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Let’s try interactivity -

but predominantly only with “students”

Who cares about theory? Why does theory matter?

Which is your favorite victimological theory?

Which theories do you know? → Collection of 

victimological theories

Analysis: strengths and weaknesses

Language and Concepts in the context of victimology
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Early („classical“) “theories”

Edwin Sutherland 1924 "Criminology"; Willem Nagel

1930 Meso-level: city as victim.

Hans von Hentig (1948) and Benjamin Mendelsohn

(1956): Typologies according to the victim's contribution 

to the outcome = complicity (see Stringer 2024).

However, Mendelsohn opted in favor of a “general 

victimology”!

Marvin Wolfgang (1958) "victim precipitation" → victim 

provocation?
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Consequence of “Big” Data 

Collection

Hindelang et al. (1978): Lifestyle  

→ only descriptive

Cohen & Felson (1979): routine 

activities
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(No) solidarity with victims

Lerner’s (1980) attribution theory: The belief 

in a just world

vs.

"rape(-supportive) culture"(Brownmiller 

1975).
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Diana Russell (1976 + 2012) created the term „femicide“

Robert/Raewyn Connell's theory of hegemonic masculinity 

(1987).

However, "carceral feminism" (Terwiel, 2020) places too much 

trust in criminal law (see Law, 2022).

"in-vivo-Code" by Gisèle Pelicot: "Shame must change sides" 

(see Darian 2025)
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Concept or theory?

Secondary victimization as theory (→ who invented it? Martin 

Symonds, Ann W. Burgess?)

crime vs. conflict / problematic situation (Hulsman)

social peace vs. peace of law (Restorative Justice)

hegemony vs. anti/counter-hegemony (Gramsci)
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Victim labelling, scapegoat theory and 

moral panic

Jan van Dijk (2020) associates the concept of 

victimization with the cultural context of Christianity 

→ wo/man is guilty; Jesus as a sacrifice/victim for 

all human sins

Erich Fromm’s (psychoanalist) "cyclist-character" 

(1993, p. 149)  

Stanley Cohen’s moral panic (2002).
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Hagemann (1993): victimization as an attack on a person's integrity 

and identity (cf. Petzold & Mathias, 1982, p. 175).

→ subjectivity of victimization experience (cf. Strobl, 2004, p. 

296); Strobl clarifies, too, that some victims do not see themselves 

as such. Agency denied!

Need for coping; self-assessment might change over time.

Narrative victimology (see Pemberton et al. 2019; Erez yesterday)

Subjectivity, fluidity and dynamics 

of the victim/survivor status
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The fluidity of victimhood

Shpungin (2014): The fluidity/volatility of victimhood or 

victim status, including the "ripple effect".

She sees "victimization" as a social construct and advocates 

standing by not only official victims, but all those who 

become victims of harmful acts and harm events caused by 

people ("all those who experience victimization when acts of 

harm occur").

In my opinion, “acts of harm” goes beyond crime (cf Davies 

et al. 2001), will include abuse of power, war and man-made 

disasters → zemiology (Vanhamme 2010)
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A relatively recent perspective

Campbell and Manning (2014; 2018) Victimhood Culture: 

Microaggressions as the basis of identity politics.

The term "Victimhood Culture" contains the paradox that 

victim status is desirable in a competition between the 

supposedly disadvantaged or discriminated against because it 

promises social recognition.

Problem: → victim playing (pretending to be a victim – but 

who decides?).
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Assessment of theories
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Definition Restorative Justice (RJ)

•Restorative justice forms an 

innovative approach to 

responding to both criminal and 

challenging behaviour that 

places the healing of damage 

done to relationships and people 

ahead of and above the need to 

assign shame and impose 

punishment (cf. Hopkins 2002: 

144 quoting Wright 1999).

•Is RJ sufficiently 

transformative? Should we 

speak of "transformative" 

rather than "restorative" 

justice? (Zehr 2011)

•Walgrave (2008) argues that 

RJ does indeed seek to change 

unhealthy relationships and 

forms a pathway for wider 

social transformation.
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Restorative Justice

•Jonathan Boston (2007) proposes like Martin Wright (2010) a 

„Restorative Society“ as an organisational principle for finding answers to 

conflicts within society.

•It links the developments in restorative justice and restorative practices to 

build a good society, which

"will be one where there is a genuine quest, across the many and varied 

fields of human endeavour, to restore or rebuild positive relationships and 

sound social structures, whenever such relationships or structures have 

been harmed or damaged in some way …".
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Motto / guiding principle of RJ

Since harm is the central problem
in a restorative framework,

restorative justice requires

a response that does
no further harm.

Howard Zehr
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Conclusion: Core necessities
•If victimology is a science, it cannot rely on legal categories because they differ

from country to country and from time to time

•One science shall not just import theories from another science (e.g. 

criminology), but at least adjust them to its own needs

•It seems that the core category of victimology is harm and suffering – what about

the demarcation towards zemiology?

•We have to deal with subjectivity; the meaning of a term is in its use (beware of

the powerful→ power to the people!)

•We must take fluidity into account: Things & thoughts are changing during

processes

•How justified is a human centric approach? Why not extend victim status to 

animals, rivers, mountains etc.?

•We should keep an ethnographic eye trained on the classed, religious, gendered, 

racialized and species-based forces
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Thank you for your participation!

Let’s go to work now!
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Central priorities according to H. Zehr

The predominant 

mainstream c.j.s.

•Which norm / law has 

been violated?

•Who was the offender?

•Which sanctions are 

appropriate for 

him/her?

Restorative Justice
•What social 

circumstances facilitated 

the harmful behaviour?

•What structural 

similarities are there 

between the event under 

discussion and 

comparable events?

•What measures can 

prevent future 

occurrence?

Be sure to think along

●Who has been 

victimized?

●Which negative 

consequences must be 

addressed?

●How and by whom 

can the given situation 

be healed?
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According to Karp (2013: 45) conflict 

settlement focuses on repairing the harm 

and building trust.

There are neither trust-building nor peace-building activities 

in court. → „blame game“ Garfinkel

On the contrary, RJ procedures involve actions that 

demonstrate commitment to the community.

Social harm and individual victimization of the actions in 

question are explored and discussed. Individuals are able 

to demonstrate understanding → Pointer + Braithwaite
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Karp 2013: 40

Three (six) forms of harm and possibilities for 

restoration / making good
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1.Active listening, hearing the narrative: what happened?

2.Key moments, thoughts and feelings: what were you 

thinking? what were you feeling?

3.Ripples of harm: who has been affected? How have they  

been affected? What has been the hardest part for each 

person?

4.Needs: What do you need to feel better?

5.Ways forward: What needs to happen to move things 

forward?
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Five steps of restorative dialogs

Dubrovnik, May 27th, 

2025


	Slide 1: A Critical View on  Victimological Theories
	Slide 2: Let’s try interactivity - but predominantly only with “students”
	Slide 3: Early („classical“) “theories”
	Slide 4: Consequence of “Big” Data Collection
	Slide 5: (No) solidarity with victims
	Slide 6: Feminist theories
	Slide 7: Concept or theory?
	Slide 8: Victim labelling, scapegoat theory and moral panic
	Slide 9: Subjectivity, fluidity and dynamics of the victim/survivor status
	Slide 10
	Slide 11: The fluidity of victimhood
	Slide 12
	Slide 13: A relatively recent perspective
	Slide 14: Assessment of theories
	Slide 15: Definition Restorative Justice (RJ)
	Slide 16: Restorative Justice
	Slide 17
	Slide 18
	Slide 19: Motto / guiding principle of RJ
	Slide 20
	Slide 21
	Slide 22
	Slide 23: Conclusion: Core necessities
	Slide 24: Thank you for your participation!  Let’s go to work now!
	Slide 25: Central priorities according to H. Zehr
	Slide 26: According to Karp (2013: 45) conflict settlement focuses on repairing the harm and building trust.
	Slide 27: Three (six) forms of harm and possibilities for restoration / making good
	Slide 28: Five steps of restorative dialogs

