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TABOO UNTIL TODAY? THE COVERAGE OF BIOLOGICAL
ARGUMENTS IN CRIMINOLOGY TEXTBOOKS,

1961 TO 1970 AND 1987 TO 1996

L dogl

JolS 00 dasy3 dlie degd &y ddblos dasy3 ) e g5 L ol

Dole SIS low) cllie andS5) dinas b olyan (Giolys JoB) 355 Canyd L

aiz e Ol i oKy 5



http://iranarze.ir/taboo+until+coverage+biological+arguments+criminology+textbooks

()

% JTd dIJ__ll

6ag-Lils slaUls bls_ﬂ.ng_)é

SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Throughout most of the twentieth century in
American criminology, biological explanations
of crime have been viewed as suspect at best
and taboo at worst. Notwithstanding this reputa-
tion, biological perspectives have experienced a
major resurgence in the last two decades, re-
shaping theory and research in criminology.
This article examined the changes in the taboo
image of biological arguments in fifty-five in-
troductory criminology textbooks: twenty pub-
lished from 1961 to 1970 (before the explosion
of new theories and research) and thirty-five ap-
pearing from 1987 to 1996.
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