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ABSTRACT

STATUS CORRELATES OF DELINQUENT BEHAVIOR

By

Cyrus Shepard Stewart

Sociologists have given considerable attention to
the relation between status and delinquent behavior; how-
ever, this association has been examined most frequently
with reference to youth's orientation to adult status
values. In this study, we proceed from the premise that
during adolescence, the aspirations and expectations of
youth in terms of adolescent status criteria are important
for the understanding of delinguent behavior. It is our
position that youth are oriented toward two distinctive
status systems: one adult and the other adolescent. Our
basic assumption is that while certain adult values and
status criteria constitute a meaningful reference for
youth, also of salience are the values and status criteria
of other youth.

In the literature on adolescence, four youth speci-
fic status criteria have received particular attention:
achievement in terms of (1) athletics, (2) grades, (3)
clubs, and (4) dating. It would be a fundamental mistake
to assume equal salience of all dimensions for all youth,

for the school as a whole or for any particular actor. We






concerned ourselves with the
sional salience for himself,
under both conditions.

The hypotheses of this

of the assumptions they make
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actor's evaluation of dimen-

for others in school, and

study are divisible in terms

regarding the nature of the

stratification system in the high school. Assuming an

additive structure are the first four hypotheses. Status
deprivation and frustration in youth endorsed status dimen-
sions in the high school are hypothesized to be directly
related to delinquent behavior. Measured as a disparity
between an actor's current level of involvement in each
status dimension and the level of involvement currently
desired, deprivation, and frustration are distinguishable
by the actor's perception of the "moral validity" of the
restrictions imposed upon his aspirations. For theore-
tical reasons, we hypothesized that although both depri-
vation and frustration would be directly related to delin-
quent behavior, the relation between deprivation and
delinquency would exceed that between frustration and
delinquency. Measured as the actor's perception of the
possibility of status loss with respect to a ranking
dimension in the high school, status threat was hypothe-
sized to be directly related to delinquent behavior.
Assuming a nonadditive model of the status system,
status consistency was hypothesized to bear an indirect

relation to delinquent behavior. Since the possibility
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of varying salience across the status dimensions existed,
two measured concepts were computed: one involving a
congruence of positions on all status dimensions (actual
consistency) and a second involving a congruence of posi-
tions on all dimensions but grades (revised consistency).
In order to gather data on a basic assumption of status
consistency, i.e., that consistency of one's status posi-
tion 1s sought, consistency was measured in terms of the
actor's desired involvement levels (desired consistency)
and the consistency of current levels (current consis-
tency). The consistency hypothesis was analyzed only in
terms of current (actual and revised) consistency.
Delinquent behavior was measured by means of index
and inter-item Pearson Product Moment correlations between
ten (10) self-report delinquency items. By this method,
scales specific to the total male sample, all high school
classes, and all social classes were constructed. Each
hypothesis was tested with regard to each class specific
index. Social class was measured by father's occupation
as classified by the U. S. Census of Population, 1960.
Two high schools in Western Michigan were selected
for study on the basis of their similarity with respect
to social and demographic characteristics and their
accessibility. All male seniors in one high school and
all males in the other high school (N=391) received an

annonymous self-administered questionnaire in their






Cyrus Shepard Stewart

homerooms and first hour classes respectively. The total
sample was a combination of the two schools for a one-way
analysis of variance revealed no difference in the amount
of delinquent acts reported by seniors in the two schools.

Our findings reveal that our status dimensions were
salient as evidenced by the significant rank-order corre-
lations among all high school and social classes. Regard-
less of high school or social class, our status variables
receilved consistently high mention as important in being
someone at school.

Because of our concern for the adequacy by which
salience was measured, relationships were again examined
controlling only for high school and social class. For
the total male sample, only the threat hypothesis failed
to obtain support; the same picture was revealed for
sophomores and seniors. Freshmen data lead to the rejec-
tion of all hypotheses while junior data support only the
threat and consistency hypotheses. Professional data
support only the threat hypothesis while business data
lead to the rejection of all hypotheses. Data for the
labor situs lead to the rejection of all hypotheses except
threat and the comparative hypothesis.

When controlling for salience of status dimensions,
partial correlations revealed no consistent relationship

between deprivation, threat, or consistency and delinqueny.
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The comparative hypothesis also failed to be systemati-
cally supported. The only hypothesis supported by our

data was status frustration.
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CHAPTER I ,,}0} 0@ )
INTRODUCTION

Statement of the Problem

A sociological orientation to deviant behavior,
while cognizant that deviance may be conceptualized as a
property of the statics and dynamics of the personality,
gives greater attention to deviance as a property of the
structure and function of social systems. 1In this
research, we are concerned with selected structural
strains falling within the conducive scope (Smeltzer,
1963; Cohen, 1965) established by the youth subculture in
modern American society, and their hypothesized relation-
ship with delinquent behavior. In analyzing the relation-
ship between problems of adjustment and the content of
subcultural delinquent adaptions, Cloward and Ohlin use
the same assumption:
the pressures that lead to deviant patterns

do not necessarily determine the . . . deviance that

results. . . . We cannot predict the content of

deviance . . . from a knowledge of the problem of

adjustment to which it is a response. . . . We do

not argue that there is no relationship between

problems of adjustment and (deviance), but we con-

tend that there is no necessary deterministic rela-

tionship between them. The problem of adjustment

limit(s) the range of . . . outcomes, . . .

which alternative will emerge remains problemati-
cal (1960, 41). (Author's emphasis)

|_J







In this study the concepts of status deprivation,
status frustration, status threat, and status consistency
within the context of adolescent, "socie" (Schwartz and
Merten, 1967%) values will be investigated to determine
whether they can increase our understanding of delinquent
behavior. Specifically, among students of two selected
high schools in Western Michigan, and, in terms of selec-
ted student values, we propose to examine the relationship
between status deprivation, frustration, threat, consis-
tency, and the incidence of self-reported delinquent

behavior.

Importance of the Problem

The sociological importance of any problem involves
the empirical validation of theoretical relationships and
their extension into variant contexts in order to examine
the extent of their generalizability. The empirical study
of the relationships between social status and delinquent
behavior is nothing original in the sociology of youth.
Traditionally, this relationship has been approached
either as (1) an attempt to document the ecological dis-
tribution of delinquent behavior in the urban community
(Wirth, 1928; Shaw, 1929, 1930; Shaw and McKay, 1931;

Shaw and McKay, 1942) or the social distribution of

¥"Socie" values are those values which, in the
social structure of the high school, represent an achieve-
ment orientation in terms of middle class criteria.







delinquent behavior in the organization of stratified
society (Porterfield, 1946; Nye, Short, and Olson, 1958;
Clark and Wennger, 1962; Neiss and Rhodes, 1961; Miller,
1958; Vaz, 1966); (2) a reaction to a "problem of adjust-
ment" occassioned by the fallure and/or inability of
certain sectors of society to achieve in terms of adult-
sanctioned lower class (Miller, 1958; Cloward and Ohlin,
1960; Cloward, 1959) or middle class criteria of

status (Cohen, 1955; Vaz, 1966); or (3) as the result of
behavioral adherence to the culturally esteemed value
patterns of the lower (Cloward and Ohlin, 1960) and
middle (Vaz, 1966) status groups.

In this research, we are concerned with the rela-
tionship between status problems and the occurrence of
delinquent behavior, with one notable extension: instead
of examination of this relationship in terms of adult
status criteria, we are concerned with status problems,
in terms of youth endorsed status criteria, and delinquent
behavior.

One of the major empirical problems in the area of
status and delinquent behavior is the conceptualization
of status deprivation or status frustration as the inde-
pendent variable. Usually, these two terms, in both
theory and research are used interchangable to denote a
socio-cultural malintegration (Merton, 1957), operation-

alized as a disparity between educational and/or







occupational aspirations and expectations (Short and
Strodtback, 1965; Short, Rivera, and Tennyson, 1965;
Short, 1963; Short, 1964). 1In this research, operational
specification of status deprivation and status frustra-
tion is made in terms of the actor's perception of the |
validity of the restraining source, rather than in terms
of the identification of the source of failure (Cloward
and Ohlin, 1960). Status deprivation and status frustra-

tion are conceptualized as separate independent variables

in the study of delinquent behavior, rather than as dual
theoretical constructs referring to the same empirical
situation.

Status consistency is usually conceived of in terms
of an equivalence of status ranks across standardized
status dimensions. These dimensions are commonly speci-
fied in terms of the major criteria for stratification in
American society, i.e., education, income, and occupation
(Jackson and Burke, 1965; Treiman, 1966; Goffman, 1957).
On a conceptual level we contend that as currently opera-
tionalized in terms of adult-sanctioned status criteria,
the concept is not relevant in a youth subculture; in our
operational definition of the concept, we shall substi-
tute youth endorsed status criteria. Such a substitu-
tion is essential if the concept of status consistency is

to be made applicable within adolescent status universes.







Two theoretical additions to the consistency litera-
ture are planned. First, instead of confining consistency

to a description of current rankings we intend to extend

our concern to the degree to which consistency is aspired
to: an assumption which has been the substructure for
the entire development of the concept of status consis-
tency, but which has seldom been empirically examined.
Second, we intend to see what explanatory power consis-
tency has in terms of an understanding of delinquent
behavior.

In the sociology of youth, the concern with gang
delinquency is highly developed, both theoretically and
empirically. This is perhaps the way it should be in
view of the fact that delinquent behavior takes its most
visible and destructive forms in those areas wherein the
delinquent gang is concentrated. A significant problem
arises when we become concerned with the problem of
delinquent behavior, not gang delinquency, in areas other
than the inner-city slums and with populations other than
the male lower class. We know very little about the
nature and content of delinquent behavior as it occurs in
different social class and community contexts. It is to
the extension of this knowledge that this research

addresses itself.







CHAPTER 1II

ADULT STATUS VALUES AND

DELINQUENT BEHAVIOR

In its use as both an independent and as a depen-

dent variable, the concept of status is a focal point in

the sociological analysis of action systems. Following
Parsons' postulate that
. . the dimension of conformity-deviance was

inherent and central to the whole conception of

social action and hence social systems. One

aspect of the common cultural patterns which

are part of every system of social interaction,

is always normative (1951, 249).
soclologists have given considerable theoretical and
empirical attention to the relationship between status and
delinquent behavior. However, the question of what it is
about status that is conducive to the development of
delinquent motivation and the opportunity to become invol-
ved in delinquency is hardly settled.

The technique of empirical replication of research
findings in both similar and dissimilar contexts had led
many to argue the status sources of delinquent behavior.
Those concerned with delinquent behavior in middle status

contexts feel compelled to justify their concern by con-

tending that the method of reporting offenses, the







offenses reported, and the enforcement procedures interact
almost uniformly to mitigate the possibility of finding
delinquent involvement in middle status contexts. Such
concern has led to the development of self-reporting
techniques in the measurement of delinguent behavior (Nye,
Short, and Olson, 1958; Dentler and Monroe, 1961; Scott,
1959; Nye, 1958).

Those concerned with lower status delinquent beha-
vior contend that delinquency is more than a statistical
artifact and that relative to middle status delinquency,
lower status delinquency has a much higher social cost
because of the subcultural nature which increases the
commitment (ego-involvement) of the group members to their
delinquent careers (Cloward and Ohlin, 1960; Yablonsky,
1966; New York City Youth Board, 1960) and to the fact of
the qualitative differentials in the delinquent actions
committed in the various status contexts (Chilton, 1967;
Wattenberg and Balistrieri, 1952; Reiss and Rhodes, 1961;
Clark and Wennger, 1962).

In view of such bifurication of concern, it is
hardly surprising that quite disparate explanations are
invoked for middle and lower status delinquent behavior.
We do not wish to negate the importance of further study

on the qualitative and quantitative differentials between







and within middle and lower status delinquency.¥ We wish
to concentrate on the complimentary concern of the status
sources relevant to the development of delinquent motiva-
'tion, not the opportunity to engage in delinquent behavior,
that may operate relatively independent of social status
context:
1. Status Achievement, i.e., the orientation
toward the attainment of higher status

positions

2. Status Maintenance, i.e., the desire to
stabilize one's current position

3. Status Equilibration, i.e., the desire to
have all relevant status dimensions charac-
terizing the actor at a consistent level.

The concepts for the study of status achievement are sta-

tus deprivation and status frustration, status threat will

tap status maintenance, while status consistency will

operationalize status equilibration.

Although a great deal of conceptual and empirical
variation exists as to the nature of these concepts, one
area of similarity does exist. These concepts have been
traditionally conceptualized and measured in terms of
adulthood and the criteria for the assumption of this
role. The association between status and delinquent

behavior has been most frequently examined with reference

to youth's orientation and involvement with adult status

¥It is in this context that Dentler and Monroe's
suggesting that instead of concentrating on omnibus mea-
sures of delinquency, we attempt to measure specific types
of delinquencies.







values and the legitimation of the adult male role. These
adult status values are definable in terms of horizontal

(economic) and vertical (life-style) criteria.

Status Achievement

It is postulated that the failure of an actor, indi-
vidually or collectively, to attain the level of achieve-
ment expected or, alternatively, to expect to achieve a
level substantially below aspirations, because of syste-
matic restrictions on the availability of opportunity,

instigates a process of alienation (Cloward and Ohlin,

1960) from social, not cultural, structures. Concomi-

tantly there is a reduction in the actor's readiness for
behavioral conformity to the strictures of legitimate
opportunities and theilr corresponding normative structures.
Legitimate opportunity no longer functions as a normative
orientation for behavioral involvement in a situation
wherein access to these opportunities are systematically
restricted for certain sectors of the society. Structural
malintegration is rposited as a source of strain which
increases the probability for the occurrence of an episode
of delinquent activity.

In one type of structural malintegration, cultural

malintegration, pressures toward the achievement of success

motivate the adoption of alternative normative structures.







10

The social structure produces a strain toward
anomie and deviant behavior. . . . So long as the
sentiments supporting the competitive system are
distributed throughout the entire range of activ-
ities and not confined to the final result of
success, the choice of means will remain largely
within the gambit of institutional control.
When . . . the cultural emphasis shifts from the
satisfactions deriving from competition . . . to
almost exclusive concern with the outcome, the
resultant stress makes for the breakdown of the
regulatory structure (Merton, 1957, 131-162).
In an achievement oriented social structure the emphasis
upon goals and means bears an imperfect relationship.
Cultural malintegration results in normative strain and
consequent normative change. Innovative procedures, on a
social level, become the mode of action; there is little
change in the definition of the appropriate goal-
orientation, the change is in the normative elements that
define legitimate and illegitimate means for the attain-
ment of these goals.

When a significant portion of a population is char-
acterized by cultural malintegration and consequent norma-
tive strain (anomie), and when this occurs in a society
that puts relative exclusive emphasis upon goal attain-
ment, we can expect a significant amount of deviance
(normative innovation) relative to other sectors of the
bopulation where the normative strain i1s not as intense.
Males relative to females, working relative to middle
status contexts, and youth relstive to adults, can be

characterized as an interactional contexts wherein funda-

mental cultural values (goals) are demanded and where,
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concomitantly, legitimate avenues for the achievement of
these goals are systematically restricted. The prediction
is that amounts of deviant behavior will be greatest in
areas of such restriction, i.e., the young, male, working
class sectors of society.

The relationship between anomie and the pressure
for deviant behavior implies two theoretical focal points:
(1) the nature of the goal sought, and (2) the nature of
the restrictions placed upon the opportunity to realize
such goals. "Status frustration" and "opportunity struc-
ture" theory become analytically distinguishable in terms
of the relative emphasis placed upon goals and the restric-
tions on opportunity for goal attainment. These approaches
should not be conceived as contradictory statements, but
as logical theoretical compliments. While opportunity
structure theory is a direct extension of the anomie
paradigm by its stress upon the systematic restrictions
placed on opportunity for certain population sectors, sta-
tus frustration theory specifies the general nature of
the goal sought, access to which may or may not be syste-
matically restricted.

Underlying the structure of both approaches is the
assumption of an achievement oriented soclety within which
restrictions on legitimate opportunity result in normative
strain and consequent change in the definition of legiti-

mate opportunities. It is common practice to differentiate
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between these approaches in terms of ability to achieve

and restrictions on opportunity to achieve. Status frus-

tration could be restated in terms of the degree to which
working class socialization experiences to restrict one's
access to legitimate opportunity structures for the
achievement of middle class status by either not prepar-
ing one for such achievement or by the installation of
self-defeating attitudes which preclude the possibility
of achievement. So stated, the difference between status
frustration and opportunity structure theory stems from
the specification of the nature of the goal-orientation:
middle class status (status discontent) vs. improvement
of economic position within the structure of the working
class (position discontent).

It is not our position that there are no differ-
ences between these two approaches (Stewart, 1964) but
that to emphasize the differences leads to the contention
that these approaches are summarily distinguishable. 1In
the following analysis, we are most concerned with the
nature of the goal-orientation and the consequent reac-
tions to goal blockage occasioned by the restrictions on
equal availability of opportunity.

The foremost statement of the status frustration
approach is that of Albert K. Cohen. In the classical
statement of the relationship between anomie and deviant

behavior, Merton concentrates specifically upon economic
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achievement, but as he notes, "In terms of the general
conception, any cultural goal which receives extreme and
only negligibly qualified emphasis in the culture of a
group will serve to attenuate the emphasis on institu-
tionalized practices and make for anomie" (Merton, 1957,
167-168). Cohen's basic contribution is to extend the
applicability of the anomie model to the general pursuit
of status characteristic of American society.

The major thrust of Cohen's thesis 1is to document
the relationship between the frustration of status drives
and the solution to this problem by the creation, in
effective communicative interaction with other actors
with similar problems of adjustment, of delinquent sub-
cultural values and correlated behavlioral patterns in
diametrical opposition to '"respectable middle class"
society. The general pattern is as follows: (1) the
orientation to and the temporization of middle class sta-
tus criteria by working class male youth, (2) status dis-
content, (3) experienced or perceived status frustration
in middle class status contexts, (4) the creation of the
delinquent subculture as a solution to the problems of

adjustment occasioned by the frustration of middle class

status drives, (5) reaction formation as a defense against
middle class status evaluation.
Delinquent behavior is posited as a result of prob-

lems of adjustment occasioned by the inability or failure
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of working class male youth to achieve status in terms of
middle class criteria combined with the lack of normative
coping mechanisms. Cohen argues that the family practices
and socialization experiences typical of the working

class do not adequately prepare the actor to achieve
status in middle class terms. In the pursuit of middle
class status, the child's status universe becomes maxi-
mized in the sense that '"the child may be legitimately
compared with any other child of the same age and sex"
(Cohen, 1955). This comparison may thusly be made with-
out any consideration of prior training and background,
in the sense that all children are to be universally
evaluated as individuals. It does not necessarily follow
that the ability of the actor to achieve status in terms
of the middle class is equally distributed throughout the
social structure. Where the status universe is maximized
and where the opportunity for achievement is class-linked,
intense frustration will be felt (Cohen, 1955).

Cohen postulates three reactions to middle class
status drives in the working class boy: (1) the "college-
boy," (2) the "corner-boy," and (3) the delinquent boy.
The basic division is between the first two, for the
delinquent response is conceived as the result of exper-
.~ lenced status frustration and of status discontent ang

the perceived possibility of status frustration.
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College-boys accept the middle class challenge and
enter the status game in terms of middle class criteria.
Those who successfully compete will be allocated the
respect and recognition of "respectable" society and will
be held up as role models. The exemplory position allo-
cated to the successful operates to increase their social
visibility and to illustrate the cultural ideology of
equal opportunity without regard to background. The
largest portion of college-boys fail in their status aspir-
ations and are dispensed with by negative evaluations
which act to decrease their visibility by inducing their
re-entrance into working culture. Those who fail but main-
tain their middle class orientation develop a negative
identity in response to the negative evaluations of self
by the middle class.

It is a mistake to assume that those working class
youth who do not take up the middle class challenge are
in no way concerned with middle class status criteria.
"There is no (isomorphic) correspondence between social
class and value system; it is probable that most have
internalized both value systems and the degree to which one
is dominant varies . . ." (Cohen, 1955, 108). The corner-
boy response is the result of status discontent and the
perception of the possibility of failure in middle class
terms. The most significant characteristic of the corner-

boy is that he has not withdrawn attributions of
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legitimacy from middle class evaluative criteria, and as
such, his temporizing with middle class morality makes
his adaption unstable and indecisive. The result of such
temporization is the fundamental ambivalence and margil-
nality of the corner-boy response (Cohen, 1955). This
response tends to weaken by the increments of negative
evaluation of the middle class.

"The hallmark of the delinquent subculture is the

explicit and wholesale repudiation of the middle class

standard and the adoption of their very antithesis.

The appeal of the delinquent subculture lies in the
refusal to temporize with middle class morality" (Cohen,
1955, 129-30). The attraction of the delinguent response

to both the college- and the corner-boy lies in the nature

of its relationship to the evaluative criteria and invi-
dious comparisons made by the middle class; the delinquent
response "totally rejects" the criteria of status charac-
feristic of middle class society and in its place substi-

tutes status criteria in terms of which working class

youth can achieve.

May we assume that when the delinquent seeks to
obtain unequivocal status by repudiating the
norms of the college-boy culture, these norms
really undergo total extinction? Or do they
linger on . . . repressed, unacknowledged
but an ever present threat to the adjustment
achieved at no small cost. Moral norms, once
effectively internalized are not lightly thrust
aside or extinguished. If a new moral order is







17

evolved which offers a more satisfactory solution

to one's life problems, the o0ld order usually

continues to press for recognition (Cohen, 1955, 132).
The intensity of this reaction indicates that even in the
delinquent response, the evaluative criteria of the middle
class has not been effectively extinguished, but has only
been repressed, and is a constant source of anxiety and

negative self evaluations. To the degree that the reac-

tion formation is effective, at least in the situation of

company, the youth no longer need experience status dis-

content and frustration for he is now belng evaluative in
terms of the status criteria operative in the delinquent

subculture; criteria in terms of which he is more likely

to achieve.

Neither the college~ nor the corner-boy necessarily
need experience nor perceive negative middle class evalua-
tions, for both have adopted a subcultural value system
which refuses to temporize with middle class evaluative
criteria, at least on the level of overt recognition.

Status is always a function of the role played and in terms

of the delingquent role, middle class status is an "irrele-
vant consideration." Status is not a quality present in
some action and absent in others, but is the result of

the responses of others to one's action.¥® Status does not

occur in isolation from social interaction, but in

¥This assumption forms the core of the interactional
approach to deviant behavior. See Becker, 1963; Becker,

1964,
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interactive situations where behavior is evaluated in
terms of standards defined as appropriate to the group
and the situation in question.

While Cohen puts emphasis upon the orientation of
the working class boy to the attainment of status in
middle class terms, Cloward contends that the goal of
the working class youth is not a middle, but is a work-
ing class referent. It is in this contention that oppor-
tunity structure and status frustration theory become
differentiated. The general pattern postulated by
Cloward is as follows: (1) working class orientation to
the improvement of their economic position within the
working class, (2) position discontent, (3) systematic
restriction of opportunity, (4) frustration, (5) aliena-
tion, (6) the delinquent subcultural response as condi-
tioned by community integration.

Cloward maintains that mobility aspiration need
not necessarily imply a change in reference group, but
can be conceived purely in economic terms, i.e., to
increase one's economic position within any given status
group (Cloward and Ohlin, 1960). Cohen and Cloward's
delinquents can be distinguished in terms of the degree
to which (1) a change in reference group is sought, and
(2) a change in economic position is sought. Rather than
a reaction formation, Cloward's delinquents are character-

ized by alienation from conventional social norms and the
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displacement of sentiments of legitimacy onto the norma-
tive structure of the delinquent subculture.

Cloward's basic hypothesis 1s a restatement of
Merton's central theorem:

The disparity between what lower-class youth are

led to want and what is actually available to

them is a source of a major problem of adjust-

ment. Faced with limitations on legitimate

avenues of access to these goals, and unable to

revise their aspirations downward, they exper-

ience intense frustration (Cloward and Ohlin,

1960, 94-95).
When the traditional channels to higher positions are
restricted for large categories of actors and when these
actors perceive the restrictions to be the result of
unjust deprivation, strain will increase the degree to
which alternative opportunity structures are utilized.
Discrepancies between aspirations and opportunity struc-
tures are utilized. Discrepancies between aspirations
and opportunity produce pressure toward innovation and
the use of illegitimate opportunity structures. Again,
the hypothesis will only hold in universalistic achieve-
ment orientations.

Merton, Cohen, and Cloward maintain that there are
socially structured differentials in the availability of
legitimate opportunity; to this Cloward adds that aspira-
tional frustration and the problems of adjustment do not
insure the response. The most significant step in the

alienative process is to place the blame for failure on

the structure of the social system rather than upon the







20

self. Given frustrated economic aspirations, position
discontent, unjust deprivation, and alienation, Cloward

posits a delinquent response; what particular response

depends not upon the nature of the aspiration, the prob-
lem of adjustment, nor the identification of the source
of faillure, but upon the socilally structured character-
istiecs of the community.

Depending on the degree of integration between
various ages and between the'carriers of conventional
and criminal values, identifiable subcultural patterns
become differentiated. Just as there are socially struc-
tured differentials in the available of legitimate oppor-
funity, there are also structured differentials in the
availability of illegitimate opportunity. Not any actor
can be any kind of deviant; although the strain created
by position discontent creates intense pressure for the
utilization of alternative opportunities, the actual
shape of the outcome relies on the integration and organi-
zation of the community.

The positions discussed are the major theoretical
statements of the anomie tradition in delinquent subcul-
tural theory.* The basic differences between the variants

lie on the nature of the goal-orientation. By a restate-

ment we saw that both variants assume systematic

¥For a detailed analysis of these positions see
Stewart, 1964.
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restrictions on opportunity and thus differences revolve
around the conceptualization of the goal. Status frus-
tration concerns itself with the goal of middle class
status which for the working class boy, entails a change
in reference group, but not necessarily a concomitant
change in economic position. Opportunity structure
theory envisions economic improvement without change in
reference group. The distinction between inter- and
intra-class (social and economic) mobility is implied in
the concepts used to denote the problems of adjustment:
status and position discontent.¥

Conceptually, the variables of status and position
discontent are so closely interconnected as to render
consistent empirical differentiation almost impossible.
This conceptual confusion as to the referents for these
variables has resulted in extreme operational difficulty
and ambiguity.

It is all too easy to conceive of status (inter-
system) and position (intra-system) discontent as a
disparity score between aspirational and expectational
levels on various adult status values such as education
and occupation. An examination of theoretical content
reveals that a disparity score is an appropriate measure

for both status and position discontent; what makes

*In this study, status deprivation and frustration
are most akin to position discontent, for they imply
intra-system movement.
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measures inappropriate in not the disparity score, per
se, but the dimensions utilized. A disparity score along
education and occupation adequately measures position
discontent; however, for a measure of status discontent,
evaluative dimensions tapping a behavioral-life style
variable should be employed.

The empirical assessment and operational construc-
tion of the position discontent variable is due to the
efforts of James Short and his associates. Short's
utilization of the mean disparity between aspirations and
expectations in terms of educational and occupational
achievement is an appropriate measure of position dis-
content, for educational and occupational mobility
reflect a concern for improvement of economic position
and are the traditional means by which such mobility is
effected.

Although economic and status mobility are theore-
tically independent variables, this does not preclude the
possibility of empirical correlation. In the sense that
the choice of aspirational and expectational levels on
educational and occupational dimensions is not restricted
to that range of choice which reflects a concern for
economic achievement, independent of increments in status,
but may also include choices reflecting a desire for a
change in reference group, a simple disparity score with-

out a curtailed range has little theoretical meaning. 1In
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terms of such a measure we cannot be confident of the
theoretical referent, i.e., position discontent, status
discontent, or both.

The same considerations are relevant to the partial
measures of position discontent comparing boy's level of
occupational aspiration and expectation to that occupa-
tional level currently attained by the father. When
utilizing the educational dimension, Short no longer
employs a disparity score but concentrates upon judged
"educational adjustment." The assumption is that the

world of education will be of more immediate relevance

to the boys so that those who are classified as maintain-
ing an unsuccessful educational adjustment and who per-

ceive educational opportunities as closed can be consid-

ered to be discontented with their position. Our con-

tention is that this is not an appropriate measure of

position discontent.
One of the most commonly used independent variables

that Short relates to delinquent involvement is a total

opportunity score. This index is constructed in such a

way as to reflect not only legitimate, but also illegi-
“imate, opportunities as perceived by the respondent.

(Total opportunities score) is obtained by adding
together legitimate educational and occupational
and adult power and helpfulness scores, and from
this sum subtracting illegitimate opportunity
scores (Short, Rivera, and Tennyson, 1965, 56-57%),

#¥See also Short, 196M4.







Since there are nc objective indicies for any of the above
variables, they are measured in terms of the respondent's
perceptions of availability in terms of the degree of
openness and closeness.

There is an ambigious theoretical referent for this
index for we are not confident of whether the total oppor-
tunity score measures position discontent or economic
frustration. It does not follow from the theoretical
content of position discontent that those who are dis-
contented with their position necessarily perceive greater
restrictions on the opportunities for achievement; or, on
the other hand, that those who are not discontented per-
ceive fewer opportunity restrictions. There is no neces-
sary relationship between position discontent and one's
perception of the degree of perceived opportunity restric-
tion.

In terms of economic frustration, it does not neces-
sarlly follow that those who perceive restrictions on
opportunity necessarily will be frustrated, unless they

act upon their perceptions. The most empirically valid

referent of the total opportunity score is an intervening
variable subsequent to position discontent and prior to
economic frustration, a variable which might be termed
"perceived restrictions on opportunity."

No less important than position discontent, but

less frequently studied, is Cohen's independent variable
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of status discontent. In one of the few empirical attempts

to deal with this variable, Reilss constructs a measure in
terms of invidious comparison of the relative worth of
one's clothes and housing in various status contexts.
Although he finds associations between status deprivation
and delinquent behavior in the predicted directions, the
strength of the associations are disappointing in view of
the theoretical import. Reiss notes that "the failure to
obtain results which strongly support the postulated
relation between status deprivation and delinquent behav-
ior can be due to failures in operationalization and
measurement as well as to flaws in the theory or both"
(Reiss and Rhodes, 1963, 147-149).

We acknowledge the difficulty of tapping variables
such as status deprivation by questionnaire materials,
but there seems to be a related conceptual problem in
that again we are not confident of just what the concept
of status deprivation refers to. Cohen's statement con-
tends that feelings of status discontent are, in part, a
function of invidious comparisons between the life-
styles of middle vs. working class peers. Such feelings,
when expressed by a working class youth, will probably
result in aspirations for social mobility. In response
to frustration of such aspirations, delinquent subcultural
solutions are found. Does Reiss refer to the independent

variable of status discontent or to the intervening
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variable of status frustration in his use of "status
deprivation"?

The answer, almost by accident, is found in a sug-
gestion for further research made by Reiss in conclusion.

The Cloward-Ohlin hypothesis that the problem

of adjustment for which delinquency is a solution
arises from the disparity between the opportunity
to achieve success and what lower class youth
want rather than from the perceptions of status
deprivations that leads . . . to status frustra-
tion (Reiss and Rhodes, 1963, 1L49). (My emphasis)

Status deprivation is conceived as indicative of status
discontent. Perhaps if Reiss had utilized the entire
framework in his analysis, the strength of the postulated
associations might increase. The relationship between
deprivation and delinquency is mediated by the relation-
ship between deprivation and the restriction of mobility
aspirations; this subject is theoretically central to our
analysis for it forms the conceptual basis for our first
three research hypotheses.

In this study, one of our major emphases will be
upon the fallure of the actor to effect status achieve-
ment and involvement in delinquent behavior. Our
research design calls for a theoretical respecification
of position discontent in terms of youth endorsed
"socie" values in the modern high school. We are <ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>