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This dissertation is an exploration of high-tech cybercrime from an actor-
network theory lens. When I started this research project some years 
ago, cybercrime was still a rather underexplored topic in criminology. 
This has changed rapidly within the last few years.  Cybercrime has 
become an important research topic on the criminological agenda, both 
nationally and internationally, and this will probably remain so in the 
future. With my dissertation1 I hope to make a valuable contribution to 
the criminological understanding of high-tech cybercrime and to 
stimulate further theoretical debates on the role of technology in crime.  
 
This PhD research, like any other one I suppose, was definitely a journey, 
a metaphor that I also use in this dissertation. Throughout this research 
I found some new interesting paths and directions, but I also 
encountered some obstacles and delays on the road. One thing is for sure: 
engaging yourself with actor-network theory can be both a blessing and 
a curse. Apart from an intellectual challenge, a PhD project is a mental 
and even physical contest. The last few miles are, of course, always the 
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Chapter 1  

Introduction: Cybercrime, the novelty debate and 

the frontiers of criminological theory* 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
* This chapter is partly based on: 
- Van der Wagen, W. (2013). Een hybridisering van mens en technologie. Over 
nieuwe dynamieken in de studie van cybercrime. In A. Dijkstra, B.F. Keulen & G. 
Knigge (Eds.), Het Roer Recht. Liber amicorum aangeboden aan Wim Vellinga en 

Feikje Vellinga-Schootstra (pp. 323-336). Zutphen: Uitgeverij Paris.  
- Van der Wagen, W. (2018). Het ‘Cyborg Crime’ - perspectief. Theoretische 
vernieuwing in het digitale tijdperk. Tijdschrift over Cultuur en Criminaliteit, (8) 
1: 19-34. 
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