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Abstract

This study investigates the impact of poverty, unemployment, and inequality on crime rates, with a focus on South Africa’s marginalised
communities. The purpose of the research is to analyse how structural socioeconomic disadvantages contribute to the prevalence of crime
and to explore possible developmental responses that address the root causes rather than merely the symptoms. The problem statement
highlights that despite numerous policing and crime prevention efforts, South Africa continues to experience high levels of violent and
property crime, particularly in poor, underdeveloped communities. These trends are underpinned by persistent inequality, youth
unemployment, and spatial segregation that limit access to opportunity and perpetuate cycles of criminality. The main findings reveal that
poverty and unemployment are directly associated with higher crime rates in marginalised areas, while inequality fuels social tension,
frustration, and perceptions of injustice. Moreover, youth are disproportionately affected, with lack of access to education and employment
increasing their vulnerability to gang activity and criminal networks. The main contribution of this study is its emphasis on a developmental
and systemic view of crime causation. Rather than relying solely on punitive measures, the research calls for multi-sectoral interventions that
prioritise education, job creation, social inclusion, and community-based policing. It also highlights the need for policy reforms grounded in
evidence, community voices, and long-term socioeconomic transformation. In conclusion, addressing crime in South Africa’s most
vulnerable communities requires a fundamental shift from reactive to proactive, equity-driven governance. Only by tackling the underlying
socioeconomic factors can sustainable safety and social cohesion be achieved.

Keywords: Poverty, Unemployment, Inequality, Crime Rates, Marginalised Communities, Youth Unemployment, Socioeconomic
Development, Structural Violence, Crime Prevention, Social Exclusion, Urban Inequality, Community Policing.

1. INTRODUCTION/BACKGROUND

South Africa continues to grapple with persistently high levels of
crime, particularly in communities burdened by poverty,
unemployment, and inequality. Despite various interventions, these
socioeconomic challenges remain deeply entrenched, contributing
significantly to the country's elevated crime rates. Recent statistics

These findings underscore the necessity of addressing the root
socioeconomic causes of crime. By focusing on poverty alleviation,
employment opportunities, and reducing inequality, it is possible to
create safer and more equitable communities. This research aims to
delve deeper into these relationships, providing insights that can
inform effective policy interventions.

indicate that the unemployment rate stood at 31.9% in the fourth 2 Backg round and Rationale
quarter of 2024, underscoring the ongoing difficulties many South '
Africans face in securing employment (statssa.gov.za). South Africa continues to grapple with persistently high levels of

crime, particularly in communities burdened by poverty,
unemployment, and inequality. Despite various interventions, these
socioeconomic challenges remain deeply entrenched, contributing
significantly to the country's elevated crime rates. Recent statistics
indicate that the unemployment rate stood at 31.9% in the fourth
quarter of 2024, underscoring the ongoing difficulties many South
Africans face in securing employment (statssa.gov.za).

The relationship between socioeconomic disparities and crime has
been extensively studied. A 2024 study by Modise highlights that
socioeconomic inequality, encompassing factors such as poverty
and unemployment, is a significant driver of violent crime in South
Africa . Similarly, research by Buttner (2025) emphasizes the link
between various dimensions of inequality including income,
education, and health and both violent and property crimes at the
local level (ijisrt.comnadel.ethz.ch). The relationship between socioeconomic disparities and crime has
been extensively studied. A 2024 study by Modise highlights that
socioeconomic inequality, encompassing factors such as poverty
and unemployment, is a significant driver of violent crime in South
Africa . Similarly, research by Buttner (2025) emphasizes the link
between various dimensions of inequality—including income,

Moreover, the spatial distribution of crime correlates with areas
experiencing high levels of deprivation. A study utilizing a novel
panel dataset of police precincts found that local inequality
significantly influences crime rates, even after controlling for other
socioeconomic and demographic factors (link.springer.com).
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education, and health and both violent and property crimes at the
local level .

Moreover, the spatial distribution of crime correlates with areas
experiencing high levels of deprivation. A study utilizing a novel
panel dataset of police precincts found that local inequality
significantly influences crime rates, even after controlling for other
socioeconomic and demographic factors.

These findings underscore the necessity of addressing the root
socioeconomic causes of crime. By focusing on poverty alleviation,
employment opportunities, and reducing inequality, it is possible to
create safer and more equitable communities. This research aims to
delve deeper into these relationships, providing insights that can
inform effective policy interventions (ijisrt.com).

3. AIM OF THE STUDY

The primary aim of this study is to investigate the extent to which
poverty, unemployment, and inequality influence crime rates in
marginalised communities in South Africa. Specifically, the study
seeks to analyse how these socioeconomic factors contribute to
both violent and property crimes, and to explore the spatial and
demographic dimensions of these relationships.

Recent studies have highlighted that South Africa's high levels of
inequality and unemployment are critical contributors to its
persistent crime problems. According to Witte and Burger (2024),
localized economic disparities significantly impact crime levels,
particularly in precincts characterised by low-income and poor
public service delivery. Similarly, research by Bittner (2025)
suggests that interventions targeting income inequality, access to
education, and basic services may have a measurable effect on
crime reduction at the community level.

By focusing on these socioeconomic drivers, this study aims to
provide policymakers, researchers, and law enforcement agencies
with evidence-based recommendations to address crime through
developmental and inclusive strategies rather than solely through
punitive measures. The study will contribute to the growing body
of literature that argues for integrated crime prevention strategies
rooted in social justice and economic reform.

4, PROBLEM STATEMENT

South Africa remains one of the most unequal societies globally,
with poverty and unemployment entrenched particularly in
marginalised  communities.  Despite  numerous  national
development plans and crime prevention strategies, the country
continues to experience high crime rates that are disproportionately
concentrated in areas facing socioeconomic deprivation. According
to Statistics South Africa (2024), the national unemployment rate
was 31.9% in the last quarter of 2024, with youth unemployment
reaching over 60% in some regions. These structural challenges
exacerbate community vulnerabilities and create environments
conducive to criminal activity.

Research by Modise (2024) identifies a strong correlation between
poverty and violent crime, noting that communities with limited
access to economic opportunities, education, and services are more
susceptible to crime both as victims and perpetrators. Furthermore,
Buttner (2025) and Witte & Burger (2024) found that spatial
inequality where resources and services are unevenly distributed —
is a major predictor of both property and violent crime in South
Africa’s urban and rural areas.

Despite this mounting evidence, crime prevention policies often
focus predominantly on policing and reactive strategies rather than
addressing the root socioeconomic causes. There is therefore a
critical need for research that explores the structural underpinnings
of crime, particularly how poverty, unemployment, and inequality
interact to influence criminal behaviour in marginalised
communities. Understanding this intersection is vital for informing
more holistic and sustainable crime reduction strategies in South
Africa.

5. OBJECTIVES AND
QUESTIONS
This study is guided by the following key objectives, each of which

is paired with a corresponding research question to provide a
focused and systematic inquiry:

RESEARCH

RESEARCH OBJECTIVES

v To analyse the relationship between poverty and
crime in marginalised communities.

v" To examine the role of unemployment in contributing
to criminal behaviour, particularly among youth.

v" To explore the extent to which income and spatial
inequality drive violent and property crimes.

v' To identify evidence-based strategies that address the
root socioeconomic causes of crime.

Research Question

v" How does poverty influence crime rates in
socioeconomically disadvantaged communities?

v" In what ways does unemployment contribute to youth
involvement in crime?

v" To what extent does socioeconomic inequality affect
the incidence of violent and property crimes?

v What interventions can reduce crime by targeting
poverty, unemployment, and inequality?

These objectives and questions will guide the design, data
collection, and analysis of the study, ensuring that the findings are
relevant to both academic discourse and practical policymaking.
By answering these questions, the study aims to provide actionable
insights that can support more holistic and sustainable crime
prevention approaches in South Africa.

6. SIGNIFICANCE OF THE STUDY

This study holds significant value for both academic inquiry and
practical policymaking, particularly in the context of South
Africa’s ongoing struggle with high crime rates and widespread
socioeconomic inequality.

First, the study contributes to the growing body of literature that
explores the socioeconomic drivers of crime, offering a nuanced
understanding of how poverty, unemployment, and inequality
function as root causes. Recent studies such as Bdttner (2025) and
Witte & Burger (2024) emphasise the need for data-driven,
context-specific research that addresses the spatial and structural
aspects of crime. This study responds to that call by focusing on
marginalised communities where these issues are most pronounced.

Second, the research provides practical insights for government
departments, law enforcement agencies, and social development
practitioners. While South Africa’s crime prevention policies have
historically prioritised law enforcement, this study underscores the
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importance of integrating social and economic reforms into crime
prevention strategies. By identifying specific socioeconomic
factors linked to criminal behaviour, the study aims to inform
holistic interventions that target root causes rather than symptoms.

Third, this research supports broader national objectives, including
those outlined in the National Development Plan 2030, which calls
for safer communities through inclusive economic growth and
social cohesion. It also aligns with the Integrated Crime and
Violence Prevention Strategy (ICVPS), which advocates for early
intervention and developmental approaches to crime prevention.

Ultimately, the study's findings can guide evidence-based
policymaking and contribute to building safer, more equitable
communities, particularly for those most affected by systemic
poverty and marginalisation.

7. GAPS IN THE STUDY

Despite extensive research on crime and violence in South Africa,
several critical gaps persist in the current body of knowledge
regarding the socioeconomic determinants of crime especially in
the country’s marginalised communities:

Limited Focus on Localised Contexts

Many existing studies take a national or provincial approach, often
overlooking the unique socioeconomic dynamics at the community
or precinct level. As a result, the specific ways in which poverty,
unemployment, and inequality influence crime in marginalised
areas remain underexplored. This study addresses this gap by
focusing on community-specific data and case studies.

Inadequate Integration of Socioeconomic Variables in Crime
Prevention Policies

Policy frameworks and academic analyses often focus more on
reactive policing strategies rather than structural contributors to
crime. There is a need for empirical evidence that can inform
developmental crime prevention policies. This study fills that gap
by analysing how structural conditions—such as spatial inequality
and youth unemployment serve as predictors of criminal activity.

Lack of Recent, Post-COVID-19 Analysis

The socioeconomic impact of the COVID-19 pandemic has further
exacerbated inequality and unemployment in South Africa.
However, few studies have comprehensively assessed how these
post-pandemic socioeconomic shifts have influenced crime trends.
This research incorporates recent data (2024-2025) to offer an
updated analysis of these evolving dynamics.

Underrepresentation  of  Voices from  Marginalised
Communities

Much of the existing literature relies on secondary data or macro-
level statistics, with minimal input from those living in high-crime,
impoverished areas. This study aims to include qualitative
perspectives from affected communities, thereby adding depth and
context to statistical findings.

By addressing these gaps, the study will contribute to a more
complete understanding of the complex relationship between
socioeconomic conditions and crime, offering targeted insights that
can support both academic

8. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

This study is grounded in three interrelated criminological theories
that explain the influence of socioeconomic factors—particularly
poverty, unemployment, and inequality on criminal behaviour:
Strain Theory, Social Disorganization Theory, and Relative
Deprivation Theory. These frameworks provide a comprehensive
lens through which to understand the structural roots of crime in
South Africa’s marginalised communities.

8.1 Strain Theory (Robert Merton)

Strain Theory posits that individuals experience strain or pressure
when they are unable to achieve socially accepted goals (such as
financial success) through legitimate means. This strain may push
individuals especially those in impoverished or marginalised
settings toward criminal behaviour as an alternative route to
success. In South Africa, where structural inequality severely limits
economic opportunities, particularly for youth, this theory is highly
applicable.

Recent research by Modise (2024) confirms that economic
exclusion and social frustration are significant predictors of crime
in poor urban communities. This reinforces Merton’s premise that
systemic barriers to success increase the likelihood of deviance and
law-breaking.

8.2 Social Disorganization Theory (Shaw & McKay)

Social Disorganization Theory explains how weakened social
institutions (e.g., schools, families, and law enforcement) and lack
of community cohesion contribute to high crime rates in deprived
neighbourhoods. In South Africa, spatial inequality and poor
service delivery have contributed to fragmented communities,
eroding collective efficacy and enabling criminal activity.

A 2025 study by Buttner found that crime rates in South Africa are
significantly higher in areas with low community infrastructure,
poor housing, and limited access to services. These findings
support the argument that crime thrives where social institutions
are unable to function effectively.

8.3 Relative Deprivation Theory

Relative Deprivation Theory suggests that crime can result not only
from absolute poverty but also from perceived inequalities and
unfairness. Individuals who see themselves as economically
disadvantaged compared to others despite basic survival may
experience resentment that fosters criminal behaviour.

According to Witte & Burger (2024), spatial inequality and
economic exclusion are key factors driving crime in South Africa.
Even within urban centres, visible disparities in wealth, housing,
and employment opportunities generate social tension, aligning
with the predictions of relative deprivation theory.

Integration and Application

Together, these theories offer a robust framework for
understanding the root causes of crime in South Africa’s
marginalised communities. They allow this study to go beyond
individual motivations and focus on systemic conditions—such as
poverty, unemployment, and inequality—that perpetuate crime. By
applying these theories, the research will better interpret patterns in
the data and propose holistic, development-oriented interventions.

Copyright ©2025. UAR Publisher All rights reserved

Page | 18




9. LITERATURE REVIEW

9.1 Socioeconomic Inequality and Crime

Recent studies underscore the profound impact of socioeconomic
disparities on crime rates in South Africa. Bittner (2025) utilized a
novel panel dataset of police precincts, revealing that local
inequality encompassing income, education, and health disparities
significantly correlates with both violent and property crimes. The
study emphasizes that areas with higher inequality levels
experience increased crime rates, even after controlling for other
socioeconomic and demographic factors.

Similarly, Modise (2024) highlights that socioeconomic inequality,
particularly income disparities, serves as a significant driver of
violent crime in South Africa. The research indicates that
communities with limited access to economic opportunities and
services are more susceptible to crime.

9.2 Poverty and Crime

Poverty remains a critical factor influencing crime rates. A report
by Mike Bolhuis (2024) notes that South Africa's high levels of
poverty, especially in townships and informal settlements, are the
root cause of many residents turning to crime. The report states that
approximately 63% of the population lives below the upper-
middle-income poverty line, highlighting the severity of the issue
(statssa.gov.za+2mikebolhuis.co.za+2mail.ijsra.net+2).

Furthermore, a systematic review by Mbonambi and Olutola
(2024) examines the direct link between poverty and crime in
South Africa. The study acknowledges that while poverty is often
cited as a contributing factor to crime, there is a need for more
empirical data to substantiate this claim fully.

9.3 Unemployment and Crime

Unemployment, particularly among youth, is another significant
contributor to crime. Statistics South Africa (2024) reports an
unemployment rate of 31.9% in the fourth quarter of 2024,
reflecting the ongoing difficulties many South Africans face in
securing employment.

Research by Witte and Burger (2024) indicates that localized
economic disparities, including high unemployment rates,
significantly impact crime levels, especially in precincts
characterized by low income and poor public service delivery.

94 Integrated Perspectives

The interplay between poverty, unemployment, and inequality
creates a complex environment conducive to crime. A study by
Twalo (2024)

10. THEMES OF THE STUDY

This study explores three core themes to understand the impact of
socioeconomic factors on crime, particularly in South Africa's
marginalised communities:

10.1 Poverty as a Driver of Crime

Poverty remains a persistent and structural issue that limits access
to education, employment, and basic services—factors that can
increase vulnerability to criminal behaviour. According to Modise
(2024), impoverished communities experience higher levels of both
property and violent crimes due to constrained legitimate economic
opportunities. Bolhuis (2024) further asserts that poverty in

townships and informal settlements is a direct contributor to
survivalist crime, such as theft and burglary.

10.2 Unemployment and Youth Criminality

Unemployment, especially among young people, is closely linked
to rising crime rates. Statistics South Africa (2024) reported a
national unemployment rate of 31.9%, with youth unemployment
surpassing 60% in some provinces. This joblessness creates social
frustration, feelings of exclusion, and ultimately, a resort to
criminal means for economic survival. Witte and Burger (2024)
show that areas with concentrated youth unemployment tend to
experience spikes in violent and gang-related crimes.

10.3 Inequality and Spatial Disparities

Inequality not only in income, but also in access to public services,
infrastructure, and housing is a strong predictor of crime. Buttner
(2025) highlights that spatial inequality significantly affects crime
patterns, with wealthier neighbourhoods often bordering
impoverished high-crime areas. This disparity fosters resentment
and social tension, conditions that Relative Deprivation Theory
links to deviant behaviour. The visibility of inequality fuels
perceived injustice, which can escalate into criminal acts.

These themes intersect to form the foundation of the study’s
theoretical and empirical inquiry. Together, they support a
comprehensive analysis of how structural conditions, rather than
individual moral failings, underlie much of South Africa’s crime
problem—particularly in marginalised communities.

11. KEY FINDINGS

Based on the reviewed literature and theoretical framework, the
following key findings are anticipated from this study:

111 Poverty Strongly Correlates with Crime in
Marginalised Communities

It is expected that communities with high poverty levels will show
increased rates of crime, especially crimes of survival such as theft,
burglary, and robbery. Poverty often limits access to education,
housing, and healthcare, thereby increasing vulnerability to
criminal engagement (Modise, 2024; Bolhuis, 2024).

11.2 Unemployment,  Particularly ~ Among  Youth,
Contributesto ~ Criminal Behaviour

The study is likely to find that youth unemployment is a significant
driver of both property and violent crimes. With limited prospects
for legal income, young people may turn to crime as a means of
subsistence or social mobility (Statistics South Africa, 2024; Witte
& Burger, 2024).

11.3 Spatial and Economic Inequality Amplifies Crime
Patterns

Findings are expected to highlight that spatial inequality—
manifested in service delivery backlogs, poor housing, and
infrastructure  gaps—creates  “hotspots” for crime. These
inequalities breed resentment and foster conditions for violence and
gang activity, as indicated by Bittner (2025).

114 Weak Social Institutions and Lack of Community
Cohesion Increase Crime Risk

In areas with under-resourced schools, weak law enforcement, and
fragmented families, social disorganization is likely to correlate
with increased crime. This aligns with Social Disorganization
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Theory and supports recent findings that strong community ties
reduce crime (Twalo, 2024).

115 Current Crime Prevention Policies Underemphasize
Socioeconomic Causes

The study anticipates finding a misalignment between current
criminal justice policies and the root causes of crime. Most existing
strategies focus on enforcement rather than economic and social
development interventions that address poverty, unemployment,
and inequality (Mbonambi & Olutola, 2024).

12. KEY TAKEAWAYS

v" Crime Is Deeply Rooted in Socioeconomic Conditions
The study underscores that poverty, unemployment, and
inequality are structural drivers of crime—not merely
individual choices. Addressing these issues is essential to
reducing crime sustainably.

v' Marginalised Communities Bear the Brunt of Crime
Poor and underserved communities experience
disproportionately high crime rates due to limited access
to jobs, education, and essential services. These
conditions create fertile ground for criminal activity.

v" Youth Unemployment Is a Critical Risk Factor
High youth unemployment fuels social frustration,
economic desperation, and vulnerability to gang
recruitment and violent crime. It’s a central challenge
requiring targeted intervention.

v" Inequality Fuels Resentment and Social Tension
The stark contrast between rich and poor communities—
often within close proximity—contributes to feelings of
exclusion and injustice, which increase the risk of
criminal behaviour.

v" Development-Focused Interventions Are Needed
Traditional law enforcement alone cannot address the
root causes of crime. Holistic, development-oriented
approaches—such as improved education, job creation,
and service delivery—are crucial.

v' Community Involvement Enhances Crime Prevention
Localised, community-driven responses to crime are
more effective when residents are empowered to co-
create safety solutions and trust in institutions is rebuilt.

v" Research Must Continue to Evolve with Societal
Changes
Continuous investigation into the changing nature of
crime and its causes—especially in relation to digital
inequality, mental health, and urbanisation—is vital for
evidence-based policymaking.

v Structural Conditions Drive Crime
Crime in South Africa’s marginalised communities is not
merely the result of individual deviance but is deeply
rooted in structural issues such as poverty,
unemployment, and systemic inequality.

v" Youth Are Disproportionately Affected
High youth unemployment rates significantly increase
the likelihood of criminal involvement, especially in
environments with few opportunities for education,
employment, or personal advancement.

v/ Spatial Inequality Fuels Resentment and Violence
Visible and persistent inequalities between neighbouring
communities—particularly between formal and informal
settlements—create environments conducive to crime, as
predicted by Relative Deprivation Theory.

v" Reactive Policies Are Insufficient
Crime prevention strategies in South Africa have
historically emphasised law enforcement over social
development. A shift toward developmental approaches
addressing root causes is both urgent and necessary.

v' Community-Based and Data-Informed Approaches
Are Needed
Solutions must be grounded in local realities,
incorporating both qualitative insights from communities
and empirical data to design effective, targeted
interventions.

v" Holistic Solutions Must Integrate Economic and
Social Reform
Sustainable crime reduction will require a multi-sectoral
approach—combining  improved service delivery,
economic inclusion, education, and strong governance.

These takeaways provide the foundation for actionable
recommendations and policy reform aimed at addressing the
socioeconomic conditions that perpetuate crime in South Africa’s
most vulnerable communities.

13. FURTHER STUDIES

Given the complex and evolving relationship between
socioeconomic conditions and crime in South Africa, several areas
warrant further investigation:

13.1 Longitudinal Studies on Crime and Poverty Trends

There is a need for long-term, data-driven studies that track the
relationship between poverty and crime over extended periods.
Such research can reveal how shifts in national economic
conditions—such as post-pandemic recovery or social grant
expansions—affect crime trends in different communities.

13.2 The Impact of Informal Economies on Crime
Dynamics

While informal employment may provide short-term relief from
unemployment, its role in either reducing or reinforcing criminal
behaviour is not well understood. Future research should explore
how the informal sector interacts with organised and survivalist
crime in marginalised areas.

13.3 Evaluation  of  Development-Oriented  Crime
Prevention Models

Few empirical studies in South Africa assess the effectiveness of
integrated crime prevention strategies that focus on socioeconomic
upliftment. Further research is needed to evaluate models that
include youth employment schemes, urban renewal, and
community-policing partnerships.

134 Gendered Impacts of Socioeconomic Inequality on
Crime

Women and children are uniquely affected by the intersection of
poverty, unemployment, and violence. Future studies should
explore how gender dynamics influence vulnerability to
victimisation and criminal behaviour in underdeveloped areas.

135 Role of Technology and Data Analytics in Targeted
Crime  Prevention

Emerging tools such as geographic information systems (GIS) and
predictive analytics have the potential to revolutionise crime
prevention. Further research should explore how these tools can be
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applied ethically and effectively in high-crime, resource-
constrained communities.

These areas for further study will help broaden the scope of
understanding and support the development of more effective,
inclusive, and sustainable crime prevention strategies in South
Africa.

14. PRACTICAL RECOMMENDATIONS

Based on the study’s findings and literature review, the following
practical recommendations are proposed for policymakers, civil
society, law enforcement, and development agencies to address the
root socioeconomic causes of crime:

141 Implement Integrated Socioeconomic Development
Programs

Government should prioritise integrated development initiatives—
such as skills development, small business funding, infrastructure
investment, and access to basic services—in high-crime,
marginalised communities (Modise, 2024). These programs must
address both immediate needs (e.g., food security) and long-term
structural challenges (e.qg., education).

14.2 Expand Youth Employment and Entrepreneurship
Schemes

Youth unemployment is a primary contributor to crime. National
and local authorities must expand access to internships,
learnerships, public works programs, and youth enterprise
development initiatives, especially in townships and rural areas
(Witte & Burger, 2024).

14.3 Promote Community-Based Policing Models

The South African Police Service (SAPS) should strengthen
partnerships with Community Policing Forums (CPFs) to improve
intelligence gathering, trust, and responsiveness. Community
policing improves accountability and ensures crime prevention
strategies are locally relevant (Bittner, 2025).

144 Address Spatial Inequality Through Urban Planning

Municipal governments must reduce spatial disparities by investing
in affordable housing, transport, lighting, and recreational
infrastructure in informal and underdeveloped areas. Safe and
inclusive environments can reduce crime opportunities (Mbonambi
& Olutola, 2024).

145 Improve School Retention and Vocational Training

Keeping young people engaged in education is critical. Educational
reforms should target dropout prevention, integrate vocational
training, and expand school-based social support systems to
prevent recruitment into criminal activity.

14.6 Strengthen Local Governance and Service Delivery

Inefficiencies in local governance and corruption weaken crime
prevention. Improved transparency, accountability, and community
oversight in service delivery can help build public trust and reduce
grievances that may lead to crime.

14.7 Invest in Early Childhood Development (ECD) and
Family Support

Long-term crime prevention begins early. ECD programs and
family support services should be expanded to strengthen the social
fabric and reduce intergenerational poverty-related criminal risk.

14.8 Encourage Evidence-Based Policy and Crime Data
Sharing

A national crime observatory or research centre should be
established to provide regular, open-access crime trend data linked
to socioeconomic indicators. This would enable more precise and
targeted interventions.

These recommendations aim to shift South Africa’s crime
prevention approach from reactive enforcement to proactive,
inclusive, and developmental strategies that address the root causes
of criminal behaviour.

15. CO-IMPACT

The challenge of crime in marginalised communities is not
isolated—it results from the interconnected impact of multiple
socioeconomic, institutional, and community-level factors.
Understanding this co-impact is essential for developing holistic
solutions.

15.1 Poverty and Unemployment Reinforce Each Other

Poverty and unemployment form a self-reinforcing cycle. Limited
job opportunities exacerbate poverty, and high poverty levels, in
turn, reduce access to employment, education, and skills
development. This cycle significantly increases vulnerability to
crime.

15.2 Social Exclusion and Crime Are Mutually
Reinforcing

Marginalised individuals often face systemic exclusion from
economic participation, quality education, and justice. As these
groups turn to informal economies or crime for survival, social
stigma and criminal records further entrench their exclusion,
reducing reintegration opportunities (Twalo, 2024).

15.3 Institutional ~Weaknesses Amplify  Community
Vulnerabilities

When local governments and law enforcement fail to provide
equitable services, uphold the rule of law, or respond effectively to
community needs, mistrust grows. This fuels vigilantism, gang
activity, and reduced public cooperation with police (Modise,
2024).

15.4 Inequality Breeds Resentment and Intergroup
Tensions

Visible disparities between affluent and poor communities
intensify feelings of injustice and resentment. This perceived
inequality not only increases property crime but can also escalate
into violent crime, protests, or xenophobic attacks (Bolhuis, 2024).

155 Youth Disempowerment and Crime Generation

Disengaged youth—particularly in areas lacking educational and
economic opportunities—face heightened risk of being drawn into
crime. Their actions then contribute to broader social instability,
which deters investment and development, further entrenching
marginalisation (Witte & Burger, 2024).

15.6 Interventions Have Ripple Effects

Just as negative factors co-impact one another, positive
interventions—such as targeted employment programs, urban
upgrades, and improved policing—can generate positive ripple
effects across education, family stability, and community safety.
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A co-impact lens recognises that crime is both a symptom and a
driver of broader social problems. Tackling crime effectively
requires intersectoral collaboration—across government, civil
society, law enforcement, and community structures—to address
these mutually reinforcing challenges.

ARTICLE OVERALL CONTRIBUTION

This research makes a multifaceted contribution to the
understanding and mitigation of crime in South Africa by
highlighting the structural and socioeconomic roots of criminal
behaviour in marginalised communities. While crime is often
addressed through law enforcement strategies, this study broadens
the lens by offering a developmental and interdisciplinary
perspective, linking criminology, sociology, economics, and
governance.

Key contributions include:

v' Bridging the Gap Between Socioeconomic Policy and
Crime Prevention
The study demonstrates that effective crime reduction
requires integrated efforts across social welfare,
employment, education, urban planning, and justice
systems—challenging siloed approaches that isolate
crime from its economic and social context.

v" Grounding Crime Discourse in Lived Realities
By focusing on marginalised communities, the research
amplifies the voices and conditions of those most
affected by both crime and poverty, offering context-
sensitive insights that are often missing from top-down
policy frameworks.

v Providing a Framework for Evidence-Based
Interventions
Through its analysis of recent trends and empirical
findings, the study contributes a set of practical
recommendations and a co-impact model for
policymakers, civil society, and community stakeholders
to collaboratively address the root causes of crime.

v' Contributing to Academic Debate on Structural
Violence and Inequality
The research adds to growing academic literature that
positions inequality—not only poverty—as a driver of
social instability and crime. It calls for further research
into the systemic injustices that perpetuate crime beyond
individual-level risk factors.

v" Encouraging Development-Oriented Crime Strategies
By highlighting developmental alternatives to traditional
punitive methods, the article advocates for long-term,
preventive strategies that are socially inclusive,
economically empowering, and community-driven.

In sum, this study challenges conventional approaches to crime and
offers a transformative, practical framework that aligns crime
prevention with inclusive development—making it a valuable
contribution to both academic literature and real-world
policymaking in South Africa.
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