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Middle-Class Crime in
Nineteenth-Century England

Rob Sindall

University of Leicester

I

It is unfortunate that most of the literature on the subject of mnmwmh-
century crime dwells almost entirely on the acts of the lower socio-ecor
groups, which the Victorians identified as “dangerous”™ or “criminal” ¢
and theories of crime causation only took these classes into account.
However, a study! of the calendars of prisoners a ring before the
Quarter Sessions and Assize Courts® of the two major cities, London and
Birmingham, reveals that the middle classes exhibited as many criminal ten-
dencies as the lower classes. These courts were established to hear more
serious cases than those before Petty Sessions and there is evidence of a
tendency for middle-class crimes to be of a greater magnitude, in monetary
terms, than the crimes of the other groups. The study shows that middle-
class crime was closely associated with occupation and may be explained by
modern theories of criminal behaviour.

For the purposes of the study the definition of middle class was based
on the occupation followed, using the Registrar-Generals classiflication of
1921, Social class 1 {Upper and Middle) consisted of members of the
professions, managers, company directars, bankers, stockbrokers, insurance
officials and journalists. Social class Il (Intermediate) included proprietors
of retail and wholesale premises, civil service officials, teachers, veterinary
surgeons, departmental managers and commercial clerks. Although the
Registrar General's classifications are open to crincism they are still a widely
used classification for the ordering of nineteenth-century material, and that
of 1921 is the nearest comprehensive and reliable social elassification to the
period under review.’

During the second half of the nineteenth century there was a general
decline in the number of pmpﬂc per 10,000 mnpf]lm 0N appearing before
the courts of England and Wales so that by 1890 the rate of indictable

offences was down 1o a rate considerably lower a'hm"s that prevalent woday.
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Middlesclass crime followed the same dowwward trend as crime iz‘ﬂ general,
The decline, however, was not o marked. In absolute terms, middle-clags
crime was on the Increasc while general criminal staristics showed a
diminution during this period. This is partly explained by the rise in
numbers of the middle classes, but the evidence shows that this group was
exhibiting greater criminal tendencies over ime relative to the rest of society.
This is evident from the figures in Table 1 drawn from the sample.

Table 1. Percentage of social groups committed for wrial.

2, Middle Class % Other Groups
Middlesex 185565 2.1 2.8
Surrey 1855-65 1.0 1.4
Middlesex 1875-88 1.2 1.2
Surrey 1878-88 0.7 0.4
Birmingham 1880-1900 3.3 1.3

These figures point to two conclusions. Firstly they show that by the
end of the period the middle classes showed a greater criminality than the
rest of the population. Secondly, we must conclude that this was not always
50 as the figures show a distinct change over time. In all cases the percentage
of both groups who were committed for trial fell. However, the middle-class
percentage fell less quickly than the other groups causing a reversal in their
relative criminality. Prior to circa 1870 it would seem that the other groups
showed a greater criminality than the middle classes. Post circa 1870 the
middle cla
other categories. The first conclusion raises the question of whether the rest
of the population may have contained a small “criminal class” It is possible
that the rest of the population contained small groups which displayed
greater criminality than the middle classes as a whole, but this is unlikely
in terms of large social groupings or on a class fevel. As the sample only
contained two upper-class court appearances and given that the upper

classes formed such a small proportion of the population, it may be

that the category of “other groups™ fairly reflects the criminality of the lower
classes.

s show a greater tendency to commut indictable offences than

umied

Within the lower classes it is difficult to assess whether the tendency to
commit crime was evenly spread throughout the various sub-groups of
whether, as the Victorians themselves believed, there was s criminal class.
As no person would state his nccupation as “criminal” the onus lay with the

e
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annual police returns which showed the estimated number of “known
thieves” in cach police districr. Such returns were made from September 1858
onwards, but the definition of a “known thief” varied from diserict o
district, and the returns, which were based on the extent of police knowledge
and disterred by police prejudices, were of dubious value. The pmamups&-»
rign with “thieves” as a basis for a criminal class also made the concept less
credible. For all groups, mcluding the middle classes, larceny was amongst
the most common of crimes but did not account for the largest monetary
losses. Thieves were “small frv” bur there were many of them from all social
classes and so it was easy for the police to talk of a criminal class and hint
at a soctal conspiracy in cnime. That there were professional criminals is
bevond doubr and 1t would be correct to sav thar they tormed a small hard-
core of the criminal statistics, but to atribute to them the ¢ walifications of
a crimunal class would be mmuh WEORE, \\* are mﬂ %‘*h’ “ﬁ’ii"h E‘F'ﬁ; w:mm:hssmn
rhar the middle classes dw '

; M ones.

H i, me u*nmmi;w of the mxdec if classes ;»zzimw o z} har m' tiw imxw classe
ised. As we shall see, post circa 1870 crime was becoming 2 more
ve proposition 1o the middle classes and less artreactive o the lower
groups. As the commercial and service sectors of the economy expanded so
the opportunities for the middle classes to commit crimes. Meanwhile,
en 1860 and 1875 the lower-class criminal suffered several setbacks,
For a variety of reasons the “age of the pickpocket”™ was fast disappearing.
The introduction of reformatory schools led to an increase in the number
of comminals of juveniles Whiéc‘: a change in fashion, bringing closer fitring
clothes, made the art less simple both in terms of accomplishing the thefr
am’i a 1z about the Wirmn The i{"?('?uazm,iztun‘x Act
1870 helped to diminish the number of “nimble fingers” which could
vnmdﬁ the streets. Some ;nlu]r lower-class criminals, with less pickpockers
to work for them, resorted to ¢ “garrotting” a form of violent street rob bery
involving the ser mL"uE wion of the victim until unconscious, but this was
quickly terminated by the police aided by the § security from Violence Act of
1863 which allowed for long prison sentences and reintroduced flogging for

o of concealing the procee

such offences,

It s likely rhat the increasing efficiency of the police and the introduc-
ton of detective forces also made the ]p‘f‘l‘p(ji' ation of crime by the lower
classes a more dangerous proposition. T The middle-class criminals were fess
affected by the increase in rhe number of police because rhe types of crime
in w]mm they specialised occurred inside offices, away from police observa-
uon. The police, for ex cample, would have no deterrent effect on embezzlers
or the perperration of fraud.

s a more dangerous proposition.




26 Criminal JusTice HisTORY

The increasing rendency of the middle classes to commut crimes went
unnoticed by the Victorians and even by modern social historians, largely
because of the low numbers of middle-class persons, in absolute terms, being
committed for trial. Much of the literary evidence on crime was produced
by middle-class Victorian philanthropists and social reformers’® who were
convinced of the existence of a criminal class and so concentrated their
atrentions on the acts of those criminals who fitted their stercotype image
of members of such a class. However, as can be seen from Table 2, after 1870
the percentage of middle-class committals equalled or exceeded the
percentage of the middle classes in the population. These figures
demonstrate that criminality amongst the middle classes exceeded that of
other categories.

‘Tauble 2: The middle class as a percentage of population and percentage
of committals post 1870.

% Population % Commitrals
Middlesex 1878-88 4.9 4.7
Surrey 1878-88 5.0 8.3
Birmingham 1880-1900 31 7.2
Manchester 1882-84 4.2 7.9

Source: Sessions records and 1881 Census

It is not only the quantity of middle-class crime which is of interest but
alsa its quality. The sample points to the conclusion that the higher the court
or the more serious the offence, the higher the percentage of middle-class
committals to trial. The serious nature of the criminality is shown by the
results of two three-year samples of those prisoners appearing before the
Central Criminal Court. In the earlier period (1857-59) the middle classes
accounted for 9.2 per cent of the cases while in the later period {1881-83}
this figure had risen to 15.5 per cent. Conversely, small numbers of the

i ' cared before Summary Courts which dealt with minor
ffences. The Lancashire Police Charge books (Manchester division]
showing those appearing before the Petty Sessions berween 1843 and 1854
are mainly filled with cases of drunkenness, petty assault, petty theft,
bastardy arrears and such like. Of 10,732 charged in this period only sixty-
four were listed as following middle-class occupations and of these ten were
noted as being unemploved at the tume.
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dants were Li eu‘gui Was imua} [24.5 per cent),
by ﬁ"r;ﬂud {M, per cent), embezzlement (12,3 per cent), larce
person (5.7 per cent}, larceny by a servant (5.2 per cent), and n:‘uwsm ]
stolen goods (5.0 per uL‘n!.) r“n’rmnpf the d«:fvmi ants m sovial cass 1ol
most common char
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embezzlement (5.4 per cent), and larceny in a d
The high percentage of common assaults and inde
that for many in social class | satisfaction of physi
and sexual} was more important than the acquis
which, their social position would imply, they were quite capable of
achieving by non-criminal merhods with a large degree of success. The
analysis bt.mm of occupational groups reveals that the group of independent
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gentlemen who controlled enough wealth not to require an occupational
income were those most likely to perpetrate such “physical” crimes,

Although the sentences imposed on criminals of social class [ were
similar to those imposed on the rest of the sample, 28.5 per cent of social
class 1 indictments were found “Not Guilty” compared to 18.5 per cent of
social class 11 demonstrating, perhaps, that juries could be influenced by the
sacial class of the defendant or by a good defence lawyer which only this
social class could afford.

I
In order to investigate the relationship berween the type of occupation and
the type of criminal activity the middle-class sample was divided into six
occupational groups. These were:

Group 1 Independent Gentlemen

Group 2 Professions {military, law, medicine and church)

Group 3 Quasi-professional and businessmen (managers,
surveyors, architects, accountants, pharmacists etc.)

Group 4 Clerks

Group 5 Wholesalers

Group 6 Retailers

The three most common crimes committed by the different occupational
groups are shown in Table 3.

It would appear that the type of crime committed was largely a result
of the opportunities afforded by the type of occupation followed, and that
only the unoccupied but comfortably-off members of Group I could indulge
in non-acquisitive violence. This tradition of “violence for fun”™ amongst
higher social groups was not a new phenomenon. Although the Mohock

04! ably politically motivated rather than a resule
of hoolipanism, this earlier period had been marked by “younger members

of the nobility . . . indulging in the nocturnal habit of assavluing in the streets
harmless passers-by."® In the first quarter of the nineteenth century the
“Bucks™ were repo {

ed as “lours, most of them members of the aristocracy
lwhol took their manners from the least respectable of the lower orders.™
Similarly, in the closing decades of the century there was a revival of the
Hell sm of the eighteenth century amongst the middle classes. !0
The cccupations of the professional, quasi-profe

5

ional and whale-
saling groups {groups 2, 3 and 5) allowed them to perpetrate frauds with
greater ease than the clerks of group 4 who concentrated on embezzling

from their masters, That occupation determined the wype of crime
committed is most clearly demonstrated by the members of group 6
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amongst whom it seemed quite common practice to usf;‘(fvt"neir’mmil premises
45 fronts for bawdy houses and the receiving and selling of stolen goods.

The fabled stringencies of Victorian domestic sexual morality seemed
r6 have taken their toll of the business and professional world of groups 1,
2 and 3 who committed a large proportion of sexu al offences {e.g., Indecens
assault accounted for 9.8 per cent of group [ crimes, 5.8 per cent of group
2 and 8.5 per cent of group 3). It was, perha‘ps, g‘hei}' poor domestic
experience which led them not to commit any offences of biga’myﬁ an act,
it would appear from the sample, only committed by group 6.

For the sample as a whole embezzlement and fraud are the crimes that
srand out as the specialities of the middle classes. As with most crimes
favoured by the middle-class group, embezzlement was not the sole preserve
of the middle-class criminals although they succeeded in acquiring larger
cums of money by means of such crimes than criminals of other social
classes. Embezzlement accounted for less than 4 per cent of total commitrals
to trial but over 12 per cent of the committals to trial of the middle classes.

Nearly 70 per cent of embezzlements were executed by members of
ather social classes, but the middle classes managed to acquire about that
proportion of the receipts. In Birmingham between 1880 and 1900, embez-
slement cases involving a total of £2,007 were heard by the Sessions and
Assize courts of which £1,981 had been appropriated by middle-class
criminals and only £26 by criminals of other social classes. In Surrey
berween 1878 and 1888 a total of £1,623 was embezzled of which £1,153
went to the middie classes. In Surrey berween 1855 and 1865 a total of £809
was divided between middle-class embezzlers and those of other classes in
the ratio of £412 to £397. This figure is more impressive when it is known
that the ratio of embezzlers was 64 to 204.

The average embezzlers ipt for the whole sample showed that the
middle-class embezzler received at least three times the sum received by his
counterpart from other social classes. The occupations of many of the
middle classes would daily bring them into contact with large and relatively
casily emberzled amounts of money, whereas much of the lower-class
embezzlement was by domestic servants absconding with errand money or
“fiddling” housekeeping

ounts. In Surrey the lower-class figures are
fected by several tram conductors prosecuted by the London Tramway
Company for embezzling the fare of one penny. These cases provide a good
example of the disproportionate sentenci
agement to the middle-c

a

cited above as a possible encour-
s criminal to risk larger crimes. The conductors
all received berween nine and rwelve months imprisonment for their crime.

An analysis of fraud cases revealed similar results to that of embezzle-
ment. Middle-class participation was numerically lower than that of other
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social classes but the amounts misappropriated were far greater. HAverage
receipts fradulently gained by middle-class criminals {(with the figure for
other social classes m brackets) were:

Surrey 1855-65 £9 (£1)
Surrey 1878-88 £15 (£6)
Birmingham 1880-1200  £s62 {£7)

These figures do not include any of the major frauds of the pertod. As with
embezzlement, the famous large-scale frauds portray clearly the ability of
certain middle-class criminals ro obtain sums of money which would
probably exceed the receipts of all the crimes committed by the lower classes.
A brief review of some of these major crimes reinforces the conclusion thas
it was the quality of their crimes rather than the quantity that made the
middle-class criminals such a major force in the redistribution of wealth by
itlegal means.

During the 1850°s the more serious cases of fraud and embezzlement
began to appear in the court rooms and receive limited publicity although
few observers managed to discern the growing trend in middle-class crime
to which rhese cases were pointers. Berween 1844 and 1850, Walter Watts,
while employed as a check-clerk in the cashier’s department of the Globe
Assurance Company, systematically embezzled berween £71,000 and
£80,000. In 1849 alone his illegal income from the company was circa
£18,000. In 1855 the case of Strahan, Paul and Bates revealed that they had
embezzled almost three-quarters of a million pounds from customers of the
Temple Bar bank over a period of four years. William Robson, as chief clerk
of the Crystal Palace Company, was discovered in 1856 to have system-
atically embezzled £27,000. In 1902, Thomas Goudie, as a clerk for the
Bank of Liverpool, was discovered to have embezzled £162,000 by means of
forged cheques.

AR, Barretr, writing in 1894, on depredations of banks in the Ui
States noted, “statistics show that during the past ten ve
embezzlers and defaulters have robbed the people of this country of over one
hundred million doliars” and that where banks were concerned:

ed
rs, bank-wreckers,

there seems to be more danger from the trusted officer and the employee than
from the burglar. . now it is the skilled financier or bank clerk who coolly and
quictly abstracts or misapplics the funds, falsifies the accounts, and makes
away with millions where the burglar gor thousands.

AT, Craig?” implied thar the American experience was reflected in
Britain. He noted the embezziement of £1,000 annually for thirty years by
a clerk ar the Cardiff Savings Bank; the embezzlement of £17,000 from the
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Sudbury Trustees’ Savings Bank by its actuary; the appropriation, stock
exchange speculation and loss of £200,000 worth of securities held by the
River Plate Bank by its London manager; the embezzlement of £19,000 by
the manager of the Woodford branch of the London Joine-Stock Bank; and
the Vagliano case which involved a systematic fraud by a bank derk in the
1880°s using forged letters of advice and bills by which he had embezzled
£71,500.
In 1857 the London and Eastern mﬂking Corporation was forced into
liguidation when it was found thar one of the directors, Colonel W. Petrie
Waugh, with the connivance of the manager, was indebted to the bank for
£244,000 —only £6,000 less than the entire subscribed capital of the bank,
On liquidation the shareholders found themselves lable and Waugh fled 1o
Spain where he started a mining company. A similar case occurred in 1878
involving frauds on the City of Glasgow bank by its directors to the extent
of £300,000, although the real loss to investors amounted to six million
pounds. The case provided another example of the dwpmp@mmmm
sentencing previously mentioned as an encouragement to middle-class crime
as the guilry directors were sentenced to terms of imprisonment not ex-
ceeding eighteen months,
es of R.F Pries in 1853 and JW. Cole in 1854 resulting from the
rants often involving rransactions which were large

The cs
use of duplicare dock wa
enough to cause th:m;wmm i‘n rhc‘: pr'ice of rfmm Were furw:her m*id‘eﬂce th"w
the middle cla
capable of ra:mung M*n: ﬂ‘"‘ i:muaal mnd nmdmg nstitutions m m v«‘-mm\
leading commercial and trading nation. The public eve, however, remained
firmly direcred towards the pety crimes of a “criminal class”™ whose

existence as a class was doubtdul and whose main motivation was thought
to be drink.

1
The theories of the classic nineteenth-century  criminologists®?  were
disturbing in their absence of reference to middle-class crimes. It was as if

middle-class criminologists felt that they would have been betraving their
class if they were to admit to and account for the existence of middle-class
criminals. Modern theories of criminology, although more sophisticated, are
based on twentieth-century data and so, to a large extent are limired in their
applicability to modern social sicuations which, in many ways, differ
considerably from the nineteenth century. Hows arguably, two modern
theories do assist in the understanding of the activities of

wury nuddle-class criminal.

the nincreenth-

(S

Firstly, in 1949 Edwin H. Sutherland completed a study of white-collar
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crime which he defined as “a crime committed by a person of respeceability
and high social status in the course of his occupation”™™ and conclude
the hypotheses of differential association and social disorganisation may b
applied to white-collar crimes as well as crimes of the lower classes. The
hypothesis of differential association is the concept that criminal behaviour
s learned in association with those who define it favourably Lintselation
from those who define it unfavourably. Diffew:m'uﬂ asSOCiation en an
individual level is paralleled on a social level by the concept of sacial
disorganisation which may appear in the form of a lack of standards or a
conflict of standards. Secondly, in 1953 Donald Cressey’s study of the social
psychology of embezzlement concluded thar in all cases of trust vielation the
violator was faced with a non-shareable problem. This is a financial
problem which it is felt could not be shared with those financially capable
of solving it. According to Cressey that which constituted a nonsshareable
problem depended on the psychological makeup of the person involved and
that although all trust violators have non-shareable problems, not everyone
with a non-shareable problem becomes a trust violaror. Thus some
individuals could daily lose considerable amounts of money at the race track
but the loss, alt hc,mgh a problem, might not constitute a non-shareable
problem. Others might define the problem as one which had to be kept
secrer and private and so it would be viewed as a nmm—smxmh e problem.
Similarly a failing bank or business might be considered by some individuals
as presenting problems to be shared and discussed with business associates
and members of the community while others would »f:(ma‘eiw it as a non-
shareable problem.'® [t is especially pertinent to this study of middle-class
crime based on occupations of the criminals, that the person who has a non-
shareable problem must also have the opportunity to commit a crime before
he hecomes a criminal. For the middle classes this opportunity would often
present itself during the course of their work.

Before relating conceprs of differential association, social disorgan-
131N, non- Q;h areable problems and occupationally determined crime to the
experience of the Victorian middle classes, it must be considered to what
extent such concepts are being taken out of context. Sutherland’s study was
concerned with the rwentieth century, the United States and was limited to
business manag and executives. These are the three main points of
departure from this study of nineteenth-century England and all persons
following middle-class occupations. ¢

Sutherland has claimed that his hypothesis 15 universally applicable
with regard to social class and so the differing width of the occupational
sample should have no adverse effect. As nineteenth-century Britain and
twentieth-century North America both experienced a dynamic, materialistic
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culture characrerised by a capitalist economic system based on limited
companies with a social system dominated by the rm | Et classes, it may be
argued that the cultural contexts of the studies are similar enough to allow
the concepts of Sutherland and Cressey to be tested in the historical context
of this study of middle-class crime.

It is likely that the major source of non-shareable problems for the
Victorian middle classes was the mamtenance of the standard of comfort
prescribed by the middle classes themselves on what was ofren lirtle more
than a working-class income. However, in a salaried heirarchy only salary
indicated level and only display could reflect salary.?’ The increasing cost of
such display and its effect on family size has been clearly described by J.A.
Banks,"® and the strain involved was hinted at by G.K. Richards, the
Professor of Political Economy at Oxford University. When lecturing on the
auddie classes to his students in 1853, Richards described “the pressure of
needy and energetic aspirants, keeping every path of industry full” which
necessitated “a constant effort on the part of those who have attained a com-
fortable position to maintain it” and that “the difficulty of securing :
provision!® for a family, combined with the dread of sinking to a lower level
includes in numerous cases, the postponement of marriage”?® This “lower
level” was referred to by C.FG. Masterman as the “ghetto” and the “abyss™,2
and these words sum up the awfulness with which the middle classes
regarded the prospect of becoming part of the lower social level. The fear
of the abyss necessitated constant striving to attain the higher aspirations of
the middle classes and such aspirations were nearly always of a materialistic
nature and required increased income. The main obstacles to the attainment
of these intensified the potential non-shareable problems perceived by the
middle classes.

Towards the end of the century the small businessman’s ability to make
money was hindered as small masters were increasingly squeezed by the
prowing concentration of capital, the advance of large-scale production and
the growth of cartels and monopolies. At the same time the frustrations of
the salaried work force increased. As Crossick?? noted, the ambitious clerk
hoped to (1) rise to a partnership in the firm, (2) set up business on his own,
or {3) rise by merit in the clerical scale. After 1870 the increased scale of
enterprise and capital made (1) and (2) difficult and the practice of mulu-
level recruitment curbed {3} so that many clerks were placed in an increas-
ingly marginal position with their chances of rising to the employer class
diminishing. It is little wonder, therefore, that a percentage of the middle
classes, frustrated in their attempt to achieve their monetary ambitions by
honest means, should turn to dishonest sources of income to supplement
their salaries.
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In the late fifties and early sixties the “proper” time to 'zmmryv was
debated ar grear length in the weeklies and monthlies. In the letter columns
of The Tines of June 1858 a protracted discussion énsued as to whether it
was possible to be happily married on an income of £300 per annum —in
short; whether the husband could maintain the standard of tiving of both
himself and his partner at that which he had enjoyed as a single man.
Professor Banks has shown that the average age of marriage z:u'hf_mg the
apper-middle classes from 1840 to 1870 was between twenty-nine and thirty
vears of age.®® Itis, perhaps, not just coincidence that the most commeon agf*
range of the middle-class criminal was between thirty and thirty-five years
of age. This was the age when the most common cause of non-shareable
problems (i.e. marriage) was most likely to occur and by which the potential
crirninal would have risen to an occupational position which would have
made the commission of a crime more simple.

The concept of differential association seems to be less applicable to the
middle classes of Victorian Britain than &t 1s to the lower classes, some
secrions of which accepted crime as a necessity. For many in the lower classes
lack of employment presented the twin options of either entering the work-
house or generating an illegal income through the pursuit of crime. Evidence
abounds that the dread of the workhouse was such that crime was perceived
as the more acceprable of the two oprtions amongst those members of this
class whether employed or not. For those in the middle classes ourward
respectability was the social requirement of the class, and perpetrators of
criminal acts, who were automatically assumed to be members of the lower
s, were despised as people who could not fit into the social system which
was largely designed around the middle classes and for their benefir. This
may be a superficial view as its counterpart on a social level—social
disorganisation —was very much in evidence. In 1843, the editor of the
Hiustrared London News warned that, “the agents of our rrading and fiscal
airs live, move and breathe, in a perfect armosphere of fraud. If we
progress at the same rate for half a generation longer, commercial dishonesty
will become the rule, and integrity the exception.® In 1854 Herbert
Spencer unwittingly described how railway managers of the period fit
perfectly into Sutherland’s concept of differentia

| association when he wrore,

Bearing in mind the comparative laxity of the corporate conscience; the
diffusion and remotencss of the cvils which malpractices produce; and rhe
composite origin of these malpractices; it becomes possible to understand how,
in railway affairs, gigantic dishonesties can be perpetrated by men, who, on
average, are little if ar all below the generality in moral characters.®?

S.F. Van Oss agreed with Spencer when referring to all limited com-

panies; he wrote, “Management is, in the majority of cases, utterly corrupt
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and -dishonest, besides being generally incompetent”?® JW. Horsley, in
analysing the commercial immorality which he believed characterised the
period, related it to the development of 'i'nidd]faiwdm;s values whiph had led
G property rights being the primary rights of citizenship; the indiscriminare
respect for wealth; and the belief that poverty was a cmﬂ@mptib]ﬁ thing.??
Such literary evidence points to che existence of a conflict of standards which
permits the conclusion that much of the crime commirted by the middle
classes in thé nineteenth century may well have been the resulr of differential
association and social disorganisation.

Given the source of a non-shareable problem and the fact that the
potential criminal had subconsciously acquired the belief, through dif-
ferential association, that the problem should be solved by the commission
of a crime, he still required the opportunity to commit the crime. This
opportunity had to occur relatively quickly or the non-shareable problem
may have been resolved by other factors. The occupations of the middle
classes offered them unique opportunities for the commission of several
types of crime, and in many cases this opportunity was heightened by the
lack of strict legal, commercial and bureaucratic controls.

The results of this study show that middle-class criminals made use of
the opportunity afforded by the rype of occupation that they followed to
commit a crime, For example in the Birmingham sample from 1880 to 1900
at least 48 per cent of middle-class crimes could only have been committed
inside the place of work and many were actually incorporated within the
worik itself. The examples of embezzlement by clerks, fraud by members of
the professional and managerial group and the keeping of bawdy houses and
receiving of stolen goods by retailers are all too obvious. [t is on this point
that the crime of the lower classes differs from that of the middle classes.
[t is noticeable that the only middle-class group without a ser oecupation —
sentlemen and independent widows—is the group most involved in crumes
which would be difficult to commit whilst in occupation {ie. common

ult, sexual assault and riot and assaule). Generalisations may well be
erroneous as lictle research of a statistical nature has been made into the
crimes of lower-class criminals,?® but it may be conjectured that the middle
classes were afforded more opportunities to commit large crimes of a serious
nature during the course of their occupation, and, owing to the length of the
working day and the permanent nature of the posts, were offered fewer op-
portunities to commit crimes outside their working hours. Conversely the
lower social classes were engaged in work which afforded lesser oppor-
tunities to commit serious {n financial terms) crimes and, owing t© periods
of under-employment and unemployment, were afforded more OppOrTUnITes
to commit crimes unassociated with their employment.
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of their occuparions was aided by the
involved. This statement applies mainly to the crimes of embezzlement,
fraud and falsification of. 'iECCﬂUﬂf‘SD and the fact that these were among the
main crimes of the middle classes adds wmghi to the hypothesis that the
middle-class criminal was encour aged by the opportunity 1© commit crime
afforded by the lax umimﬁ of his occupation. Alfred Emden, in 1894,
believed that the law actually encouraged dmhoneaw and wrote, “The
carrying out of objects which would be more or less fraudulent; and would
be impossible inthe case of a private individual or a partnership is rendered

easy by means m the Companies Aces”™® Emden later noted the failure of
company legislation to alter in order to accommodate new developments in
business practice.®® The Directors’ Liabilicy Act of 1890 made directors
culpable for the publication of frandulent prospectuses but it was not until
well afrer the period of this study that balance sheets (1908) or profit and
loss accounts {1929) had to be published, and it was not until the Company
Act of 1948 and the Prevention of Fraud (Investmens) Actof 1958 that in-
vestors were afforded real protection. Fraud and embezzlement were both
facilicated by the poor accounting methods used during the period. The
Company Act of 1844 had stated that auditors had to examine books as a
prerequisite of legal sancton to carry out business. However, the auditors
were not required to be accountants and the um"apnhmv zequu’m’mm was
dropped m the case of companies formed under the general statutes of 1856
and 1868.% Although it was claimed in 1876 that accounts were “generally
audited™? they were not compelled to be so until 1900,

he middle classes during the course
ck of strict conwols of the work

v

This survey poines to the conclusion that in the second half of the nineteenth
century the middle classes had the motives, the moral environment, and the
opportunities which encouraged the commussion of crime. ronically, the
motives were generated by the middle classes themselves in contrast wo the
lower-class criminals who were often forced into crime by a social and eco-
ic system which was imposed on them from above. The mobile middle
ss was constantly striving to move socially upwards in the hierarchy and
geographically outwards to the suburbs. Hence, one reviewer of the
Victorian age, writing in 1897 noted that “an impatient restlessness is
socially a note of the period.”®? This restlessness amongst Vicrorian clerks
{the grass roots of the middle classes) is captured in the following letter from
John Holt, in the early 1860, who wrote to his father about his routine
clerk’s job:
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What am.| to do? If I stay where [ am I have the prospect of a £60 salary which
to my ambitious nature is beggary. Nal it is money [ want and money [ must
have if | go through fire and water for it. ... Ivis not the gold, but the
independence it brings and the cares it drives away.

The non-shareable problems appeared to be self-generated but were no
less real for that, Their solution through the commission of crime connecred
with one’s occupation seems to have been encouraged by a conflict of stand-
ards which accepted acts by corporate bodies which were considered
criminal or immoral if committed by private individuals. Hence, during the
cotirse of his work the middle-class criminal was in association with those
who defined “immoral” acts favourably. The lax control of occupation
allowed such people to then perpetrate such immoral acts for their own
personal gain, but, when carried out by an individual, society re-defined
such acts as criminal.

Throughout the century the numbers of the middle classes grew, and
at the same time the criminality of the class rose so that by 1870 their crimi-
nality, in terms of indictable crimes, was greater than that of ather social
classes. In addition, the crimes that they committed were far more extensive
than those of other social classes. In noting the crimes of Watts, Redpath and
R.E Pries, Kellow Chesney remarked:

Apart from a few professional forgers and their associates, financial swindling
was characteristically the crime of business and professional men. A man who
commanded the resources to shake the money market could hardly be consid-
ered a4 member of the “dangerous classes” and it is almost axiomatic that the
biggest and most profitable crimes were beyond the reach of the underworld

Middle-class crimes left no blood on the pavement, no scars, no
property damaged, no visible signs. As with shop-lifting from large retail
outlets in our modern society, the victim was difficult to identify and seemed
to merit lictle syimpathy. Consequently middle-class crime was a social
phenomenon which was unremarked, and the rise in criminality of the
central social class went largely unnoticed by society. Given the stereotyped
image of the respectability of the Victorian classes which has been handed
down to the twentieth century reader, the phenomena of a criminal middle
class is truly remarkable,

Motes

I'he place of publication s London unless otherwise stated.

L. The information for this study was obtained from the calendars of prisoners
appearing before the Quarter Sessions and Assize Courts for Middlesex




presided
¢ Peace, T

B as @ sy
sried.

Tk with mech suoo

survey f

7. See D mer Fres
Crichron, The Great fmz“ iwm" M v (19

8. Max Belolf, Public Order and Popular
rmmm‘d 1“%6 ﬂ* PP- 20, 33

ots aof London throuph the Centuries {1940}, p. 94.

, Status and Jingoism: The Social Hmm, of Lower-

, 1 ~19040, i O frev Crossick, ed., The Lower-

;i z‘wmnh, TRZO-1984 (1977

{1959) and Michael

Disturbances, 16601714 {1938,

i F%er , “Era of Fraud and Embezzlement: lts causes and remedies,”
7, 14 ﬂgmhm‘ 1894,
t2. Cratg, “Frauds in conmection with Book-keeping and Merhods to be
ed for their Detection,” Accoustant, Feb hruary F898.
13 ample Cesare Lambroso, Paul Broca 3 Ferri, Gabricl Tarde.
14 H. Sutherfand, White Collar Crime {16

5. Donald R Cressey, Other People’s Money (1 G




et

Crosinar Justice HSTORY

Suthérland’s study also inciuded “eriminals”™ who were not convicred, and i
is on this point of definition that he has been severely criticised. See R.G.
Caldinvell, Criminology {(New York, 1965) and P.W. Tappen, Contemporary
Survey of Juvenile Delinguency (New York, 1952). ‘
See Uwﬁrw (ra ick, The er ergence of the lower-middle class in Britain:
a dwmw an,” in Geoffrey Crossick, ed., The Lower Middle Class in Britain
(19771, 117.

jf'k Hgmk@ Pﬂ'mfwm,vanff Parentbood: A stud
Victorian middle classes (1954).

By the second half of the nineteenth century the old professions were reaching
gaturation point. See Harold Perkin, The Origins of Modern English Sociery
17801880 (1969, p. 255, “Even with connections and capital, professional
SUCCESR Was not ;,uammud without either HT seemns exceedingly difficule for
ke a pw@puum way.” Geollrey Best, Mid-Victorian

family planning among the

men honestly 1o n
Britain 7'. 175 {1971
Qunud in L.G. J()hﬂscm H/w %nm/ﬂ] volution of Industrial Britain {1959

sterman, “Realities at Home,” in The Heart of the Emmre (19013,

p. 13
‘J(,}com‘cy Crossick, “The emergence of the lower middle class™ (1977), pp.
19-23.

1.A. Banks, Prosperity and Parenthood (1954), Ch. 3.

Hiustrated Londos News, 2 December 1843,

Herbert Spencer, Edinburgh Review 100, October 1854, p. 417,

$.F. Van Oss, “The Limited Company Craze,” in Nineteenth
(1898} 740,

1.W. Horsley, How Criminals are Made and Prevented (1913
Two good examples, however, are David Phillips, Crirme rzhd r\rnfnmw in
Victorian England (1977} and Howard Zehr, Crime and I)Lt'd)fm;azwm of
Modein Society: Patterns of eriminality in nineteenth-century Germany and
France (1976).

Alfréd Emden, “The Cryving Need for Reforms in Our Company Law,”
N outh Century XXXV (1894): EO'

'H“a‘ﬁ‘ ﬂ'f“‘kknx, e Fye f@x‘,}a‘g‘qqﬁ

(1900): 951-971.

See, B.C. Hunt, The Development of the Business Corporation in Enpland,
H{)c) 1867 {(Harvard 1936}, p. 141.

(.. Humm S8 Jitimg (1876

'ﬂ‘ L5 Escort, Social Trans ,P}‘M‘Mou‘s of the Victorian Age (1897,
feprinted: Foleraft Library, Pennsylvania 1973}, p. 194,

Quoted in G.L. Anderson, “The Social Economy of Lare Victorian Clerks,”
in Geolfrey Crossick, ed., The Lowes s‘\"]fjsf—/‘iw Class an Britar {1977), p. 117,
K. Chesney, The Victorian Underworld 12,

FAIE

i

7
3
3




