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ptroductory remarks

Crime news educates the public on issues dealing with social order (along with
Joral order) and by using images they send there own messages. The representations
f the crime and the criminal stem from ‘underground’ fears or mythologies /
ticisms (Wilson 1987: 13).
" In the social representations, the members of a group, sharing a common life, react in
Imost the same way when the information triggers collective emotions (Lefebvre 1980).
" The criminal reality is thereof always accompanied by the media representation
ind the public opinion, which, often misled and believing in the information which is
d (Zarafonitou 2008). These criminal and criminogenic messages form a false
onsciousness and ultimately a false consensus.

These findings raise many questions.
Is it through representations that we analyse criminality and through stereotypes
hat we interpret criminological statistics?
How is it possible for the ‘great public’ to be in consensus when it is comprised of
groups and individuals with different perceptions?
_' The ‘pictures in our heads’ (Ginneken 1998) that is, the stereotypes of fear,
iSecurity and diversity are always in search of what is ‘real’. The television viewer,
4 .ulded not according to the picture, but by the picture itself, is under-informed by
Ring over-informed and is disorientated by the social polls.
As long as reality is a socially constructed (and not objective) system which is
bject to “dislocation” and until a new social reality is constructed, the media play the
Ole of an electronic consciousness.
Theoretically, public opinion at times agrees with the media (consensus), at other
' disagrees (dissensus) and at times is not formulated at all, but rather expressed
Hrough individual positions (asensus) (Newman 1976).
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In practice, however, through the images projected by the media, genera
are formed with regards to crime, stereotypes and labels (Cohen 2004) ang
social control, deviants are individually disciplined (Mathiesen 1983: 132),

In a representation, the real object is absent and is substituted by the jm
another or similar object, which evokes intense emotions. Representations p
‘symbols’ through which public discourse on crime and deviance is dramatize

Nevertheless when a message is constructed by the media and the m
constructed by the recipient, they do not necessarily lead to a consensus regard
causes of the problems, but rather they often concur in the ‘solutions’ (
2002).

such as media-trials, where the tabloid justice of dramatizations and
m prevails, or soap-opera trials or personalized trials (convictions), that
t seek the tools to analyse (crime) reality (Fox and v. Sickel 2001).

evision) definition of crime or deviance is a socio-media construction.
e reaction of public opinion to that construction, even if dependant upon
d ideology, the normative framework and the social/political power of
ps in shaping that same ‘public opinion’, does not cease to hover within the
f social constructionism, as well as within the contexts of *free wielding’ and
lings. Symbolic reality cannot come into line with the reality we actually
e starting-point and underlying assumption of our approach (Surette and

The hyper-reality

Crime has always been ‘omnibus’ news (that is, everybody’s business), but
easily manipulated by the media, using television ‘tricks of the trade’ whic
by revealing’ (Baudrillard 1983). The selection, construction, dramati
‘impression of what is real’, aim to mobilize or immobilize (empower or 0
through promoting specific ideas, representations or predispositions (Bourdig

The hyper-reality of simulations is an example of the new cultural form
in the making’. :

Cultural recycling, with its simulations, forms the theoretical basis f
waves’. The uncontrolled growth of cities or economic inequality.
immigration shape the context of social problems from which crime waves ¢
although these crime waves do not always correspond to an increase in
(Fishman 2006: 48). However, it is certain that public consciousness
awareness of crime — even if, for many, these are things of the mind —
consequences. “News themes™ construct crime waves and, through their cor
foster a general atmosphere of insecurity (Sacco 2005). i

The social constructionist perspective of crime waves, however soli
must be subjected to the criticism of the television viewer. The camerd,
element to a panoptic system of covering, covering-up and revealin
allowed to give the viewer the illusion of being personally involved (
present, of knowing, of deciding) (Pfeiffer and alias 2005: 266).

Moral panic and deviance amplification are powerful tools used 10}
and insecurity and reinforce the labelling theory (Sacco 2005). The
dangers influence, if not change, behaviours and they work to construct
(usually repressive) consensus of public opinion (Garland 2001). ;

The production and distribution of cultural knowledge by the me
with the public’s trust in the reliability of the crime data presented (s
sentencing). Television viewers appear to ‘ask for’ inconsistent m@
methods of protection against the crime and the cri

one hand, the media construct social reality and, on the other, they
e interpretive contexts in which this reality is to be comprehended, then we
pt t_hat we are all slaves to and held hostages by a media (technological)
| (Serafetinidou 1987).
I integration is not achieved (since even the media are inter-mediated by
processes), nor does a media behaviourismn prevail (Benet 1989: 53-
vill always prevail over virtual reality and social processes will always
unicative models.
of the media must not be perceived as *influences exerted from above and
but rather as an interaction of factors and combinations dealing with
oups, attitudes, traditions, conjunctions and structures etc (Hall 1989: 90-94),
‘met.iia construct social realities 4 /Ja carte (depending on the social group).
*instance, in order to provide a ‘service’, reproduces pre-existing
1.4 view to create the greatest possible impact (psychological, social,
?8'?). Qn the flip side, however, television, acting as a ‘universally
U{n‘, instructs us how to learn (correctly?) our social roles.
points and c.odes of communication (Fiske 1992) are also employed in
_?nd transm.lssion of messages, as structures of control and power.
_bOIS_, meanings and messages and the iconology of (re)productions
ding / flecoding to the foundations of a ‘virtual” ideology. Messages
.-for obvious, intended or unintended, may act as agents for spreading
a4 . jﬂ?oc?e-ls: social integration, (personal) identity, as well as
: %&-hﬂ:dll_matmns ancll stereotypes (Li;?pman 1988). The dominant
oo 4, accompanied by spirals of silence (Noelle-Neumann 1993
e Of isolation, is nothing more than a selective projection f
cal information (Barker 1997: 86-87).
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Crime construction and constructors :
cornerstone of this phenomenon comprises of ejght (at least) new values:

- Immediacy — speed / currency / power — prestige

' Dramatization (drama and action)

Structured access (experts, power base, authority)

_ Novelty (new angle, speculation, twist)

- Titillation (revealing the forbidden, voyeurism)

: Z_Conventionalism (hegemonic ideology)

Personalization (culture of the personality / celebrity)
Simplification (elimination of shades of grey) (Greer 2003)

Journalists, themselves, are not the producers of (their own) news and televisjg
viewers are not simply consumers of ‘news’. Therefore, it is imperative that criteria
discerning what is real from what is constructed are found, so that false ideas dg
lead to real events (Panousis 2008) or to create a negative climate (Roberts and Stala
1998: 54-55).

At times, based on the consensus model and moral agreement and at other tim
based on the conflict model and social compulsions (Luhmann 1985) the me
‘stimulate’ public opinion by providing the illusion of free choice. Informa
narrations, sensitisations / desensitisations may result in moral panics, but they do nof
cancel out free choice and reasoning (Young 2004: 18-19). P

When news regarding the level and type of crime and the need for more
prevention measures is provided almost solely by the media, this does not mean
opinion-makers can manipulate the public: nor, however, does it mean that pub
opinion should guide policy-makers. In the field of criminal justice, the views of
public and the experts differ qualitatively in terms of the causes, as well as the
management of crime (Roberts and Hough 2002: 2-4).

The views of the public depend on the level of the legal knowledge it has, Celebrity or high-status persons
descriptions given by the victims of crime to the media (which are often ‘const ! imi
after the event). They also depend, however, on how acquainted the public is
crime and how it has been trained to ‘read’ crime news. For instance, the public |
violent community will construe crime differently to the public in a pe:
community (Roberts and Stalans 2000).

Political, social and criminal violence become interwinded on a communicati
level and alter the ‘tools’ of analysis. The pop-entertainment value of television
(Brown 2003) breeds consensus (even through silence of spiral) (Noelle-Ne!
1993) not through a rational view, but through imaginary symbolic processes.

The uniform image that the media tend to produce, is not uniform across all meds
nor does it remain uniform or break down socially / class different views 1 &
medium-term. The double dose of reality does not work for, but rather é
homogenisation. !

The television viewer possesses and spreads prejudices and fears with regar
his/her constructed enemy and often unknown to the viewer lives in a make-D
world regarding the course of events (Gerbner 1998: 425). o o

The :ﬁedia,is subversive means, are seen as a threat to the law anc'l mora!ity powerful na;gg‘;ﬁ?;i;;g;{z:c; compatibility, Sllt‘pl:iSt‘j, continuity,
the media as sovereign means, arc seen as bolstering authoritarianism. Fin ce their own (good or B s i prise the frﬁlmework within which the
media in the role of jester, are seen as having no essential impact on the beha nd, they satis i Whicge(;vs and achieve two goals at once. On
the viewers, irrespective ofife amuum of violence they show or demonise (Jol mass consumption. On the other hand fhlzanl:grsi'mom
wadle 2008 5 Lambeor il sedativs and easy solutions (ot rofit ot coueeey |+ PO

e sema come together € Serves a particular pUrpose; it sets the djviding line of the

ence (Panousis 2008),

iy version of reality is based on a further twelve imperatives:
Threshold

 Predictability
- Simplification
Individualism

uth
P o -
Conservative ideology and political diversion (Jewkes 2006 159-163).

ngws has added another five sets of informal rules to the above:
b_le and spectacular acts

hic representation

terrence and repression

al and political connotations
ndividual pathology (Greer 2003).

Banite of g .
t‘amn. g of selectivity in the news production process centres around the term

, intensity,

and more shock horror
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Exaggeration, distortion, prediction and symbolization act as stock-
(inventory stage), but the ‘moral entrepreneurs’ do not foster a climate of regos
which is outside the law, even when they are ideologically or com mercially explo
the deviance and the punishment of the scapegoats (Thompson 1999). k

The ‘expert’ information regarding crime which is provided by the media hag
legitimisation / moralization of social control mechanisms as effect on the py
opinion (Chiricos and alias 2006: 275).

The criteria for selecting / screening news with a ‘bloody content’ and h
dramatization of the police / court reporting, have to do with provoking personal
of victimization and collective insecurity, and usually result in a new abunds
laws being drafted by the Ministry of Justice or the Ministry of Public Order, so ;
protect the public from crime (and not, of course, from the virtual crime cons
by the media) (Alexiadis 2000: 41-45).

Social control presupposes the diffusion of dangers, the increase of dangers
innovation of dangers, which stem from deviant behaviours and this
disproportionate reactions, hostility and volatility, etc. The media intervene
social negotiation of who is a criminal (Faget 2003) filtering the i
approximately the same way as criminological statistics do, resulting not in a
criminal, but a ‘socially constructed” criminal.

Generally, the crime shown by the media always involves violence
robbery, rape), which is continually on the rise. This is why, in most cases,

associated with the inability / incompetence of the police and the radical, rey : |
critical approach of Criminology regarding social control (Cohen 1994: 6373 Into a marketplace of ideas, at the expense of rights and freedom.

The media is in favour of the penal pressure groups (v. Swaaningen, 1997) 1€ construction of the ‘presumption’ of guilt or innocence through a televised
the less properly informed public opinion is regarding crime, the gre al ' has been widely discussed, due to a number of extremely interesting
1€.2. November 17 trial in Greece (Panousis 2004) O, 1. Simpson trial in the USA].
The conformist and moralistic view of the criminal is influenced by et " publicity runs the risk of not only diminishing the organizational /
insecurity and the images of crime (Cohen 1971, Zarafonitou 2002). _ _ gipect .Of the hearing, but also of lessening the people’s trust in the
The reinvention of reality by the media, however, does not have the SameIEsg = 'lmpamality / clarity in the administration of justice. In order to avoid this
for all citizens. The partial, selective or stereotypical representation of ltlzgn.s’ right to be informed must be coupled with valid and multi-sourced
so simplified, that it can only really have a coincidental effect’. Televxm: ‘ ,'as'well as with the reinforcement of the judges’ independence.
appear to hold on to their initial opinion of crime (Fenton and alias 1 ‘media mﬂuenc.e popular consciousness through public images and through
opposite or different messages of the media. Moral panic is the m _ and presentation, but the imaginary line between ‘good’ and ‘bad’ does not
‘domain’ of construction (Cohen and Young 1981, Garland 2008: 24) I:IO._
certain social groups provoked by the representation of negative images
Jdemonises those who belong to those groups and converts the moral cond
deviant behaviour into social control and penal repression (Watney =

Davies 2007: 117).

effects of terror are real, even when the fear of victimization is constructed.
fears, insecurities, assumptions, estimations and value Jjudgements with
to the efficiency of the police, combined with stereotypes and prejudices, result
formist, manichean and optimistic or pessimistic views of crime management
rt 1979: 50-99).
Public opinion, through the media, persists in seeking retribution and television
in playing the role of the modern ‘pillory’ (Crépeau 1998: 64) where media
ng and cruel infringement of human rights, in the name of satisfying the media
s, create a penal rationale which “co-judges™ (Pires 2001: 186-198).
Television justice’ of emotions uses information and communication to construct
guilty and/or the victims, and to turn the State, Law and Trial into a spectacle.
trials confirm the public’s right to know, but they contribute to the creation of
innocent) media spectacle and this makes its own (social — cultural) spectacle
1z 1999: 7]
ho gh television viewers are not ‘cultural idiots’ (culturally naive), the hyper-
ty of a televised criminal trial (e.g. O. J. Simpson trial in the USA) (Furno- Lamade
_). is created by the high pressure media scrutiny (Boyarsky 1997: 32) and/or
1st convictions (e.g. Tyson’s trial) (Lule 1997: 377).
' .ac.ceptable that, in the name of ‘media justice’, we hide the truth (Uviller
Or Is it acceptable that, in the name of freedom of expression, we transform

measures it seeks,

i

social control may be vie_wed as a manufac(:s;:d;“c ﬁeﬁiﬁgﬁtﬁ} glfotzlal
. However, if we put aside the magnification / increase of f; "
B of fear, all these
- of the victims in this p
) m , .§' ’

Y _tf:lc—justice with no real trial
b); h!am-joumal_ism (with the
: dar us TV

e L, R o, 2 p-sni L)
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shows (e.g. To Catch a Predator) all convert real crime into a crime spectacle, but they onclusions

imi into i anousis 2008). 3 i ; . / ' —
do not convert Criminology into journalism (P ) The public’s social representations of crime rates, crime and the criminal have not

 subjected to standard social processing, nor are they the result of extensive
ic enlightenment from experts in the field.

tivation (Potter 1999) involves the ‘long-term shaping of perceptions and
ictions about the world” derived from the interventions of the media. Although
constructions’ often interpose between ‘crime and justice’, this does not mean
social constructions which have created the meaning and content of the terms

Crime journalism and criminologists

Criminology has only recently begun to concern itself with the .iSSl.lf: of the media,
The image of real crime and the television representations of that image have ca
confusion which the ‘science of crime’ has now been called upon to clarify (Osho
2006: 267-275). Hyper-reality has created a new field of criminological research and:

‘news-making criminology’ (crime journalism) has broadened the re.spogsibility_.' and justice are withdrawn. . .
criminologists to include the reconstruction (restoration) of crime reality distorted An audience made up of citizens” has no nt;ec? for mediation between society and
the media (Chibnall 1977). prality (Chomsky 1997), institutions and public interest (Postman 1985).

Criminology (and criminologists) need to respond to the media (communicat construction of public interpretation with regards to the threat posed by crime
myths with demystifications. y accompanying moral panic, is derived from exaggeration, accommodation,

Crime news, public order, the cultural environment, symbolic deviance and tion, prediction, generalization and degradation (Braithwaite 1987: 55-56).
political system provide the framework for newsmaking Criminology. Criminol ple incident is presented as an instance, in order to kindle the imagination of

must re-construct the myths on which the construction of crime news is bz lic and to expose the ‘crime waves’ behind social problems (Sacco 2006: 33).
(information on crime, deterrence, real-life drama etc.) (Barak 1994/95: 3-6)

provide the public with other ‘tools’ for interpreting the phenomenon of
(Chermak 1994/95: 104). | o

Criminologists use the media to interpret crime, to inform public opinion an _
this sense often find themselves presented with many roles to play (Bar‘ak 2)007. .
They are not only experts, but educators, as through rep']acernent dlSCOlll'_g‘o'_?:
educate the public on how to interpret journalistic exaggerations (Greek 1994/95: |

) by showing actual scenes of violent events, without sufficient explanation,
) by presenting the imaginary as real or the real as imaginary, in such a way as to make their
distinction difficult or impossible,
) by showing sex scenes in detail, or
confusion in minors from a social or moral aspect, for instance,
) by presenting role models with violent or other anti-social behavior,
) by presenting or justifying the use of violence as a means for settling disputes,
¥ presenting violence as an effective or appropriate substitute for communication,
) by suppressing the consequences of violence or insinuating that violence is less dangerous
than what it is in reality, in order to dull one’s sensitivity towards violence,
) by showing violence at length and in intensity which do not correspond to reality, in order
~ locreate a sense of present and constant threat in the under-age television viewer,
the uncritical portrayal of prejudices or acts of violence against non-conformers,
Y prompting one to adopt extremely one-sided or long out-dated behavioral stereotypes,
Y showing sexual relationships and behaviors which degrade human dignity in such a way
to make them appear legitimate or acceptable,
) showing sexual relationships involving minors, acts which are punishable by law, in
| ch a way as to make them appear legitimate or acceptable,
frequently or unnecessarily using abusive terminology, blasphemy or profanity.
ntate young people in issues of health or safety, for instance,
enting behavioral role models, the imitation of whom could
1 especially those behaviors which involve undertaking
ity without protection, or using tools, weapons, other h
observing the rules for their use,

Code of Ethics

In 1999, the General Secretariat for Youth assigned the Fask of drafting 5
Ethics to the Department of Communication and Mass Media of Ath?r;ss ;J)m\_f
order to protect young people from television v1glence FTscvas 2004: brac

Despite this Code never being implementc?d, it provides an a]ll-si:d =
which helps to manage this problem, and that is why we have inclu
of the Code here (G.S.N.Y. 1999).'

i eart. 3& 4 .
In or](ieielf) t;;::;z; ams in each of the abo\fcmepﬁprl.ed cate.gmieiglﬂdt;: dewz;‘:‘
of transmission, careful scheduling is reqmred if it is possible U P
dramatization or content, directly or mdn‘er_:ﬂy= ny ) ) (oA
a. Cause these minors anxiety, insecurity, fear of agitation, for instance,
(1) by showing ScECEE Of Hiolenae grdsgmction
(2) by brutally
2

place young people in
any dangerous or risky
azardous objects or substances
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The freedom of the media as the most important value of comrflunicalion and the ibliography
independence of justice as the most important value for l'CCtlfin.'lg structures and
relationships must not be parallel to each other, nor must they confhct. 3 R0 ) ot e S i T e i

We should not forget that technology is merely a machine, while the medium is 5 .
social construction. Therefore, the use of the medium by the (legitimate) culture is that
which should concern us. _

Criminological research in Greece must get rid of the ghost of the inner enemy',-,.
which offends age-long values and rallies around the power of the state (Dimopoulos
2003) since the risk society often becomes a scapegoat society (Bec.:k .I 992).. -

The Criminology of news reports and the responsibility of criminologists in the
correct and full information of the public are crucial parameters to this end (Gerbner
and Gross 1976). . a

The representation of ‘distant violence’ through images (_Jf a polmca! and
ideological nature has undermined the role of the experts and given 'the media the
authority to actively intervene into reality in the name of ‘h.1gfler 1deals..

May these higher ideals be the first field in which me.dla ideology ls'do.ubted
reversed by the science of Greek Criminology and the daring of Greek Criminologi
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