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Criminology is defined by Edwin Sutherland and Donald Cressy to be the objective study of how crime is a lived experience. It is developed through general and verified knowledge, and has become a global social phenomenon. As well, it highlights the correlations between causation and systemic issues surrounding the nature, extent, cause, and control of crime. (Grey, 2017) This allows for all areas of criminology (victimology, penology, statistics, law, theory construction, and behaviour systems) to contribute new knowledge so we as a society can better understand why criminals do what they do, how they became that way, and how to prevent the results. The knowledge is typically collected through qualitative criminological research; research done through interviews, surveys, and other means/ medians to uncover the hows and whys involved with criminals, as well as how they are viewed as complex wholes inflicting multiple lived experiences onto the world through their acts. (Grey, 2017)    
This knowledge has led to the discovery of many common threads in various areas of understanding. One of those common threads is among criminals during their development. They have a desire, which they in turn act upon, to inflict cruelty to small animals. This crime is defined as inflicting physical pain, suffering or death on an animal, usually a tame one, beyond necessity for normal discipline. (McCormick & Siegel, 2012) These small animals range from rodents to cats and dogs, and can ultimately range in degree of severity. Why should we care about these crimes? Animals are proven to be viewed the same as children in North American society, and crimes against them are proven to be linked to human violence and crime prevention. Animals can be viewed as sentient beings who feel and experience as we do. Individuals who commit these crimes have importance because they could have exemplified the graduation hypothesis (graduate from harming animals to humans) or the generalized deviance hypothesis (animal cruelty in correlated to any deviant antisocial behaviour). They choose to commit cruel acts on animals for passive omission or active commission reasons because they redirect their personal aggression towards those in close proximity. (Grey, 2017)  
I will outline the specifics of this area of understanding to include what social and institutional factors contribute to being cruel to animals, what acts are committed, what crimes typically result from animal cruelty, and how being around/involved in animal cruelty changes psychopathology and lifestyle later in life. People from all walks of life can be exposed to this, whether personally or indirectly, and it has such a complex impact on our lives and society as a whole. In particular, how the social and institutional factors of poor environment, abuse, and fetish sadism (Ruiz, 2015) predictively lead to acts of harm (and commonly death,) on the animals involved, as well as to aggressive acts on humans; including homicide, theft, white collar crime, assault, and sexual violence. As well as how committing, or being around, the crime of animal cruelty can desensitize an individual to further cruel-deemed acts (Walters, 2013).
Animals play an important and influential role in our society in various ways. They keep us active, refocus our minds, give us love and attention, and aid people with disabilities to just name a few. They are actively involved in most of our social processes and structures, whether they are the activity themselves, or are just simply being present. Flynn’s paper Acknowledging the "Zoological Connection": A Sociological Analysis of Animal Cruelty, emphasized this. He went on to discuss how animals are a prime example of how our everyday decisions and actions are influenced by our surroundings. As well, he sociologically redefined animal cruelty to include and identify institutional factors related to animal cruelty’s occurrence. They include how others act around you, how others treat you in various lights, how the physical environment aids you in your actions, and how the respective institutional surroundings makes you feel (Flynn, 2001). This most importantly draws attention to animal cruelty as its own crime. This isn’t only because it’s associated to violence towards humans, but because we can all relate to these institutional factors. In order to better evolve and protect our society, we need to understand why animal cruelty occurs in the first place. This is also connected to Bonger and Void’s Social Process theory in terms of how we create our own favorable definitions to learn to be bad, and how animal cruelty is quite closely related to the efficiency of formal and informal institutional operations (McCormick & Siegel, 2012).
Animal Cruelty is also related to other forms of antisocial behavior. This can include acting antisocially, or being exposed to further or new forms of antisocial behavior in societal institutions. The article entitled The Relationship of Animal Abuse to Violence and Other Forms of Antisocial Behavior in the Journal of Interpersonal Violence exposes this fact clearly and objectively. In a study involving 153 acclaimed animal abusers and 153 controlled individuals, the abusers were found to be more prone towards aggression and aggressive acts. They were also found to be more antisocial, and were more likely to go on to engage in more antisocial behaviors; like committing property or public disorder offences. The study concluded that being abusive towards animals is no more likely to precede than follow violent behavior (Arluke, Ascione, Levin, & Luke, 1999). This could be because of various reasons such as lifestyle, proximity, socialization, strain, or social disorganization. All these concepts relate to how individuals have goals they need to have met in order to be a functional member of society. If those goals can’t be met, cultures in their world will conflict each other and put strain on their thought process. This is especially relevant if that certain individual isn’t socialized; raised and be exposed to the norms of society, properly. They will take on a certain lifestyle and turn to victimizing suitable targets in a readily available proximity (Grey, 2017). 
This aggressive behavior inflicted on animals, and consecutively on humans, can ultimately have drastic effects on the future of society as well as the individual. Walter’s journal article on the Pathway to Desistance study exemplifies this. The study is explained as 1,336 people having their relationship between childhood cruelty towards animals and subsequent aggressive offending evaluated in waves using four control variables; age, race, sex, and early onset behavior problems. A conclusion was uncovered; cruelty towards animals is an effective predictor of offending. It was also discovered that cruelty towards animals desensitizes individuals to aggression, be it acts or behavior (Walters, 2013). Using Lombroso’s scientific method to enable a study of this magnitude to take place allows for reliability of results, as well as a methodology that is accurate and thorough (Grey, 2017). The individuals who commit the crime of animal cruelty are evidently mediated and driven by hostility and unemotionality. They are sociopaths. This also raises the need for restorative justice to further grow in prominence. Victims, animals in this case, are central to the issue and should provoke the desire for offenders to take responsibility for their actions (McCormick & Siegel, 2012). We need to take qualitative research like this and use it to reduce and prevent these crimes in all possible ways.  
 Qualitative criminological research was also present in the Sage Journal article on animal cruelty during childhood in criminals and noncriminals. A criminal is defined as a person who has committed a crime, or has been deemed guilty of having committed a crime by the court in the justice system. A noncriminal is defined as someone who pertains from crime, or is involved in civil matters that don’t lay the basis for a lawsuit or damages (McCormick & Siegel, 2012). Such civil matters include instances like public intoxication and found property. The study incorporated in this article looked at 152 individuals from each group through 1-2 hour interviews. A correlation between childhood cruelty to animals and aggressive behavior in adulthood was being determined. The results of the study exposed that the instances and rates of aggressive behavior were higher in criminals than in noncriminals. As well, a commonality of a history of family violence in the form of abuse and/or alcoholism was discovered. The rates of that commonality were indeed higher in criminals and animal abusers than in noncriminals. These results emphasize how the social structures that any individual grows up in has such an enormous influential role on their psychopathology towards aggression later in life. Being abused alters their brain to perceive pain, violence, and suffering as a normal part of life that others should need to experience (Felthous & Kellert, 1985). This new view on life for those individuals grows gradually as they ease into adulthood, and we should all be made aware of the warning signs in order to give them the help they need. 
These warning signs could be anything from lashing out and being defiant to committing juvenile delinquency crimes. The so called ‘red flags’ were examined and expressed to the general public in an article in the Journal of Interpersonal Violence entitled Is Animal Cruelty a “Red Flag” for Family Violence? The article looked at a study that included 860 college students and their histories around maltreatment, court cases, and childhood exposure to various forms of abuse. Of those 860 students, 60 percent were found to have witnessed some form of cruelty towards animals in their childhood; either by themselves, friends, or other family members. As well, they were found to have been the target of childhood maltreatment. This was in the form of physical and/or psychological abuse that occurred on a regular basis. Abuse like this typically will go through the court system if dealt with in a timely manner, or the individuals involved are of the age or mental state to make the rational decision they need to seek help by any means possible. Thus, court cases over childhood maltreatment legislation were shown in this study to be correlated with animal abuse legislation in a way much bigger than was originally thought. The study exponentially supports cross report legislation in this sense. Animal cruelty has now been shown to be a strong indicator of violence directed towards other family members (DeGue & DiLillo, 2009). Patterns have been now shown to emerge with such a lifestyle that initiate a sort of cycle of abuse that can be extremely difficult and timely to get out of. Animal cruelty isn’t something that is now just a number in our country’s Uniform Crime Report. Why people are cruel to animals is what requires the solution and our focus. It’s a systemic issue that impacts so many aspects of our lives; education, family, socialization, and sense of belonging in all areas of society.  
Animal cruelty being a systemic issue also sheds light onto the fact that it is a prime example of our justice system’s crime funnel. Such a small fraction of the animal abuse crimes committed are found and reported because many involved are so deeply impacted psychologically that the crimes, along with the later on correlated crimes, go unreported. This is a main problem with calculating actual crime because it changes legislation focus and inhibits further research on the matter. This in turn effects how we view animal abuse crimes as a lived experience through immersion, and as a social relational problem that isn’t easily reduced to numbers. Hearing the criminals’ individual point of view is the key component in leading researchers and criminologists to a better understanding of possible solutions to the underlying problems (Grey, 2017). 
An example of this importance is evident in the article in the Elsevier journal entitled Reports of severe physical punishment and exposure to animal cruelty by inmates convicted of felonies and by university students. This study that was examined involved issuing self-report surveys and questionnaires to 314 inmates and university students to discover the various outcomes surrounding animal cruelty, and its effect on adulthood psychopathology. The results of the questionnaires showed there is an increased rate of physical punishment and of nonhomicidal crimes among animal abusers. As well, an increased rate of punitive childhood histories was discovered among animal abusers and felons. This result further proves how the social processes one is exposed to during childhood can drastically change their psychopathology for the worse. A negative socialization experience makes them unable to interact in society in ways that are deemed acceptable by our societal institutions. So they can reach a point where they are considered criminals and dangerous to efficient members of society, and placed in places where they can be controlled. This leads to the study’s other discovery; that there is no association between the type of crime committed by a felon and exposure to animal cruelty. Therefore, a felon’s acts can be deemed further along the antisocial spectrum than animal cruelty is. A punitive childhood history combined with exposure to animal cruelty simply is a common thread leading to any type of antisocial behavior (Knutson & Miller, 1997). As well, a correlation between the severity of animal abuse to the severity of future antisocial behavior is still a grey area for researchers. 
Researchers, in a sense, always need to go back to the basics. In this case, to why these certain individuals would even want to harm such innocent creatures. Ricardo’s YouTube video exposes the main reasons. It discusses the what ifs, as well as some responses to animal cruelty. He expresses the main reason to be linked to Trait Theory; the individual aspects that make a person act the way they do. Here the individuals that deem it socially acceptable to be cruel to animals are sadists who convey deep feelings of anomie; normlessness in society (Grey, 2017). They battle a sort of inner struggle with those desires and feelings in their minds, and ultimately use Rational Choice Theory; using free will to weigh the costs and benefits of a given situation and create the guilty mind and intent of the guilty action (McCormick & Siegel, 2012), to commit the act. Ruiz uses pet names, as well as the aspect of how much owners love their animals, to make the crimes personal. This helps viewers connect to the message of how animal cruelty is a much deeper issue than society lets on. He exposes how 65 percent of individuals arrested for animal cruelty crimes are also violent towards people. As well, how 70-80 percent of women involved in domestic abuse cases admit to their partner also injuring or harming their pet (Ruiz, 2015). This infers to some possible solutions of having law enforcement put more of their focus into prosecuting animal cruelty cases, or having the government increase funding to implement new self help programs around managing the feelings and desires of sadism. 
Criminology is an area of study that has many avenues to discover. Researchers rely so heavily on qualitative research to understand why and how criminals do what they do. Most importantly, they need to understand how crime is a sociological phenomenon that needs to be understood as a lived experience; both by the victims and by the criminals. A type of crime that requires the most up and coming focus is animal cruelty because it is correlated to many other types of aggressive antisocial behavior. 
The sources I have examined incorporate various studies that show how animal cruelty is a main predictor of future aggressive behavior; be it property crime, sexual assult crime, homicide, domestic abuse, or public disorder offences. They expose the cross legislation between patterns of family violence and animal cruelty, and highlight the increased rates of abusive childhood history in felons and acclaimed animal abusers. Although they show that animal cruelty crimes are commonly committed by sadists battling feelings of anomie, other antisocial behaviors are no more likely to precede than follow them. As well, there is no association between the other types of aggressive antisocial crimes committed and animal cruelty. That is why I feel these studies and researchers have failed to include the association of the severity of other crimes with the severity of the animal abuse. The researchers effectively included both criminals and noncriminals in their research, but they could have inferred possible solutions to the problem; be it new forms of rehab, programs targeting strange desires in schools, or having law enforcement review laws more thoroughly and prosecute animal abuse more heavily. Implementing such solutions will allow for open discussion of the issue, and can prevent future crime on animals, as well as on humans. The solutions are investments worth making and they will improve society for the better; improving individuals’ rational decision making abilities, altering social structures critically, keeping families closer together, less people in prison, and increasing the acceptance of our societal institutions.          
The social and institutional factors that contribute to being cruel to animals is evidently a punitive childhood history in various aspects. This leads to the animal abuse crimes of harm or death by various means. We can therefore conclude that being around or being involved in animal cruelty changes an individuals’ psychopathology and lifestyle later in life for the worse. Most commonly they become so antisocial they are segregated; deemed criminals and unfit to function effectively in society and its institutions. Social process and structure theory, trait theory, rational choice theory, and the criminological debate over systemic issue or causation effectively aid in describing the hows and whys people are cruel to animals and its effect on their lives, and those around them. Ultimately committing, or being around, the crime of animal cruelty can desensitize an individual; encouraging them to committing further cruel-deemed acts. It will change the way that individual views pain, suffering, and violence to acceptance. 
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  Op-Ed:
Does Animal Cruelty alter one’s Psychopathology?
[image: http://media-cache-ec0.pinimg.com/736x/65/0e/41/650e41f796c50054553e46f32caa6f34.jpg] 
Will a person’s exposure to animal cruelty cause them to become criminals later in life?  Criminology is an area of study that has many components. It helps us understand how crime is experienced by the victim and criminal. As well, how those experiences are different and effect all aspects of life. One of those experiences is Animal Cruelty. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]What is Animal Cruelty and why should we care?
Animal cruelty, as explained, is a type of crime needing a new focus. This is because it’s shown to be related to other crimes and deviant people. This is explored further in many scientific studies.   
Animal cruelty is a proven predictor of future aggressive behavior towards others. 
The patterns between family and animal violence is also exposed. This is proved by the fact that criminals in jail and animal abusers have said they were abused as children. 
But what kinds of people could do such cruel things? Animal cruelty crime is commonly committed by sadists battling feelings of separation from society. 
What crimes can Animal Cruelty cause?
Other crimes aren’t any more likely to follow than come before animal abuse. 
As well, no link has been found between other types of antisocial crime and animal cruelty. The only thing in common is childhood abuse leading to animal abuse and other crimes. This is emphasized in a journal article. 
How severe can these crimes get? 
I feel this information has failed to tell us what the link is between the severity of animal cruelty and the severity of other crimes. Some researchers have looked at both criminal and noncriminal information in their research, but they didn’t tell us any possible solutions to stopping animal cruelty.
Are there any solutions?
Solutions could be anything from new forms of rehabilitation and new programs in schools to having police enforce animal abuse laws more. 
These solutions will allow for open discussion of animal cruelty and change related laws. They can prevent future crime on animals, as well as on humans. 
The solutions are worth making because they will improve society for the better. They will improve our decision making abilities, improve our societies’ structures, improve family togetherness, lower the number of people going to prison, and increase the acceptance of all parts of life.         
What causes Animal Cruelty? 
The factors that contribute to animal abuse are a bad childhood history; mentally and physically. This causes the individuals involved to harm or kill animals by some means deemed right by their changed minds. 
We can ultimately conclude that being involved in, or being exposed to, animal cruelty will change an individuals’ brain processes and lifestyle later in life in many negative ways. 
Most commonly they will become so separated from what is normal in society that they will be called criminals and told they are unfit to live among ‘normal’ things. 
What theories explain Animal Cruelty?
The theories including Trait, Social Process, Social Structure, Rational Choice, and the Systemic Issue .vs. Causation debate help us describe and uncover the whys and hows surrounding people who are cruel to animals. Also its effect on their lives and the lives of those around them. 
What are Animal Cruelty’s outcomes?
Committing, or being around, the crime of animal cruelty will desensitize a person. They will be encouraged to commit more acts that are cruel to society. This is because they will have learned to view pain, suffering, and violence as acceptable. 
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REPORT ANIMAL CRUELTY TO POLICE





