
PSYCHOLOGICAL SCALES scales.arabpsychology.com

MURDER

Authored by

mohammad looti

October 26, 2025

RECOMMENDED CITATION

mohammad looti (2025). MURDER. PSYCHOLOGICAL SCALES. Retrieved from

https://scales.arabpsychology.com/?p=61678

ARABPSYCHOLOGY.C
OM

https://scales.arabpsychology.com/?p=61678
https://scales.arabpsychology.com/?p=61678
https://scales.arabpsychology.com
https://scales.arabpsychology.com


MURDER 2

PSYCHOLOGICAL SCALES scales.arabpsychology.com

MURDER

Primary Disciplinary Field(s): Criminal Law, Criminology, Ethics, Sociology

1. Core Definition

The concept of murder defines the unlawful killing of another human being with malice

aforethought. While the foundational source content succinctly identifies murder as "the killing of

another person which was not necessary to save ones own life" and is "almost always against the

law," the full legal and academic interpretation requires rigorous specification of intent and

surrounding circumstances. Legally, murder is the most serious offense classified under the

umbrella of homicide, setting it apart from accidental death, justified killings (such as legitimate

self-defense), and lesser forms of criminal homicide like manslaughter. The defining characteristic

across most common law jurisdictions is the presence of a specific mental state, the

aforementioned malice aforethought, which distinguishes a deliberate, culpable act from

impulsive or negligent killings.

In most modern legal systems, the definition hinges on two core components being proven beyond

a reasonable doubt: the actus reus (the criminal act, or the unlawful killing itself) and the mens rea

(the guilty mind, or the malicious intent). The unlawful nature of the killing means that the state or

government has not authorized the act, thereby excluding executions, justifiable military actions, or

sometimes, killings committed by law enforcement under specific, legally defined circumstances.

Thus, murder is not merely the cessation of life, but the criminal assumption of authority over

another individual's fundamental right to existence, making it a severe breach of the social

contract.

The distinction between murder and other homicides--particularly voluntary manslaughter--often

lies in the presence or absence of mitigating circumstances, such as provocation. While murder

requires a calculated, malicious intent, voluntary manslaughter may involve intent to kill but is

committed in the heat of passion, immediately following adequate provocation that would cause a

reasonable person to lose self-control. This legal nuance underscores that criminal law is

concerned not just with the outcome (death), but critically with the defendant's state of mind and

moral culpability at the moment the fatal act was committed. The original source's emphasis on the

act being "normally illegal" highlights this nearly universal condemnation of intentional,

unwarranted life-taking.

2. Etymology and Historical Development

The term murder traces its origins back to the Germanic word morth, which initially referred

broadly to secret, mysterious, or hidden killing. In Anglo-Saxon England, homicide was generally
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treated as a private wrong, often resolved through monetary compensation (wergild) paid to the

victim's family. The concept evolved drastically following the Norman Conquest of 1066. The

Normans introduced the legal distinction of murdrum, which was a fine levied upon a district if a

Norman person was killed secretly and the killer was not produced. This early application was

primarily a fiscal and political tool designed to protect the new ruling class rather than a

comprehensive criminal offense against all persons.

The modern, comprehensive legal concept of murder began to solidify under English Common

Law, particularly through the writings of jurists like Sir Edward Coke in the 17th century. Coke

provided the classic definition: "Murder is when a man of sound memory and of the age of

discretion, unlawfully killeth any reasonable creature in being and under the King's peace, with

malice aforethought, either expressed by the party or implied by law, so as the party wounded, or

hurt, die of the wound or hurt within a year and a day." This definition formally established malice

aforethought as the indispensable element, transforming the crime from a mere secretive act into

an act defined by profound criminal intent.

The common law definition remained largely unitary for centuries, but as legal systems matured,

particularly in the United States, statutory reforms introduced the system of degrees. Pennsylvania

was instrumental in this development in 1794, differentiating First-Degree Murder (requiring

premeditation and deliberation) from Second-Degree Murder (lacking those elements but still

malicious). This hierarchical structure allowed courts and juries to align the severity of punishment

more precisely with the moral culpability of the offender, recognizing that a calculated

assassination warrants a higher penalty than a killing committed impulsively, even if intentional.

This legislative development provided the framework for almost all subsequent legal systems in

common law countries to categorize and prosecute homicidal offenses.

3. Key Legal Elements: Actus Reus and Mens Rea

A successful prosecution for murder hinges entirely on the state's ability to prove the simultaneous

existence of both the physical act (actus reus) and the requisite mental state (mens rea). The actus

reus requires proof that the defendant caused the death of the victim. This involves establishing

causation--that the defendant's actions were both the factual cause ("but-for" the action, the death

would not have occurred) and the legal cause (the death was a foreseeable consequence, and no

intervening event broke the chain of causation). Furthermore, the victim must legally qualify as a

'person'--a point of ongoing debate regarding fetuses and the timing of birth.

The more complex element, the mens rea, is defined by malice aforethought, which, contrary to

its name, does not necessarily require spite or actual ill-will, nor does it require planning hours or

days in advance. Instead, it encompasses four specific mental states recognized by the law that

demonstrate extreme recklessness or intent sufficient to qualify the crime as murder. These
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include the specific intent to kill; the intent to inflict grievous bodily harm which results in death; the

commission of an act that demonstrates a "depraved heart" or extreme indifference to human life

(e.g., firing a weapon into a crowded room); and the application of the controversial Felony Murder

Rule.

The Felony Murder Rule is a particularly potent legal mechanism where the intent element of

murder is constructively implied. Under this doctrine, if a death occurs during the commission or

attempted commission of an inherently dangerous felony (such as robbery, arson, kidnapping, or

rape), all participants in the felony may be charged with murder, even if the death was unintended

or caused by a third party (like a police officer). This rule is highly debated because it holds

individuals strictly liable for a death without requiring proof of actual intent to kill, focusing instead

on the inherently dangerous nature of the underlying criminal enterprise. Proponents argue it acts

as a powerful deterrent to violence during serious crimes, while critics contend it often leads to

disproportionate sentencing.

4. Categorizations and Degrees of Murder

Modern statutory law divides murder into categories to accurately reflect the gravity of the crime

and the offender's culpability. This system primarily utilizes the differentiation between First-Degree

and Second-Degree murder. First-Degree Murder is typically reserved for killings characterized

by the highest level of moral fault: those committed with premeditation (the act of thinking about

the killing beforehand) and deliberation (the process of carefully weighing the pros and cons).

This category also often includes murders committed by specified means, such as lying in wait,

torture, poisoning, or during the commission of certain enumerated felonies, ensuring the harshest

penalties for the most calculated acts.

Second-Degree Murder generally encompasses all other forms of murder that possess the

element of malice aforethought but lack the specific elements of premeditation and deliberation

required for the first degree. This includes killings committed impulsively but intentionally, or killings

resulting from the extreme recklessness characteristic of the depraved-heart malice--actions so

dangerous that they demonstrate a reckless disregard for the value of human life. The penalties

associated with second-degree murder are severe, though often less harsh than those for first-

degree offenses, reflecting a slightly lesser, yet still profound, level of culpability.

Beyond these standard definitions lies Capital Murder or Aggravated Homicide, which represents

murder committed under specifically defined statutory aggravating factors. These factors elevate

the crime to the highest level, making the defendant eligible for the death penalty or life

imprisonment without the possibility of parole. Aggravating factors commonly include the murder of

a peace officer or firefighter, the murder of a child, killing multiple victims, murder committed for

financial gain (killing for hire), or murder committed during the commission of a particularly heinous
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crime, such as torture or terrorism. These categories emphasize society's specific abhorrence for

killings that target vulnerable individuals or threaten social order directly.

5. Criminological Perspectives on Homicide

Criminology examines murder not just as a legal infraction but as a profound social phenomenon,

seeking to understand the underlying causes and patterns. Sociological theories such as General

Strain Theory suggest that blockages to achieving legitimate goals, removal of positive stimuli, or

exposure to negative stimuli can generate negative emotional states (like anger and frustration)

that lead to violent resolution, including murder. Other theories, like Social Disorganization Theory,

link high rates of homicide to breakdowns in community institutions, weak social ties, and a lack of

collective efficacy in neighborhoods marked by poverty and transience.

Statistical analysis reveals consistent patterns in the demographics of homicide. Murders are

predominantly intra-racial, intra-gender (male victims killed by males), and often occur between

individuals who know each other (non-stranger violence). These patterns highlight the importance

of relational contexts--disputes within families, among intimate partners (domestic homicide), or

between acquaintances involved in criminal subcultures--as primary drivers of lethal violence.

Criminological research differentiates various types of homicide, such as expressive (emotional,

often spontaneous) versus instrumental (used to achieve a goal, like a hitman killing), providing a

richer understanding of motivations beyond simple malice.

Furthermore, the study of homicide rates serves as a crucial metric for societal health. High murder

rates are strongly correlated with societal inequality, economic deprivation, and access to means of

lethal violence, particularly firearms. By analyzing trends in homicide, policymakers can identify

structural deficiencies and evaluate the effectiveness of prevention strategies, ranging from

community-based interventions focusing on reducing youth violence to legislative efforts aimed at

controlling weapons and managing conflict resolution.

6. Ethical and Moral Significance

Ethically, murder represents the ultimate transgression against the principle of the sanctity of life.

Most religious, philosophical, and legal traditions hold that human life possesses intrinsic value and

that its intentional, unwarranted destruction is morally indefensible. From a Kantian perspective,

murder treats the victim not as an end in themselves, but merely as a means to the perpetrator's

goal (vengeance, greed, or passion), thereby violating the Categorical Imperative. This

foundational moral abhorrence is why murder is universally condemned and subject to the most

severe punishments across diverse cultures and governmental systems.

The act also carries profound psychological and social consequences that extend far beyond the

immediate victim. For the surviving family and community, murder instigates deep trauma, grief,
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and a catastrophic loss of security and trust in the legal and social framework. Sociologically,

homicide severely destabilizes a community, fostering fear and mistrust, and potentially leading to

cycles of retaliatory violence. The state's vigorous prosecution of murder, therefore, serves not

only the goals of retribution and specific deterrence but also the essential function of reaffirming

the value of human life and maintaining public order.

The ethical debate is complicated in certain edge cases, such as in instances involving end-of-life

choices. While most jurisdictions view euthanasia or assisted suicide as legally equivalent to

murder or manslaughter due to the intentional taking of life, a moral debate persists regarding

whether the patient's voluntary consent mitigates the moral culpability of the actor (e.g., a doctor or

family member). These debates force legal systems to grapple with the definition of 'unlawful

killing' when the motivation is one of compassion rather than malice or greed, highlighting the

constant tension between legal formalism and evolving ethical sensibilities.

7. Debates and Criticisms

The Capital Punishment Debate: The most significant debate related to murder centers on the

state's right to exact the ultimate penalty. Proponents of capital punishment argue that it serves

as a just retribution for the taking of an innocent life and acts as a powerful deterrent against future

homicides. Critics counter that capital punishment is morally repugnant, risks executing innocent

persons, is applied disproportionately based on race and socioeconomic status, and that life

imprisonment without parole achieves the same goals of societal protection without violating the

sanctity of life principle.

Felony Murder Rule Critique: As noted previously, the Felony Murder Rule remains a contentious

legal doctrine. Critics argue that it violates the principle of proportionality and undermines the

fundamental requirement of establishing specific intent (mens rea). Holding accomplices equally

liable for an unintended death caused by a co-conspirator or even a third party (like a police officer)

is often viewed as an unjust overreach of criminal liability, leading many jurisdictions to restrict or

abolish the rule.

Mitigation and Defenses: Significant legal debate centers on defenses that seek to mitigate a

murder charge down to manslaughter or result in an acquittal. The defense of diminished

capacity or insanity challenges the existence of the required malice aforethought. Furthermore,

the defense of provocation, which aims to reduce murder to voluntary manslaughter, requires the

court to assess the subjective emotional state of the defendant against the objective standard of a

"reasonable person," leading to complex and highly subjective judicial applications regarding

adequate grounds for losing self-control.
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