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A Wicked Heart as Etiology of Crime 
 

The origin of crime; it is not in the streets, it is not a neurological glitch, it is not a character flaw. 
The environment and your upbringing impact the person you become, but these factors are not what 
make a person commit a crime. Imagine a world in which the people and institutions around us that 
‘compel’ us to perform the way we do, those who are a part of the environment that made us do such 
things are imprisoned instead of the person who performed the act; the idea is abysmal. Instead, we 
have a criminal justice system that seeks to punish the criminal when they commit some ‘evil’ act that 
runs contrary to our sense of morality. What makes the criminal, though? What causes a person to act 
wickedly? To answer such questions, criminologists conduct empirical research and develop theories, 
looking at factors both internal and external to the criminal. Ultimately, the hope is to gain a deeper 
understanding of how to control and prevent the occurrence of crime and criminality. But to truly 
understand the cause of crime, one must look past the effect of the act, past the environment in which 
it took place, even beyond the personality factors of the offender. Instead, one must address where the 
evil began; one must look at the heart of the criminal.   

Criminology: it is an academic discipline growing in popularity that “provides an exciting 
synthesis of ideas in sociology, law, economics, psychology, psychoanalysis, philosophy and political 
science, seeking to explain deviance, dishonesty, violence, sex, drugs and rock ‘n’ roll”1. Criminologists 
seek to answer the ‘why’ of a crime and typically focus on the education, behaviour, mental state, family 
life, social status and environmental factors involved in the life of a criminal. Those who study crime 
would say that as human society has evolved over thousands of years, so, too, has our understanding of 
the causes of crime and society’s responses to it.  

Crime analysis typically involves determining “proximal” or “distal factors” to explain the cause 
of a crime.2  Distal factors are further removed from the crime, perhaps in time: a history of childhood 
neglect may seem to predispose people to become criminals, but it is something that took place long 
before the crime. These factors may also be in a presumed chain of social conditions: bank lending 
policies that prevent people in some neighborhoods from getting mortgages or home improvement 
loans seem to be causes of neighborhood decline which in turn leads to abandoned housing which leads 
to drug addicts congregating in abandoned houses which leads to a high incidence of muggings…so on 
and so forth. Proximal causes are close to the event, either in time or space. Inadequate locks, 
insufficient police patrols, and careless behavior on the part of a victim are all causes that we call 
proximal because they appear to be close to the occurrence of a crime.3 

There are many other elements considered when trying to explain why a particular offender has 
a propensity to commit crime. It is easy to see how cumbersome the analysis can become, how quickly a 
confusing web of data can form. What if the answer were simpler? What if there was one factor or 
cause that could be zeroed in on and analyzed? 

In “The Disappearance of Criminal Law: Police Powers and the Supreme Court”, the following 
quote is found: 

 
 “Eager to eradicate threats, this regime will always feel the pressure to intervene at the earliest possible 
moment, without awaiting the manifestation of the threat in the form of a criminal act. And the pressure 
will increase with every failure to incapacitate, with every “false negative”…the goal of nipping every 
potential threat in the bud, combined with the impossibility of its achievement, sets in motion a 

 
1 Ben Bowling & James Ross, “A brief history of criminology: the evolution of an academic discipline” (2006), online: Crime and Justice 
<https://www.crimeandjustice.org.uk/sites/crimeandjustice.org.uk/files/09627250608553013.pdf> [https://perma.cc/VL7F-M8WL] 
2 Louise Kidder & Ellen Cohn, “Personal Theories About the Causes of Crime: An Attributional Analysis of Crime Prevention Efforts” (1978) 
Northwestern University Working Paper No 82428 online: < https://www.ncjrs.gov/pdffiles1/nij/82428.pdf> [https://perma.cc/AMY4-MM8C] 
3 Ibid at 9. 
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continuing expansion of preventative measures, an infinite regress along the causal chain toward the 
origin of threats, the heart of darkness.”4 

 
This quote, by Markus Dirk Dubber, a law professor at the University of Toronto, is referring to 

the problem of precautionary policing gone too far; indeed, a topic deserving of time and effort. What is 
interesting to me, however, is the heart of darkness Dubber admits is the cause of crime. To him, crime 
is a phenomenon we deal with, it exists in society, because it existed in us first; the idea of crime, of evil, 
originates in the human heart. According to Dubber, the heart of man ought to become a factor 
considered by today’s criminologists… 

I agree with Dubber. I, too, believe the heart of man is the source of crime, the source of evil; it 
is not in the streets, it is not a neurological glitch, it is not a character flaw… 

It is inside you and me. Evil and the propensity for crime dwells within. The heart is desperately 
wicked and its schemes are indescribable in mere naturalistic terms. All that is required is a brief look 
into history to reveal that human beings are capable of extraordinary wickedness and evil. And these 
proclivities flow from the deep recesses of our seemingly innocent hearts. Theodore Christianson has 
the correct perspective about the reality of the human heart, as quoted in Reb Bradley’s book, “Born 
Liberal, Raised Right”: 

 
“Every baby starts life as a little savage. He is completely selfish and self-centered. He wants what he 
wants when he wants it: his bottle, his mother’s attention, his playmate’s toys, his uncle’s watch or 
whatever. Deny him these and he seethes with rage and aggressiveness which would be murderous were 
he not so helpless. He is dirty, he has no morals, no knowledge, no developed skills. This means that all 
children, not just certain children, are born delinquents. If permitted to continue in their self-centered 
world of infancy, given free reign to their impulsive actions to satisfy each want, every child would grow 
up a criminal, a thief, a killer, or a rapist.”5 
  

 A brutal observation, perhaps. But a true one. It is we who conditioned our environment and 
now it’s working against us; a cyclical process that started when we were born and because we were 
born. Left to our own devices, humans will tend unrestrictedly to pursue our own desires at the sake of 
others’. Better politics, higher education, tighter social controls all possess the false hope of eliminating 
crime and sometimes, even accomplish the opposite. The connection between human agents and 
morality is a deeply internal affair, one that concerns moral cultivation to minimize the evil desires of 
the heart, the heart of a criminal.   

 
The remedy? Perhaps that will be the topic in a ‘blawg’ to come… 

 

 
4 Richard Jochelson, Kirsten Kramar & Mark Doerkson, The Disappearance of Criminal Law: Police Powers and the Supreme Court (Winnipeg and 
Halifax: Fernwood Publishing, 2014) at . 
5 Reb Bradley, Born Liberal, Raised Right, 1st ed (Los Angeles: WorldNetDaily, 2008) at 21. 


