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Abstract 

Purpose: To aim of the study was to analyze the 

regulatory responsiveness and policy adaptability in 

managing emerging digital evidence within criminal 

justice systems. 

Methodology: This study adopted a desk 

methodology. A desk study research design is 

commonly known as secondary data collection. This 

is basically collecting data from existing resources 

preferably because of its low cost advantage as 

compared to a field research. Our current study looked 

into already published studies and reports as the data 

was easily accessed through online journals and 

libraries. 

Findings: Regulatory responsiveness and policy 

adaptability significantly enhance the effective 

management of emerging digital evidence within 

criminal justice systems by improving evidentiary 

admissibility, case resolution efficiency, and judicial 

consistency. Jurisdictions with flexible and clear legal 

frameworks demonstrate faster adaptation to new 

technologies, reduced procedural disputes, and higher 

conviction reliability. Conversely, rigid or outdated 

regulations contribute to evidentiary exclusion, case 

delays, and inconsistent judicial outcomes. 

Unique Contribution to Theory, Practice and 

Policy: Adaptive governance theory, legal realism 

theory& institutional theory may be used to anchor 

future studies on the regulatory responsiveness and 

policy adaptability in managing emerging digital 

evidence within criminal justice systems. From a 

practical standpoint, criminal justice institutions 

should prioritize capacity building to enhance the 

handling of emerging digital evidence. At the policy 

level, governments are encouraged to adopt 

technology-neutral and forward-looking legal 

frameworks that can accommodate evolving forms of 

digital evidence. 
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INTRODUCTION 

Effectiveness of criminal justice outcomes refers to the ability of justice systems to resolve cases 

efficiently, admit reliable evidence, and ensure consistent judicial decisions. In the United States 

of America (USA), over 90% of federal criminal cases now involve some form of digital evidence, 

contributing to improved conviction accuracy but also increased procedural complexity. The 

United Kingdom (UK) reported a 41% increase in digitally supported prosecutions between 2018 

and 2022, accompanied by improved case resolution timelines due to clearer evidentiary standards. 

Japan’s criminal justice system has similarly integrated digital forensics, with cyber-enabled crime 

clearance rates rising from 63% in 2016 to 74% in 2021. These trends show that strong regulatory 

frameworks enhance admissibility and judicial consistency. Empirical evidence indicates that 

jurisdictions with standardized digital evidence rules experience fewer appeals based on 

evidentiary disputes (Casey, 2019). 

However, developed economies also face challenges such as evidence overload and procedural 

delays due to inadequate policy adaptability. In the USA, average digital forensic backlogs 

increased by 17% between 2019 and 2021, affecting case resolution efficiency. UK courts have 

reported inconsistencies in handling cloud-based evidence across jurisdictions, raising concerns 

about judicial uniformity. Despite advanced infrastructure, legal frameworks often lag behind 

technological innovation. This creates tension between due process rights and prosecutorial 

efficiency. Studies conclude that effectiveness improves when regulatory responsiveness aligns 

with technological evolution (Ross & Jang, 2020). 

In developing economies, effectiveness of criminal justice outcomes is constrained by limited 

forensic capacity and fragmented regulatory frameworks. Countries such as India and Indonesia 

report that less than 50% of criminal cases involving digital evidence meet admissibility thresholds 

due to procedural gaps. Case resolution efficiency remains low, with digital-related cases taking 

30–40% longer than traditional cases. Judicial inconsistency is common, particularly where judges 

lack specialized training in digital evidence interpretation. These challenges undermine public trust 

in criminal justice institutions. Research shows that weak regulatory responsiveness directly 

correlates with lower conviction reliability (Kshetri, 2021). 

Nonetheless, gradual improvements are evident where policy reforms have been introduced. 

India’s introduction of standardized cyber-evidence handling guidelines in 2020 improved 

admissibility rates by approximately 18%. Some developing countries have adopted hybrid legal-

technical taskforces to enhance judicial consistency. However, implementation remains uneven 

across jurisdictions. The absence of harmonized legal standards continues to affect outcomes 

negatively. Scholars argue that adaptive regulation is essential to close this effectiveness gap 

(Wall, 2018). 

In Sub-Saharan Africa, effectiveness of criminal justice outcomes involving digital evidence 

remains relatively low due to infrastructural and regulatory deficits. Less than 35% of cyber-

enabled crimes result in successful prosecution, largely due to evidentiary challenges. Case 

resolution delays are common, with digital cases taking up to twice as long as conventional cases 

in countries such as Kenya and Nigeria. Judicial inconsistency is also pronounced, as courts apply 

differing standards to similar digital evidence. These weaknesses undermine deterrence and 



International Journal of Law and Policy  

ISSN 2520-4637 (online)        

Vol.10, Issue 1, No.2. pp 65 – 74, 2025                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                       

                                                                                                                           www.iprjb.org  

66 
 

accountability. Empirical studies link these outcomes to limited regulatory clarity (Boateng & 

Akoto, 2020). 

However, progress is emerging through regional and national reforms. Kenya’s adoption of the 

Computer Misuse and Cybercrimes Act improved evidentiary admissibility in cybercrime cases 

by over 20% between 2019 and 2022. South Africa has strengthened judicial training on digital 

forensics, improving consistency in rulings. Despite these gains, regulatory responsiveness 

remains slow. Scholars emphasize the need for adaptive and context-specific legal frameworks. 

Without such reforms, effectiveness will remain constrained (Bada & Nurse, 2019). 

Regulatory responsiveness refers to how quickly, flexibly, and clearly legal systems respond to 

technological change in criminal justice. Four key dimensions are most relevant: speed of legal 

reform, clarity of evidentiary rules, institutional flexibility, and judicial capacity building. Speed 

of reform determines how rapidly laws accommodate new forms of digital evidence such as cloud 

data and encrypted communications. Clarity of rules ensures uniform admissibility standards 

across courts. Institutional flexibility allows agencies to update procedures without legislative 

delays. These elements directly influence the effectiveness of criminal justice outcomes by 

reducing ambiguity and delays (Brownsword, 2019). 

Judicial capacity building and inter-agency coordination further strengthen regulatory 

responsiveness. Judges and prosecutors equipped with digital literacy apply evidence more 

consistently, enhancing judicial uniformity. Flexible policies enable law enforcement to adapt 

investigative techniques while respecting due process. Conversely, rigid or outdated regulations 

increase exclusion of critical evidence. Empirical studies show that jurisdictions with adaptive 

regulatory mechanisms achieve higher conviction reliability and faster case resolution. Thus, 

regulatory responsiveness operates as a systemic enabler of effective criminal justice outcomes 

(Wall & Brown, 2020). 

Problem Statement 

Despite the rapid growth of digital technologies, criminal justice systems continue to struggle with 

effectively managing emerging forms of digital evidence. Many jurisdictions experience delays, 

inconsistent rulings, and high rates of evidentiary exclusion due to outdated or rigid legal 

frameworks. In developing and Sub-Saharan African contexts, weak regulatory responsiveness 

exacerbates inefficiencies and undermines judicial credibility. Even in developed economies, 

policy adaptability often lags behind technological innovation. These gaps raise concerns about 

fairness, efficiency, and accountability in criminal justice systems. Therefore, there is a critical 

need to examine how regulatory responsiveness influences the effectiveness of criminal justice 

outcomes in the digital era (Casey, 2019; Wall, 2018). 

Theoretical Review 

Adaptive Governance Theory 

Originally advanced by Dietz, Ostrom, and Stern, emphasizes flexibility, learning, and 

responsiveness in regulatory systems operating under conditions of complexity and uncertainty. 

The theory argues that governance systems must continuously adapt to technological, social, and 

institutional change to remain effective. In the context of criminal justice systems, emerging digital 
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evidence such as cloud data, encrypted communications, and artificial intelligence-generated 

content creates regulatory uncertainty that traditional legal frameworks struggle to address. 

Adaptive governance explains how timely legal reforms, flexible evidentiary rules, and responsive 

policy mechanisms enhance case resolution efficiency and evidentiary admissibility. Recent 

studies show that justice systems applying adaptive governance principles demonstrate improved 

judicial consistency and reduced procedural delays when handling digital evidence (Chaffin, 

Gosnell, & Cosens, 2020). 

Legal Realism Theory 

Associated with scholars such as Jerome Frank and Karl Llewellyn, focuses on how law is applied 

in practice rather than how it is written in statutes. The theory posits that judicial decisions are 

influenced by social context, institutional constraints, and the practical understanding of judges. 

In digital evidence management, legal realism explains inconsistencies in judicial rulings arising 

from unclear or outdated regulations. Where regulatory responsiveness is weak, judges rely on 

discretion, resulting in varied admissibility standards and uneven case outcomes. Conversely, clear 

and adaptable legal frameworks reduce discretionary ambiguity and promote judicial uniformity. 

Contemporary legal scholarship confirms that responsive regulatory environments enhance 

predictability and fairness in technologically complex criminal cases (Leiter, 2020). 

Institutional Theory 

Developed by Meyer and Rowan and later expanded by Scott, emphasizes the role of formal rules, 

norms, and organizational structures in shaping institutional behavior. Applied to criminal justice 

systems, the theory explains how responsive regulatory institutions legitimize digital evidence 

practices through standardized procedures, professional norms, and capacity-building 

mechanisms. Regulatory responsiveness strengthens institutional alignment between law 

enforcement agencies, forensic units, and courts, thereby improving evidentiary handling and case 

outcomes. Empirical research indicates that institutions with adaptive regulatory structures achieve 

higher prosecution success rates and greater public confidence in justice delivery (Scott, 2019; 

Margetts & Dunleavy, 2020). 

Empirical Review 

Casey (2019) conducted an empirical study to examine how regulatory frameworks influence the 

admissibility and reliability of digital evidence in criminal courts. The purpose of the study was to 

assess whether responsive legal standards improve criminal justice outcomes in technologically 

complex cases. The study adopted a qualitative comparative research design across courts in the 

United States and the United Kingdom. Data were collected through court records, judicial 

opinions, and interviews with digital forensic experts. The findings revealed that jurisdictions with 

clearly defined and regularly updated digital evidence regulations recorded higher admissibility 

rates. Courts operating under outdated frameworks experienced frequent exclusion of digital 

evidence. The study further found that regulatory ambiguity increased appeal rates based on 

procedural errors. Judicial consistency improved significantly where evidentiary rules were 

standardized. Case resolution efficiency was higher in courts with adaptive regulatory guidelines. 

The study also established that judges were more confident in relying on digital evidence when 

regulatory clarity existed. The research highlighted regulatory responsiveness as a critical 
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determinant of effective justice delivery. The study recommended continuous legislative review 

to match technological advancements. It also emphasized the need for judicial training in digital 

forensics. Policymakers were advised to adopt technology-neutral evidentiary rules.  

Ross and Jang (2020) examined the relationship between regulatory adaptability and criminal court 

efficiency in handling digital evidence. The primary purpose of the study was to quantify how 

responsive legal policies affect case resolution timelines. A quantitative research design was 

employed using panel data from federal courts in the United States. Regression analysis was 

applied to assess the effect of regulatory changes on case processing speed. The findings showed 

that courts operating under revised digital evidence rules resolved cases faster. Case backlogs were 

significantly lower in jurisdictions with adaptive evidentiary standards. The study found a strong 

positive relationship between regulatory clarity and judicial consistency. Courts with flexible 

policies experienced fewer procedural adjournments. Digital evidence admissibility increased 

following regulatory updates. The study also revealed reduced forensic backlog delays. However, 

courts with rigid policies experienced persistent inefficiencies. The authors noted that regulatory 

delays negatively affected justice outcomes. The study recommended continuous policy audits to 

enhance adaptability. It further emphasized harmonization of evidentiary standards across 

jurisdictions.  

Wall (2018) assessed how legal responsiveness influences the use of digital evidence in criminal 

investigations. A mixed-methods approach was adopted, combining policy analysis and expert 

interviews. Data were drawn from law enforcement agencies and judicial institutions across 

multiple European states. The findings indicated that countries with adaptive cybercrime laws had 

higher prosecution success rates. Regulatory rigidity was associated with evidentiary exclusion 

and judicial inconsistency. The study observed that slow legislative processes undermined law 

enforcement effectiveness. Judicial confidence in digital evidence improved where regulatory 

clarity existed. The research highlighted inconsistencies in cross-border digital evidence handling. 

These inconsistencies negatively affected case resolution efficiency. The study further found that 

adaptable legal frameworks reduced inter-agency conflict. Policy adaptability enhanced 

cooperation between prosecutors and forensic units. The study recommended harmonized digital 

evidence regulations across jurisdictions. It emphasized proactive legal reform rather than reactive 

legislation.  

Boateng and Akoto (2020) examined digital evidence regulation and prosecution outcomes in 

developing economies. The study sought to determine how regulatory delays affect criminal justice 

effectiveness. A mixed-methods research design was applied, focusing on Ghana’s criminal justice 

system. Quantitative data were obtained from court case records involving cybercrime. Qualitative 

data were collected through interviews with prosecutors and judges. The findings showed low 

admissibility rates for digital evidence due to unclear legal standards. Case resolution efficiency 

was significantly compromised by regulatory gaps. Judicial inconsistency was prevalent across 

similar cases. The study found that judges exercised excessive discretion due to lack of guidance. 

Regulatory delays contributed to case dismissals and prolonged trials. The study observed limited 

institutional coordination. The authors linked weak regulatory responsiveness to poor justice 

outcomes. They recommended expedited legislative reforms on digital evidence. Judicial capacity 
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building was also emphasized. The study suggested institutional collaboration in policy 

development.  

Bada and Nurse (2019) explored how regulatory frameworks affect digital evidence handling. A 

qualitative case study design was used across Nigeria, Kenya, and South Africa. Data were 

collected through interviews with law enforcement officials and legal practitioners. The findings 

revealed limited regulatory clarity on digital evidence admissibility. Courts frequently rejected 

digital evidence due to procedural uncertainty. Case resolution delays were common across 

jurisdictions. Judicial inconsistency was linked to lack of regulatory guidance. The study also 

found inadequate forensic infrastructure. Regulatory rigidity limited innovation in investigative 

practices. Weak inter-agency coordination further undermined justice outcomes. The authors noted 

low public confidence in cybercrime prosecutions. The study recommended adaptive regulatory 

reforms tailored to local contexts. It emphasized judicial training and institutional flexibility. 

Policy harmonization across Sub-Saharan Africa was encouraged.  

Kshetri (2021) examined cybercrime governance and regulatory responsiveness in developing 

economies. The purpose of the study was to assess how legal adaptability affects prosecution 

outcomes. The study employed a secondary data analysis design across multiple developing 

countries. Data sources included court statistics, policy documents, and international crime reports. 

The findings indicated a strong association between regulatory responsiveness and conviction 

reliability. Countries with flexible legal frameworks demonstrated improved admissibility rates. 

Judicial consistency was higher where regulations were clearly defined. The study found that rigid 

regulations increased procedural disputes. Case resolution efficiency improved following legal 

reforms. The research also highlighted capacity constraints as moderating factors. Weak 

institutional support reduced regulatory effectiveness. The study emphasized technology-neutral 

legal drafting. It recommended continuous legal review mechanisms. Policymakers were urged to 

integrate technical expertise into lawmaking.  

Brownsword (2019) evaluated the adequacy of regulatory responses to emerging digital evidence. 

A qualitative research design was employed using case law analysis and policy review. Data were 

drawn from criminal justice reforms in advanced economies. The findings revealed that slow 

regulatory responses undermine justice effectiveness. Legal uncertainty contributed to inconsistent 

judicial decisions. The study found that adaptive regulation enhances evidentiary reliability. 

Judicial efficiency improved with clear legal guidance. The research highlighted the tension 

between innovation and due process. Regulatory inflexibility increased exclusion of probative 

evidence. The study emphasized the importance of anticipatory governance. Legal systems 

adopting adaptive approaches performed better. The author recommended flexible and principle-

based regulation. Policymakers were advised to avoid overly prescriptive laws. Judicial 

engagement in policy development was encouraged.  

METHODOLOGY 

This study adopted a desk methodology. A desk study research design is commonly known as 

secondary data collection. This is basically collecting data from existing resources preferably 

because of its low-cost advantage as compared to field research. Our current study looked into 

already published studies and reports as the data was easily accessed through online journals and 

libraries. 
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FINDINGS 

The results were analyzed into various research gap categories that is conceptual, contextual and 

methodological gaps 

Existing literature on regulatory responsiveness and digital evidence management reveals several 

critical gaps that justify the present study. Conceptually, most studies examine digital evidence 

admissibility or cybercrime prosecution in isolation without integrating regulatory responsiveness 

as a multidimensional construct encompassing speed of reform, policy flexibility, and legal clarity 

(Casey, 2019; Brownsword, 2019). Many empirical works focus narrowly on legal compliance or 

technological capacity, overlooking how adaptive regulatory mechanisms systematically influence 

case resolution efficiency and judicial consistency. This fragmented approach limits theoretical 

advancement by failing to establish causal pathways between regulatory responsiveness and 

overall criminal justice effectiveness. Furthermore, few studies operationalize regulatory 

responsiveness in a way that allows empirical testing across different justice systems. As a result, 

there remains insufficient conceptual clarity on how responsive regulation translates into 

measurable criminal justice outcomes (Ross & Jang, 2020). 

Contextually, existing research is heavily skewed toward advanced economies with mature legal 

infrastructures, such as the United States and the United Kingdom, where digital forensic capacity 

and institutional support are relatively strong (Wall, 2018). While these studies provide valuable 

insights, their findings may not be directly transferable to developing legal systems characterized 

by institutional constraints, limited resources, and slower legislative processes. Studies conducted 

in developing economies often focus on operational challenges rather than regulatory dynamics, 

thereby underexploring how policy adaptability could mitigate systemic weaknesses (Kshetri, 

2021). Additionally, few comparative studies examine how different institutional contexts 

moderate the relationship between regulatory responsiveness and criminal justice outcomes. This 

creates a contextual gap in understanding how adaptive regulation functions under varying socio-

legal conditions (Boateng & Akoto, 2020). 

Geographically, there is a pronounced scarcity of empirical research focusing on Sub-Saharan 

Africa, despite the region’s rapid growth in digital crime and increasing reliance on electronic 

evidence. Existing African studies tend to emphasize cybersecurity awareness and capacity 

building rather than the responsiveness of legal frameworks governing digital evidence (Bada & 

Nurse, 2019). Moreover, limited cross-country or comparative analyses exist to assess how 

regulatory responsiveness differs across African jurisdictions and its implications for justice 

effectiveness. The absence of region-specific empirical evidence restricts policy formulation 

tailored to local realities. Consequently, there is a need for systematic investigation into how 

regulatory responsiveness influences criminal justice outcomes in Sub-Saharan Africa. Addressing 

these gaps will contribute to theory development, contextual understanding, and evidence-based 

policy reform (Boateng & Akoto, 2020; Kshetri, 2021). 

CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

Conclusions 

This study concludes that regulatory responsiveness and policy adaptability are central to the 

effective management of emerging digital evidence within criminal justice systems. The growing 



International Journal of Law and Policy  

ISSN 2520-4637 (online)        

Vol.10, Issue 1, No.2. pp 65 – 74, 2025                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                       

                                                                                                                           www.iprjb.org  

71 
 

reliance on digital evidence in criminal investigations has exposed significant weaknesses in 

traditional legal frameworks that are slow, rigid, and often unclear. Evidence from developed, 

developing, and Sub-Saharan African contexts demonstrates that criminal justice systems with 

responsive regulatory mechanisms achieve greater case resolution efficiency, higher evidentiary 

admissibility, and improved judicial consistency. Conversely, jurisdictions characterized by 

outdated or inflexible regulations experience procedural delays, inconsistent rulings, and increased 

evidentiary exclusion, which undermine justice delivery and public confidence. The study further 

establishes that regulatory responsiveness is not a single policy action but a continuous process 

involving timely legal reform, institutional flexibility, and sustained judicial capacity building. 

Ultimately, the effectiveness of criminal justice outcomes in the digital era depends on the ability 

of legal and policy frameworks to evolve in tandem with technological innovation while 

safeguarding due process and the rule of law. 

Recommendations 

Theoretical Contribution 

This study recommends the advancement of theory by formally integrating regulatory 

responsiveness into criminal justice and governance scholarship as a core explanatory construct. 

Existing theories such as adaptive governance and institutional theory should be expanded to 

explicitly account for the speed, flexibility, and clarity of legal responses to technological change. 

Future theoretical models should conceptualize regulatory responsiveness as a dynamic process 

rather than a static legal condition, enabling more accurate prediction of criminal justice outcomes 

in digital contexts. Incorporating this construct will enhance theoretical precision in explaining 

variations in case resolution efficiency, evidentiary admissibility, and judicial consistency across 

jurisdictions. Such theoretical refinement will contribute to a more robust analytical framework 

for understanding law–technology interactions in criminal justice systems 

Practical Contribution 

From a practical standpoint, criminal justice institutions should prioritize capacity building to 

enhance the handling of emerging digital evidence. Continuous training programs for judges, 

prosecutors, and investigators should be institutionalized to improve digital literacy and 

evidentiary competence. Courts and law enforcement agencies should adopt flexible operational 

guidelines that allow timely adaptation to new digital technologies without compromising 

procedural fairness. Strengthening inter-agency collaboration among forensic units, prosecutors, 

and policymakers will further promote consistency in evidence handling. These practical measures 

will directly improve case resolution efficiency, reduce evidentiary disputes, and enhance judicial 

confidence in digital evidence. 

Policy Contribution 

At the policy level, governments are encouraged to adopt technology-neutral and forward-looking 

legal frameworks that can accommodate evolving forms of digital evidence. Legislative processes 

should be streamlined to reduce delays in updating evidentiary laws and regulations. Policymakers 

should establish continuous review mechanisms that enable rapid policy adjustments in response 

to technological innovation. Regional and international harmonization of digital evidence 

standards should also be pursued to address cross-border crime effectively. These policy reforms 
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will strengthen criminal justice effectiveness, promote judicial consistency, and enhance public 

trust in the administration of justice in the digital era. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



International Journal of Law and Policy  

ISSN 2520-4637 (online)        

Vol.10, Issue 1, No.2. pp 65 – 74, 2025                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                       

                                                                                                                           www.iprjb.org  

73 
 

REFERENCES 

Bada, A., & Nurse, J. R. C. (2019). Developing cybersecurity education and awareness 

programmes for small- and medium-sized enterprises. Information & Computer Security, 

27(3), 393–410. https://doi.org/10.1108/ICS-07-2018-0080 

Bada, A., & Nurse, J. R. C. (2019). Developing cybersecurity education and awareness 

programmes for small- and medium-sized enterprises. Information & Computer Security, 

27(3), 393–410. 

Boateng, R., & Akoto, G. O. (2020). Digital evidence and cybercrime prosecution in developing 

countries. Journal of Criminal Justice, 68, 101684. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcrimjus.2020.101684 

Boateng, R., & Akoto, G. O. (2020). Digital evidence and cybercrime prosecution in developing 

countries. Journal of Criminal Justice, 68, 101684. 

Brownsword, R. (2019). Law, technology and society: Re-imagining the regulatory environment. 

Law, Innovation and Technology, 11(1), 1–24. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/17579961.2019.1570277 

Brownsword, R. (2019). Law, technology and society: Re-imagining the regulatory environment. 

Law, Innovation and Technology, 11(1), 1–24. 

Casey, E. (2019). Foundations of digital evidence. Digital Investigation, 29, 1–4. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.diin.2019.03.001 

Casey, E. (2019). Foundations of digital evidence. Digital Investigation, 29, 1–4. 

Kshetri, N. (2021). Cybercrime and cybersecurity issues in developing economies. Journal of 

International Management, 27(1), 100785. 

Kshetri, N. (2021). Cybercrime and cybersecurity issues in developing economies. Journal of 

International Management, 27(1), 100785. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.intman.2020.100785 

Ross, J. I., & Jang, S. J. (2020). Digital evidence and criminal court efficiency. Justice Quarterly, 

37(6), 1032–1054. https://doi.org/10.1080/07418825.2019.1675745 

Ross, J. I., & Jang, S. J. (2020). Digital evidence and criminal court efficiency. Justice Quarterly, 

37(6), 1032–1054. 

Wall, D. S. (2018). Policing cybercrime: Situating the public police in networks of security. 

Theoretical Criminology, 22(2), 206–225. https://doi.org/10.1177/1362480616661537 

Wall, D. S. (2018). Policing cybercrime: Situating the public police in networks of security. 

Theoretical Criminology, 22(2), 206–225. 


