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Abstract
This essay and review systematically charts thsuarinfluences from other areas of scientific
research, including economy, psychology and neotodQy, on the study of organized crime.
Drawing on an analysis of American and internatiblitarature, metaphorical and substantive
references to other disciplines are highlightedfige levels of observation: the individual
“organized criminal”, the activities these individis are involved in, the associational patterns
through which they are connected, the power strestthat subordinate these individuals and
collectives to common or particular interests, dhd relations between these individuals,
structures and activities on the one hand, andegal spheres of society on the other. It is
argued that a research program aiming at buildingaicumulative body of knowledge is needed
to overcome the shortcomings of the current edecde of concepts and theories from other

disciplines.

Over the past 30 years the study of organized chiasedeveloped into a separate sub-
discipline with its own text books, journals andfassional associations. Although the core
subject is crime it has never been a uniquely crahaigical or even uniquely sociological
endeavor. Given the broad scope of the conceptgainized crime which according to varying

interpretations encompasses such diverse phenocasdhagal markets, quasi-governmental



criminal structures, corporate crime and state eritine study of organized crime has attracted
scholars with academic backgrounds other than rdlogy and sociology, including
anthropology, economics, history, law and politeekence. Correspondingly, students of
organized crime have borrowed concepts and thefsdesa variety of academic disciplines.
However, the multidisciplinary dimension has natessarily ensured a high level of theoretical
penetration of the objects of study. Despite reeentinces, the theoretical literature on
organized crime remains fairly thin and fragmentadact, one might even go so far as to say
that “organized crime theory”, to the extent it®giat all, is largely an eclectic patchwork and
that the various references to other discipline®laded to the confusion that already existed
on the conceptual level rather than to clear tige(Reuter, 1994). This is not to say that the
interdisciplinary dimensions of the study of orgaed crime are necessarily a liability rather than
an asset. On the contrary, it may prove fruitfupitece the conceptual and theoretical fragments
together, provided it is done systematically anthwareful attention being paid to the empirical
evidence.

The ambition behind this paper is modest. Theiginot to pick up the loose ends and to
integrate them into an overall theoretical framédwais this would be beyond the limited scope
of a journal article, but merely to chart in a sola¢ic order the various links to other disciplines
outside criminology and sociology as a first sepdrds a more systematic use of these
interdisciplinary influences. For this purpose @&range of American and international
literature on organized crime has been reviewedattegmpt has also been made to identify
current trends in order to determine by what aoféassearch the study of organized crime might

be influenced in the future.



The Study of Organized Crime and Other Disciplines

While the focus of this paper is on how the staflgrganized crime is influenced by
other scientific disciplines it should not be owvelted that the relation is not strictly
unidirectional.

There are essentially four types of links betwienstudy of organized crime and other
areas of scientific research when one looks, omtigehand, at the direction of influence and, on
the other, at the perceived relation between thpative objects of study, more specifically,
whether the relation is seen to be of a more @restaphorical nature or whether an empirical
overlap of the phenomena under investigation iebed to exist.

References to Organized Crime in Other Disciplines

In some cases, the study of organized crime hashexl other areas of research. This is
most significant where organized crime has beemesded within a broader or partially
overlapping context, with organized crime beingareigd as an empirical facet of, or a basic
condition for the phenomena under investigatiorthbse cases, organized crime is not the focal
point of interest.

One example is provided by the classic reseatetature on juvenile delinquency,
including Thrasher’s “The Gang” (1927), Whyte’sr&it Corner Society” (1943) and Cloward
and Ohlin’s “Delinquency and Opportunity” (1960)hieh pays considerable attention to
organized crime phenomena. Thrasher, for examglatst organized crime, personified by the
adult gang, as an outgrowth of the overall gangqiphenon, while Whyte and Cloward and
Ohlin view organized crime more in terms of a systecondition which has some bearing on

the social position and patterns of activity ofgaite gangs.



Similar references can be found in the literaturgoolitics, economy and culture
wherever organized crime appears as an integralcandhtive part of the fabric of society, as is
the case namely in the United States (see e.geLel@57), Italy (see e.g. Barzini, 1964), and in
post-soviet societies of transition (see e.g. §&203). An interesting variation of this kind of
literature is presented by political writings frahe Third Reich and the Soviet era that pounce
on the issue of organized crime in an effort toosepthe perceived weaknesses and
contradictions of the system of Western democréialtér, 1942; Polkehn & Szeponik, 1985).

More specifically, in the case of the United Statle literature on American politics
(Brogan, 1960), particularly city politics (Banfie& Wilson, 1963), immigration (Gambino,
1974) and the labor movement (Kimeldorf, 1992) widug incomplete without addressing the
issue of organized crime. However, and this is &wen for more recent literature, the study of
organized crime is not widely recognized as a smof&knowledge. Howard Kimeldorf's history
of longshore unionism, for example, draws exterigiva the literature on the labor movement
but despite the catchy title “Reds or Rackets?tiically ignores the contributions from the
study of organized crime which had already beeiiaMa when this book was first published
(e.g. Block, 1983; Block & Chambliss, 1982; Reutd87)?

An example for the recognition of the organizederliterature, in the form of
Arlacchi’s analysis of the mafia phenomenon (Artac@986), is a treatise on economic
organization by German political philosopher Axartieth (1994). He discusses Japanese
corporations and the Southern Italian Mafia as tvamifestations of clannish forms of enterprise
in modern societies.

It is more difficult to find an example where thteidy of organized crime has enriched

other areas of research through metaphoric referenanore elaborately speaking, through



analogy. What can be found are references to Maftae use of other organized crime related
metaphors without drawing upon the scholarly litier@ on organized crime. Biologist Richard
Dawkins, for instance, in his book “The Selfish @&rs drawing an analogy between genes and
“successful Chicago gangsters” (Dawkins, 1989 2).

References to Other Disciplines in the Study ofa@ized Crime

In general, it seems that the study of organizedechas profited more from other areas
of research than the other way round. In thesesgcasacepts and theories have been adopted
either on the assumption that organized crimefaget of a larger phenomenon under
investigation in other disciplines, or on the asptiam that sufficient similarities exist between
organized crime and the objects of study of otl&ziplines in order to permit the drawing of
analogies.

One type of interdisciplinary link for the beneditthe study of organized crime is
established when organized crime is viewed thrahgHens of, or rather within the paradigms
of, another discipline. A good example is the ecoiwcanalysis of organized crime which rests
on the assumption that organized criminal actiigtynarket based and that organized criminal
structures are entrepreneurial structures. Ittey@sting to note that beyond a simple transfer of
economics to the analysis of organized crime, thesideration of the specifics of illegality has
led to the development of what may be regardedsgparate branch of economic research
which is connected with names like Thomas C. Sitielind Peter Reuter.

Finally, findings and insights from other disci@s are introduced to the study of
organized crime via analogies. In these casesepeat similarities between organized crime
and other social phenomena serve as a justificatitmrrow concepts and propositions from at

first glance unrelated areas of research. A goadngke is provided by Letizia Paoli’s treatise on



Southern Italian mafia associations in which sheswseveral metaphors and analogies for
purposes of clarification and argumentation. Fstance, Paoli draws upon anthropological
literature like Sahlins’ “Stone Age Economy” (191#)sed on the assumption that there are
analogies between mafia associations and prinstegeties (Paoli, 2003a: 86). Another case in
point is her reference to historical literatureameanic commerce in the sixteenth century to
illustrate her argument that mafia associationsmotihe classified as exclusively governmental

or business enterprise (Paoli, 2003a: 172).

Pointsof Entry for Interdisciplinary Influences

When one talks about organized crime and hownthoesabetter understood through the
use of concepts and theories from other discipliesust be emphasized that organized crime
as such is not the object of study. Organized cdoes not exist as a clearly discernable,
coherent empirical phenomenon. Instead, it is @ifstll a construct. A myriad of aspects of the
social universe are lumped together in varying doatibns within different frames of reference
depending on the respective point of view of ede$eover (von Lampe, 2003a: 9). Before this
background it is problematic to draw on criminotajitheories to try to explain organized crime
without specifying and systematically differentnagfithe various reference points within the
broad picture of organized crime (Kelly, 1987; Kep& Finckenauer, 1995; Lyman & Potter,
1997).

In describing the object of study, one should kgd®ut a number of different empirical
phenomena which are examined in a rather looseeptinal context. These phenomena include
certain individuals, the activities these indivitkuare involved in, the associational patterns

through which they are connected, the power strastthat subordinate these individuals and



collectives to common or particular interests, drarelations between these individuals,
structures and activities on the one hand, antetis spheres of society on the other. These
facets of the fuzzy overall picture may also bearatbod as different levels or focal points of
analysis. When one looks at the body of organizedecliterature it becomes apparent that the
infusion from other disciplines has not been evealidyributed in the past.
Individual Level

On the level of the individual “organized crimihélwould be obvious to find some
references to psychology. However, given the satiantion the individual offender receives in
the study of organized crime, especially in congmariwith other areas of criminological
research (and also in contrast to personality cedtgangster and mafioso stereotypes), the
influence of psychology has so far only been maaigifhis also applies, as Van Duyne (2000)
has noted, to organized crime investigations bydafrcement agencies. For the most part,
where attention is paid to individual charactecsf organized criminals at all, the emphasis
tends to be on the importance of capacities, shkiltd attitudes (see e.g. Beare, 1996: 52; Van
Duyne, 2003: 292; Homer, 1974: 46-62; von Lamp®91318; Levi, 1998: 424; Moore, 1987:
54). Psychological concepts and typologies have besed, most notably, by Frank Bovenkerk
(2000). Drawing on the “Big Five” dimensions of penality (extraversion, agreeableness,
conscientiousness, neuroticism and openness teierpe), which are widely recognized in
psychology as capturing the most salient aspedtsimian personality (Huffman, Vernoy and
Vernoy, 1995: 479; Morris, 1993: 488), he discuskespersonality characteristics required for
underworld leadership. More elusive referencessy@ipological concepts can be found, for
example, in Patricia Adler’s description of the &leg personality” of high-level drug dealers

and smugglers (Adler, 1993: 94-97).



Structural Patterns of Association

The question of how “organized” organized crimerngbably lies at the heart of most
studies on organized crime since the 1960s. Tregyby Donald Cressey’s claim that organized
crime in the U.S. is synonymous with Cosa Nostidithat Cosa Nostra is “both a business
organization and a government” (Cressey, 1969:,1h8)e is an ongoing controversy about the
degree to which patterns of criminal cooperatiagenble organizational entities in the legal
spheres of society and how to best capture therpatbf association that do exist. In the debate
references have primarily been made to two majasliof research, organization theory and
network analysis.

Organization TheoryConcepts from organization theory have been us#dtbo
corroborate and to refute the notion of crimingjanizations, or, in a more sober way, to
thoroughly analyze empirical structures in theimavght. Key concepts from organizational
theory (see Hall, 1982) that have variously beedus these respects include size,
formalization, centralization, vertical and horitaindifferentiation and vertical integration (see
e.g. Best & Luckenbill, 1994; von Lampe, 1999; 200Biddick, 1999; Paoli, 2003b;
Southerland & Potter, 1993; Varese, 2001; Zait€l922 Zhang & Gaylord, 1996). For the same
purpose of systematically describing criminal stues, Sieber and Bdgel (1993) have drawn on
the concept of business logistics. They dissecteticolar areas of crime, like trafficking in
stolen motor vehicles and illegal gambling, eactihiview to different logistics aspects:
procurement-logistics, production-logistics, maikgtlogistics, investment-logistics and
comprehensive logistics (e.g., the flow of inforfoator the concealment of activities).

Some analyses go beyond mere description. DwigBn@th, for example, has employed

the Transaction Cost Economics approach in antafiaxplain the emergence of criminal



organizations (Smith, 1994; see also Dick, 1995jitls in borrowing from Oliver Williamson
(1985), argues that in illegal markets just aggal markets it is a question of relative costs
whether a transaction is market-based or occutgmilhe framework of an organization. He
further argues that the factors determining tratms@costs in the legal sphere are also decisive
in an illegal setting, these being bounded ratibnadpportunism and asset specificity. Smith
concludes that when the parties of a transacti@nate under conditions of uncertainty, when
they are prone to self-interest seeking with guile when they are making investments that
cannot be easily redeployed to other purposes $omreof organization is inevitable (Smith,
1994: 135).

Next to the question of the emergence of crimarghnizations is the question of how
criminal organizations, to the extent they existlgtare shaped and structured. Once again it is
Dwight C. Smith who has made a significant conttitouby transferring the open-system
perspective in organization theory to the analgsiflicit enterprises. Drawing on James
Thompson (1967) he has argued in his “spectrumebtim®ry of enterprise” that the structure of
an illicit enterprise is largely determined by ttere technology it uses to produce goods or
services and by the task environment which comprs¢ernal conditions that enable it to
function and, at the same time, offer hazardsstaantinuance (Smith, 1975; 1978; 1980). Later,
Smith re-emphasized this point with a referendegltittiple-Constituencies Theory according to
which organizations are not the initiators butibsult of action, being continuously shaped and
reshaped in exchanges between various stakeh¢®laith, 1994: 132-133; see also Halstead,
1998). Potter and Southerland (1993), in a sinviéain have applied key concepts of organization
theory to grasp possible variations in the struectifrillegal enterprises and to develop

propositions about how this structure is affectg@lvariety of factors. They have particularly



refined the analysis of environmental conditiorsng concepts including market diversity,
complexity, stability, and hostility (see also Rot1994).

Network Analysis References to organization theory have becossegmminent in
recent years as organized crime is increasinghlyeaein terms of criminal networks. The
underlying notion is that “(o)rganized crime isjtatmost basic level, a product of overlapping
and interrelated social relationships” (Potter,4:9016; see also Mclllwain, 1999: 304).

When the network concept was first introducechdgtudy of organized crime it was
adopted from anthropology as a descriptive to@xXplore the essential features of interpersonal
relations. This was done either because of thatiioie not only to examine criminal
organizations in the true sense of the word, danni’s study of black and Hispanic crime
groups in the New York Area (lanni, Fisher & Lewd9,73; lanni, 1974), or it was done with a
view to rejecting the notion of criminal organizatj as is the case with Hess’ study of the
Sicilian Mafia (Hess, 1998). The network concepttowes to be widely used for descriptive
purposes (see e.g. Bruinsma & Bernasco, 2004). Menysince its modest beginnings in the
1950s and 1960s, network analysis has developedintore sophisticated, computer based
methodology suitable for the handling of large dats (Scott, 2000). As such it has been used,
for example, in the study of Russian immigrant eriimthe U.S. by Finckenauer and Waring
(1998) who have analyzed different types of lanoezgment and open source data to establish
webs of interpersonal relations between criminalsn an analysis of organized crime in
Switzerland by Nicolas Giannakopoulos (2001).

The network concept has not only been used farrgiéd®n, but also in a more analytical
sense. Peter Lupsha (1983), for example, in a mktarmalysis of a criminal group, has

challenged some widely shared views on organiziedegiwhile Carlo Morselli has attempted to
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develop hypotheses drawing on recent contributiomsetwork theory, including Burt's
Structural Hole Theory (Burt, 1992). Morselli anadygl the biographies of two prominent
criminals, Welsh dope dealer Howard Marks and Ao@riMafia figure Sammy “The Bull”
Gravano, to explore which features of personal aekeymay account for a successful career as
crime entrepreneur. Morselli argues that not sohmhbe size but the overall structure of the
criminal network and the position occupied withidlétermine the extent of success of a given

criminal (Morselli, 2005).

Overarching Power Structures

Following the distinction of different levels ofalysis set out earlier, there are criminal
structures that overarch entrepreneurial indivislaald collectivities. For these structures Alan
Block has coined the term “power syndicates” asospd to “enterprise syndicates” (Block,
1983: 13). The phenomenon of extortion gangs treat pn illegal enterprises has been
discussed by a number of economists, most promijneptThomas C. Schelling (1967; 1971)
and by Peter Reuter (1983). Schelling and Reustserdially explain the emergence of power
syndicates with the need for non-violent conflesalution. While Schelling points to the general
advantage of internalizing the costs of violengglarscoring his argument with an analogy to
the whaling industry (Schelling, 1967: 118), Rewtrgues that the demand for arbitration may
vary between market levels and between differgmesyof illegal markets (Reuter, 1983).

Another noteworthy contribution to the discussi@s been made by Skaperdas and
Syropoulos (1995) who have used a game theory mesthg on an analogy between power
syndicates and primitive states to explain the gemre of criminal groups specializing in the

monopolistic use of violence. Yet another apprdaadhken in a paper by Chang, Lu & Chen
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(2005) who propose a three-stage game model taiexpldividual choices to join a power
syndicate. Their underlying concern is optimal kwforcement. An earlier paper by Nuno

Garoupa (2000) falls into the same mold.

Activities

Looking at structures of association as the faoakern is only one option in the study of
organized crime. Alternatively one can look prirhaat structures of activity (Cohen, 1977: 98).
This perspective has paved the way for yet othecepts and theories from economics to be
introduced to the study of organized crime.

Crime as Market Perhaps the most long lasting and most broaagd discussion
within the parameters of the economic analysisrgénized crime is about the monopolization
of illegal markets (Buchanan, 1973; Hellman, 198@ksetich & White, 1982; Reuter, 1983;
1985; Rubin, 1973; Schelling, 1967). Two issuesatithe center of the debate. One issue
concerns the degree to which a tendency towardepwodization is inherent in illegal markets.
The other issue refers to the social costs andfitenéillegal market monopolies. Empirical
research, of course, suggests that this debaegsly theoretical because monopolies seem to be
the exception rather than the rule in illegal m&sK&ee e.g. Desroches, 2005; Gruppo Abele,
2003; Johansen, 2005; Paoli, 2003b; Reuter, 1983tdR & Haaga, 1989).

Crime as Business Sectdphil Williams has widened the scope of analfrsis the
narrow issue of market concentration to the moreega issue of industry structure. Drawing on
Michael Porter’s industry analysis model (Port&8@) he analyzed heroin and cocaine
trafficking with a view to five major factors belied to determine the profitability of an

industry: the extent of the rivalry among existfirgns, the number and kind of potential
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entrants, the bargaining power of the buyers osgorers, the bargaining power of suppliers,
and the threat of substitute products or servigégli@ms, 1995).

A different perspective has been adopted by VinodRuggiero in his analysis of the
illegal labor market. Ruggiero argues that majends in the illegal economy, like the
emergence of a “criminal reserve army”, have pren&lin the historical development of the
legal economy (Ruggiero, 2000).

On a more metaphoric level H. Richard Friman (320G looked at the consequences of
law enforcement intervention on drug markets witheav to vacancy-chain effects, a concept

originally developed to explain upward mobilityonganizations and sectoral labor markets.

Legal/lllegal Nexus

The individuals, structures and events associaittlorganized crime do not exist in a
social vacuum. Rather they are tied in with their@undings in some ways or other.
One aspect is the “social embeddedness of organrred” (Kleemans & Van de Bunt, 1999) in
certain social strata, milieus or ethnic communi(&ee e.g. Mclllwain, 2004; Rockaway, 1993).
Anomie theory has been one obvious choice to expitas connection with regard to migrant
communities (Bovenkerk, 1998; O’Kane, 1992), whereancepts and theories from social and
cultural anthropology have been applied to indigenarganized crime phenomena like the
Sicilian Mafia (Cottino, 1999; Hessinger, 2002).

Many discussions of the links between illegal baghl spheres of society tend to have
some overlap with political science issues. Acaogtyi, some more or less intense references to
political science concepts and theories can bedipsunch as those relating to policy, legitimacy,

governance and governability. This is true, fotanse, regarding research on criminal policy
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(Bullington, 1993), regulatory policy (Clapp, 1999ser, 2000), corruption and criminal-
political alliances (Bellis, 1985; Block & Griffi,997; Chambliss, 1978; Gardiner, 1970;
Karklins, 2002; Nelken & Levi, 1996; Schulte-Bockih@001), criminal activity of insurgency
movements (Naylor, 2002), state support for crilngmaups in the context of foreign policy
(McCoy, 2002), globalization and state power (Hele, 1999; Mittelman & Johnston, 1999),
and on societies in transition (Volkov, 2000). Taiker issue is also addressed by Michael Keren
(2000), but from an economic perspective, usingodehof career choice to explain the
weakening of state power by the underworld in Eadeiropean countries.

An economic perspective is also adopted in soraé/ses of business and labor
racketeering, the two areas where organized csmaoist intrinsically linked with the legal

economy (Ichniowski & Preston, 1989; Reuter, 1987).

Meta-Level

Assuming that the five identified levels of anady@ndividuals, patterns of association,
overarching power structures, activities, and léggdal nexus) essentially cover the main
aspects commonly subsumed to organized crime, ihare additional, rather important line of
research within the study of organized crime widehls not with the reality of organized crime
but with its social construction. This issue hasrbaddressed from different vantage points and
with different focal interests.

Some studies take an interest in the debate angd crime merely to explore broader
contexts, such as American popular culture (RU86), the history of the United States in the
Cold War era (Bernstein, 2002), the “sociology @fislogy” (Reynolds, 1995) or international

politics (Edwards & Gill, 2002), while other studiare motivated by a primary interest in the
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empirical side of organized crime (Albanese, 19881; Albini & Bajon, 1978; Bell, 1963; Van
Duyne, 2004; von Lampe, 1999; 2001; Smith, 197911 ®oodiwiss, 2001).

These latter studies provide examples for theigmfte of other disciplines to the extent
they have borrowed concepts and methodologies, asithe anthropological concept of belief
systems (Albini & Bajon, 1978), the methodologitdls of discourse analysis (Edwards & Gill,
2002), or the conceptual history approach (von Lam899; 2001; see also Smith 1975) which

was borrowed from historical research (Koselle&Z2]).

Methodology

The application of methodologies that have beerldped in other disciplines is a
widespread phenomenon beyond the analysis of ttial sonstruction of organized crime. One
example is provided by methods originally develofmedupport strategic and tactical
management decisions. These methods include anvéotal scanning (See e.g. Black et al.,
2001; Vander Beken & Defruytier, 2004) and the scenapproach (Wagner, Boberg &
Beckmann, 2005).

Another example is the borrowing of populatiorireation methods from zoology for

estimating the size of illegal markets (Bouchar@@&mblay, forthcoming).

Critique
Borrowing from other disciplines can be usefutlifierent ways. Transferring concepts
can help in describing and categorizing organizedephenomena, and transferring theoretical
notions can contribute to the formulation of tektgiropositions. But there is also the danger of

forcing inadequate conceptual frameworks onto tfeyais of organized crime. The uncritical

15



transfer of concepts and theories may unduly namoshift the focus of attention, or may lead
to an over-interpretation or misinterpretationiofifngs.

The use of concepts from organization theoryef@mple, may mislead observers into
assuming the existence of organizational units e/irefact they do not exist (Sieber & Bogel,
1993). Reversely, the fact that patterns of astonidéend themselves to network analysis should
not automatically lead to the conclusion that oig@ions in the true sense of the word do not
exist (Finckenauer & Waring, 1998).

Likewise, concepts and theories should not bestesired to the study of organized crime
without duly taking into account the inherent diffeces between legal and illegal spheres of
society. Network analysis provides a good examplhis respect as well. Granovetter’s popular
concept of weak ties, for instance, which is oftefierred to in the literature on criminal
networks, does not necessarily fit the realityrihe. Granovetter assumes, based on empirical
and theoretical considerations that social netwasikgend to consist of dense clusters of strong
ties which in turn are connected by few weak ti@safovetter, 1973). In illegal markets the
need for secrecy and trust may result in a diffepésture, one that is characterized more by
chains rather than clusters of strong ties withkatess, markednter alia by a lack of trust,
being far less useful for linking actors and mailg resources.

It appears necessary, therefore, to transfer pemeamd theories from other disciplines
with great caution. Ideally, borrowing from othesaplines should occur only after careful

naturalistic observation and a tentative orderihthe objects of study.
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Outlook

Impulses for Interdisciplinary Influences in thetée

There is no reason to believe that in the futnsgghts from other disciplines will become
less important for the study of organized crimeoTactors in particular will continue to have
an impact. On the one hand, trends and fashiossi@mce have a tendency to spread across the
boundaries of a particular discipline so that whatescientific concepts and theories become
fashionable in the future can be expected to haweedearing on the study of organized crime.
On the other hand, trends within the study of oiggahcrime are bound to fan new desires to
borrow from other disciplines as the focus of dttenshifts from well researched aspects to

hitherto neglected or newly emerging phenomena.

Current Trends

The question, then, is not whether or not theystafdrganized crime will be influenced
by other disciplines in the future but in what whis influence will occur. Looking at current
trends some cautious predictions can be made.

From Organization, to Network, to Individual Crimals There is one trend in particular
that gradually seems to become prevalent in orgdrizime research today. This trend involves
the shift from a focus on criminal collectivitigsitially on organizations and later primarily on
criminal networks, to the individual “organizedrarnal”. This trend, to the extent it is real,
marks a departure from the notion of relativelyiststructures to the notion that in a chaotic and
ever changing criminal world the least common denator is the individual offender who may
or may not link up with other offenders. It shoblel noted that efforts in this direction would

find support in current social psychology. Recesearch indicates that psychological traits or
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predispositions of individuals have an effect om development and structure of social networks
(Kalish & Robins, 2006).

Until now the individual “organized criminal” is@bably the most under researched
component of the overall picture of organized ctrima least because individual explanations of
crime in criminology tend to focus on psychopatie sociopathic offenders, thereby ignoring
many kinds of offenders that have been observednmection with organized crime. It can be
expected that this will change in the future, ifyoin a desire to be original, and that along véth
stronger emphasis in empirical research on persraaibcteristics and capacities of “organized
criminals” more attention will be paid to possilslentributions from other disciplines, especially
psychology.

At the same time, with advances in genetics andatéology there is a renaissance of
approaches in criminology that center on the irtilial offender while sociological perspectives
are on the defensive (Siegel, 2006). This trend evayntually have an impact on the study of
organized crime as well.

Explaining Co-Offending The second, related trend is to no longer thkeskistence of
criminal organizations and criminal networks foagted but to explore the conditions under
which patterns of criminal association and co-affeg emerge (see e.g. Weerman, 2003). An
important concept in this respect which currentljogs broad attention in the social sciences,
including economics, and which is frequently thoumgi consistently referred to in the organized
crime literature is the concept of trust (von Largpéohansen, 2004). It is likely that this issue
will receive more attention in the future and timathis context additional influences from social

psychology and other disciplines will take an efffeic the study of organized crime.
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The issue of trust can also serve as an examplevofindings from the natural sciences,
specifically neurobiology, may have direct relevafar organized crime. Recent research shows
that a hormone, the neuropeptide oxytocin, affantsdividual’s willingness to accept social
risks arising through interpersonal interactionthaut generally increasing the readiness to bear
risks (Kosfeld et al., 2005). This, however, doesautomatically lead to deterministic
explanations of trusting behavior as neurochemigtigjuding the oxytocin system, are strongly
affected by social factors (Pedersen, 2004; seefaksgona & Wang, 2004).

Other fields of research that concepts and theoni@y be borrowed from for the purpose
of analyzing co-offending and criminal associatiociude sociobiology with a view to
cooperation under adverse conditions (Wuketits/)1,9%nd gender studies with a view to the
aspect of male bonding. There already is sometitee on the role of women in organized
crime that challenges the view that it is an exeklg male affair (Allum et al., 2003; Calder,
1995; Denton & O’'Malley, 1999; Graziosi, 2001; Kheans & Van de Bunt, 1999; O’Kane,
1992; see also Miller, 2001). But considering thrganized crime nonetheless appears to be
primarily about male association, there is a gdwahce that in the future the literature on male
bonding patterns (see e.g. Tiger, 1984) will regéncreasing attention among organized crime
researchers.

Finally, the concept of social capital should bentioned in this context as one which
could gain importance in the study of organizedher{(Morselli, 2005). Social capital refers to
social networks and the norms of reciprocity angtiworthiness that arise from them that affect
the productivity of individuals and groups (Putn&@01: 19). The concept may be particularly

interesting before the background of efforts to soea social capital (see e.g. Stone, 2001). This
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could pave the way for a measurement of the capadaf individuals and collectivities to

successfully commit crimes on a continuous basis.

Conclusion

When one looks at organized crime research inrgéagd its interdisciplinary
dimensions in particular, a contradictory pictuneeeges. There are on the one hand a multitude
of references to other disciplines that would ssgtfeat the study of organized crime is keeping
pace with scientific progress. At the same timeséhinfusions are uncoordinated and the
eclecticism adds to the already existing confusieer what is to be analyzed. In other words,
borrowing from other disciplines cannot allevidte fundamental problem confronting the study
of organized crime, the lack of a shared underatgnof its object of study.

What is needed is a research program that woldd &luilding up a cumulative body of
knowledge (von Lampe, 2002). Within such a framéwbwould be a natural development to
see the study of organized crime increasingly bécgmntertwined with other areas of research,
given that organized crime is not a separate eagpiphenomenon but a construct that
encompasses a multitude of facets of social retildyfall in the domain of different disciplines
including psychology, sociology, economics, andtmall science. In this light one could
describe the study of organized crime as an endeawystematically explore social phenomena
under conditions of illegality. The end-result abble something of an extension of Smith’s
spectrum-based theory of enterprise towards amspediased theory of society. The more this
view takes root and the deconstruction of the cphogorganized crime progresses, the more

the study of organized crime should become a truljtidisciplinary endeavor.
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Notes

1. An earlier version of this paper has been piteskat the annual meeting of the American
Society of Criminology in Toronto, Canada, Novemd@05. The author would like to
thank two anonymous reviewers for their valuablee@nts.

2. For more recent contributions by organized cnigsearchers to the study of labor
racketeering see Block and Griffin (1997) and Jaqd®99; 2006).

3. More extensive references can be found in theagement literature; see Anthony
Schneider’s “Tony Soprano on Management” (SchneRigd4) and Deborrah Himsel’s

“Leadership Sopranos Style” (Himsel, 2004).
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