therapy and Comparative
Criminology, vol 40, pp 105-12.

Walters, GD, Elliott, WN & Miscoll, D (1998) 'Use of the Psychological Inventory of
Criminal Thinking Styles in a Group of Female Offenders', Criminal Justice and
Behaviour, vol 25, pp 125-34.

Wheeler, S, Weisburd, D & Bode, N (1982) 'Sentencing the White Collar Offender:
Rhetoric and Reality', American Sociological Review, vol 47, pp 641-59.



