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ABSTRACT 

The interrelations among four socla/ control variables 

(conventional activities, attachment to school, attitude towards law, 

and delinquent friends) and confor~/ng behavior are exe~/ned through 

Goodman's method for ~ultiway contingency tables and the minimum logit 

ch/-square regression technique. ~nalyse~ of self-reported interviews 

from a random s~le of 385 school-aged children in Wayne County, 

~llchlga~, indicate that the assocla=ion between =easures of inner con- 

talnment and conforv~ing behavior often vanishes ~hen controlling for 

nu~er of delinquent companions. Contrary to the expectations of both 

Reckless and Hirschl, ~u~er of delinquent companions has more bearing 

on  confor~g behavlor than the measures of inner containment when both 

variables are included in the preferred ~del. Furthermore, these data 

lend no empirical support to Hirschi's finding that the "low-stake" 

adolescent is "much ~re likely" than the '~nigh-stake" adolescent to 

have committed delinquent acts when both have several delinquent 

friends. 

• o • 

NORC surveys a~ data on official violent crime rates reveal a 

rather strong~ posltlve, nonlinear relation between public support for 

¢apltal punishment and crime rates across reglcms of the U. $. This 

investlgatlo~ places the increase in support for the death penalty with- 

In ~he ¢ o u t e x t  of a more general "law and order" ~/ndrome w h i c h  

ix 
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intensified approximately three years after relatively large increases 

in the violent crime rate. Because "c~ in the streets" was an issue 

in the 1968 electionS, concern about crime i~tenslfled, ~-ith a resultant 

hardening of attitudes toward criminals and a greater defend for harsh 

penalties. Personality characteristics and personal vlctlmizatlons, 

however, are not significant anteceden=s of chan~e in death penalty 

at~tudes. 

o ° . 

Strain theorists emphasize the negative consequences of poor 

grades and low educatloDal expectations for the adolescent's economic 

future, aad they assert that educational antecedents (e.g,, educational 

expectations, academic performance) have a greater effect on the delin- 

quent behavior of boys than girls and of older than younger adolescents. 

By contrast," control theorists argue that ir~ediate prohlems are more 

salient than co===Irment to long-range goals, and hence they expect 

school factors to have separate or independent effects on delinquent 

hehavlor. The present study specifies the relatior~ between certain 

sthool variables and delinquency hy grade level a1~ sex to formally 

test for the 3-way interactions predicted by strain theorists. Al- 

though the findings provide mixed support for both strain and control 

theories, they more clearly reveal a need for fu~re research go ex- 

amine the differential impact of antecedent comditlons o~ the delin- 

quent behavior  of ado lescen t  subgroups. 



~'VESTIGATING 17~ Ih'TEF~ELATIONS ~uMONG 
SOCIAL CO.~*~-IROL VARIABLES ;~,~ CO.*~F:O~-MITY 

Control ~heorists (Briar and Pllla~n, 1966; Polk and Kalferty, 

1966; Reckless, 1967; Rirschi, 1969; Piliavin, Vadum, and Hardyck, 

1969) have argued :ha= subcultural and anemic theories of deviance fail 

to account for the consistent findings ~hat most adolescents engage in 

delinquen~ actlv/ties, that most "drift out" of delinquency as they 

mature, and that ~ch involvement in delinquent activities is sporadic 

and situatlo~.ally induced. Recent proponents feel that =he stress on 

deviance as the problem and =otivatlon as the answer account for such 

theoretical failures. From the control perspective, deviance is taken 

for granted -- conformity must be explained. 

Control theorists (Pillavln, Veda, and Hardyck 1969: 165- 

172) ass~ that everyone experiences pressures or motivations to 

deviate, that there is a common value system (Hirschi, 1969: 23), and 

that devlamt behavior is explained by varlatloo in one's commitment to 

these conventional standards. The weaker ~ commi=~nt, the greater 

the probability of delinquent activities. Differential involvement in 

delioquency, however, has been explained from two different control per- 

spect~ves. Rack/ess (1967) considers deviant and conforming behavior 

to be a result of the operation and interaction among inner and outer 

con~a£nments, environmental pressures and pulls, and organic and 

I 
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psychological pushes. ~irschi (1969) conten~s that delinquent behavior 

becomes more probable as the strength of an adolescentls "bond" to 

society %~akens. 

Although these perspec~Xves purpor: :o account for variable 

involvement in delinquemcy, both have severa/ !izitations. 1 Most 

notable are the conceptual and empirical ~---biguities concerning the 

relationships between de!iuquent associatie-~al patterns, personal 

characterlstics, and delinquen~ activftie~ (for example, see Bordua, 

1962: 258; Hirschi, 1969: 152-159; Liska, !97&). The present research 

~ill exemine the relatior~hips among confo.----/=ng behavior, delinquent 

co.anions, conventional activities, educational expectations, attitudes 

t~ward law, and attachzent to school %!chin due framework of each 

control perspective. 

The Cou ta inmen t  P e r s p e c t i v e  

A l o n g  ~ t s t  o f  v a r i a b l e s  r e l a t e d  to  d e v i a n t  a~d c o n v e n t i o n a l  

behaviors is presented in the containmen~ literature (see Reckless, 

Dinltz, and Murray, 1956; Dinitz, Reckless, and Kay, 1953; Dinitz, 

Scarplttl, and Reckless, 1962; Scarplttl et al., 1960; Reckless, 1967). 

These variables are classified into four ~mjor categories: environ- 

mental pressures and pulls, outer containment, Inner contalnmemt, and 

organic and psychological pushes. Pushes ~ inner containment are 

viewed as imtermal influences, whereas pressures, pulls, and outer 

c o n t a i n m e n t  are supposedly external t o  the individual. I n  addition, 

I. For more extensive crltlcls~s of One control perspectives, 
see Briar and Pl l lavln (1965), Tangrl and Schwartz (1967), Jensen (19;0), 
Qulnney (1970: 235-239), Schrag (1971: 8~-8;), and Akers (1973: 28--29). 
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pressures, pu/is, and pushes are presented as crlmlnogenic variablesm 

while in~er and outer containments are depicted as sources of conforming 

behavior. Deviant or conforming behavior is considered to be a result 

of the "in~erac~ion" among the variables in all of these categories 

(see Schrag, 1971: 83). 

E~viro-~-~ental pressures and DU~!S supposedly "draw the person 

away fro= his original =ay of llfe and accepted forms of living" 

(Rec'kless, 1967: &80) and encompass such phenomena as adverse living 

condltlous, unemp!oy=en~, ~tnority status, lack of opportunity, deviant 

companions, 2 membership in eriE/hal subcultures, and certain mass media 

influences. Keckless (1967: 475) defines outer containment as ". . . 

the capabillty of society, groups, organizations and co~unitles to hold 

the behavior of individuals hithin the bounds of accepted norms, rules, 

regu/atlons, laws, expectations, and values," including institutional 

reinforcement of norms, effective supervision and discipline, and a 

reasonable scope of conventional activities. Inner eontalnment repre- 

sents an indlx~dual's inner ability to follow expected norms. A focus 

on long-range, approved goals, such as education, purportedly helps the 

individual conform to approved norms and expectations. Other aspects 

include a good self-concept and commitment to conventional values, norms, 

laws, and customs. Finally, orha:llc and psvcholo,~ical pushes include 

such things as psychological defects, inner tensions, organlc impair- 

men~s, aro~ety, and hostilltyo 

2. IE is important to note that from Reckless' control per- 
speetive, delinquent companionship has a direct (cause D effect o n  the 
eomm~ssion o f  delinquent a c t s .  



~/= ~r2~less, D~ftZ, and Key. (19~7) ca~_l r~eir foz-mula~iou 

a ehe~ry, it has been severely cri~iclzed ~ ~:h l~cal and 

operar/o~al grounds. Oue critique peim~s ~c~ .~.a-- "it appears to 

he llt~le more than an inadequate clas~ific~i~-~_ s~h~_e" (Je~sem, 1970: 

4), for ther~ appears to he mo ra$ie~-~le for 'c!asmifyiug its variables 

as pushes, pulls, or inner and oucer contalr~e---:~ o~her ~hau i= ~er~s 

of the behavior ~o be explained. 3 There ~ ~ a!~o a saareity of c!ear!v 

stated, testable hypotheses other ~haz :haz ~E~ze~ by Reckless' "pre- 

dictlo~ model." The interrelations -~r~a~ ~=e ~u~al e/ements of the 

perspective mre left to the reader. 

The Social 5o--6 FerNDecziTe 

While ~eck/ess (1967) believes r-ha: f::~er research :us: "ferret 

out" ~he "basic regulators of nor---a:ive 5eha.-~:~r~" 8-nother author has 

attemgted this ~ithim the framework of a ~iffere~t ~ontrol perspective 

which explalv~ differential imvolv~=t in d~q~e~cy by the s:ren~h 

of one's ~es to conventional society. The ~jor pro?or ient  of this 

perspective (~rschi, 1969) argues ~hat ~he ~ of a~ adolescent to 

the couventio~al order ~ay be ~ak or vlr~=a//y ~exls~ent, thus i~- 

~rmasin~ the probability of dellv~uency. ~ ~ has four co~ueuts 

(beL~e~, ~nvolvemen~, attac/Iment, aud c~:=n!~z) which are pesi~ively 

related and are thou,~ht to have Inde;~nde~: effects c.a dellnq~ent 

b e h a v i o r  ( K l r s c h i ,  1969: 16--~). 

3.  For  e x a ~ l e ,  " s u p p o r t i v e  r e l a t ! o - ~ s "  (a v a r i a b l e  f a ~ o r -  
a b l e  ~o c o u f o c n i ~ y )  i s  l l s ~ e d  u n d e r  o u t e r  c ~ - ~ a ! ~ n t ,  whereas  i t s  
complement ,  "bad c o ~ a n / o o $ "  (a v a r i a b l e  f a ~ o r ~ l ~  t o  delinqu~ncy.)o i s  
r e g a r d e d  as  an a s p e c t  o£ e n v l r o ~ e o t ~ l  p u l l ~ .  
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Belief 

Control theorists assume that the delinquent believes in the 

societal values a~d laws even as he violates them. Eirschl (1969) does 

not assume, as do Sykes and Ymtza (1957), that the adolescent ~ust 

"neutralize" these beliefs. Instead, he contends "that there is 

variation in the extent to which people believe they should obey the 

rules of society" (P~rschi, 1969: 26). ~ne more strongly the adoles- 

c~ ~ tied t o  the l~s, the less likely he is to invent "techniques 

of neutralization." Conversely, the ~'eaker ~!s ties, the less he needs 

to seutrallze nor=a~ive constraints. 

]J~VO ivP..~P~mt: 

An adolescent may simply be too ~ived in convention~l 

activities to find time for law-breaking behavior (Hirschi, 1969: 22). 

Indeed, the adolescent ~rking at an after-school Job, playing base- 

ball, or doing hom~vork is not co=mittlng delinquent acts. The idea 

is t o  keep juveniles off the streets by filling their time with c o n -  

" ~ e m t l o n a l  activitles. 

A t i l t  

S o c i e t a l  n o r m s  a r e ,  by  d e f i n i t i o n ,  s h a r e d  b y  ~ s t  o f  t h a t  

s o ~ i e c y r s  m e m b e r s .  I f  a n  i n d i v i d u a l  i s  i n s e n s i t i v e  t o  o t h e r s  t o p l n l o n s ,  

h o w e v e r ,  h e  i s  n o t  e n t i r e l y  bound b y  t h o s e  v o ~  and i s  f r e e  t o  d e v i a t e .  

S : L ~ l l a r l y ,  t h o s e  who do  p o o r l y  £n s c h o o l  r e d u c e  cheJ.r e d u e a t l o n a l  I n -  

t erm~r . s  a n d ,  h e n c e ,  a r e  f r e e  ( t o  t h e  e x t e n t  o f  t h e ~ ¢  r e d u c e d  a t t a c h ~ e n ~  

¢o s c h o o l )  to  c o ~ t  d e l i n q u e n t  a c t s  (see F . ln~el~ng,  1973: 4 7 6 ) .  



6 

Although school rewards those possessi=g the necessar~i skills to solve 

intellectual problems, it p~Ishes aca~e=ica!ly incompetent adolescents. 

Thus, the chlld who possesses such skills and does well academically 

is more likely to enjoy school, increasing his attachment and lower~ng 

the probability of delinquency. 

One effect of peer attachment ~s dependen~ upon the conven- 

tlonallry of these i~dividuals. 4 Since Eirsc~hi argues that there is a 

s~ro~g tendency for adolescents to bef~end these whose activities and 

interests are congruent ~th their c~, individuals whose "stakes in 

eo~for~Itv "~ are low wou/d he more likely to have delinquent friends 

than would "high stakes" adolescents. ~.nus, H!rschi suggests that the 

relation between delinquent companions and delinquent behavior is spurl- 

ous: "Yhe boy takes up with delinquents an___~d commits delinquent acts 

because he has lost his stakes in confor-.~i=y" (P~irschl. 1969: 138), 

Faced with data ohvlously to the contrary, however, Hirsehi revised his 

model to include a (causal) arrow from delinquent co=panions to delln- 

quent acts (see Figure l). Even so~ thls suggests a =aus~l ordering 

~fferent from that assumed by dlfferen~lal association theorists who 

&. Kirschl. on the contrary, argues and claims to have shown 
e~plrlcally that attachment to peers is a deterrent to dellnquency 
regardless of the eonvencionality of friends. 

5. From such a view. decisions to ¢o=~/t delinquent acts are 
ra~onally determined (Pilfavln. Vadum. and Hardyck. 1969) given the 
ind~vldual's potential costs and rinks he runs of losing his previous 
imvestme~t in conventional behavior. The adolescent with high stakes 

conformity is come.tied to meeting co~ventlomel expectations and is 
thu~ less likely to engage in criminal actlvity than is one for whom 
these stakes are low. 
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Delinquent Acts 

The revised social control model iDclodes an arrc~; from delinquent 
companions to delinquent acts° 

F i g u r e  1. Hypothes ized  R e l a t i o n s  among Stakes  i n  Confo rmi ty ,  Del inquency 
of Companions, and Delinquent Acts [as Proposed by Hirschi's 
(1969) Social Control Y~o4el] 
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view delinquent companions as ~ i .~ t e rven ing  variable between "attitudes 

toward conventional persons or Las-~itutlons" and "delinquent acts." 

Co=~It~.ent 

Eve~ though "attachment = is subsu=~d by the notion of "stakes 

i~ conformity," "commitment" is ~ u s  ~ =~e term in that de~a- 

tion Jeopardizes one's chances of s-'~ccess. An Individual who loses his 

incentives for conventional goa!~ "£s to that extent free to co=nit 

deviant ac~s ~ithout 'nor=al' co=ce:-o ~or the consequences" (Hlrschi, 

1969: 162). Thus, an adolescent wh.o expects future pay-offs from a 

~igher education increases his snakes and decreases his probability 

• of delinquemcy. 

Researc~ P~t i o n a l e  

Al•hough differentlal £nvo!ve=ent in delinquency is explained 

somewhat differently by the two control perspeetlves, both predict 

identical hlvariate relations between each of the five previously dis- 

cussed variables and delinquency (see Table i). Very little conceptual 

or emplrical information is offered, however, concerning the inter- 

relatloas a~ong delinquency and the various =o-~binations of social 

c o n t r o l  v a r i a b l e s .  One ( c o n c e p t u a l )  ex~ep t lon  i s  R e c k l e s s '  (1967: 

478) " p r e d i c t i o n  ~ d e l "  (See F i g u r e  2 ) :  

• . . which ~alntalna that c ~  rates are at a maxi~ where 
bo~ ~ r  and outer contain=eats are weak, and at a mlni=~ 
where t he  c o n t a i n m e n t s  a re  s t r o n g .  I n  cases where one i s  weak 
and the other strong, Reckless holds thac ~.ak inner contain- 
~ n t  h~s a h i g h e r  p r o b a b i l i t y  of  c r l m l v m l l t y  t h a n  weak o u t e r  
c o u t a ~ e n t  ( S c h r a g ,  1971: 84 ) .  



Table 1. R e l a t i o n s h i p s  between Each of thQ Flve Soc i a l  Con t ro l  Var lab leo  and Del l , tquency.  
w i t h i n  the Two Cont ro l  PerApec t lves  

Soc ia l  Con t ro l  Var lob les  
C o n t r o l  P e r s p e c t i v e s  

Cent a [ t ln lent Ihll~d 
R e l a t i o n  to 
I)el lnquene~ 

(1) NO, Of delinquent compnnlons ~]nvlrolllenta] PnlI,~ Atttli',li~lent l'oHltive 

(2) Convenilonal ilct Ivlt le8 Outer Invnl vclnent Ncl~at Ira 

(3) Educstlonn i expectotlons Inner Cornml t meal NegnLIvo 

(4) Attachment to school Inner  AtLli(,hment Negnt lve 

(5) A t t i t u d e  towards low Inner  ] le l iuf  Negnt lvo 

~0 



iO 

Inner Containment 

5~rong Weak 

Outer 
Containment 

Strong 

Weak 

1 ~ 3 

2 4 
I 

*h%ere i = t he  lowest predicted number of delinquent 
acts, and 4 = the highest predicted number of acts. 

Figure 2. Reckless' "Prediction Hodel" and Its Hypothesized Inter- 
relations among l~er and Outer Containments and Delinquency, 
Controlling for Strength of the Containments 
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Moreover, Reckless claims that inner conLalnment should operate to deter 

adolescents from delinquency independently of outer containment, and 

measures of outer contalnmen~ should have an effect in sltuatlons of both 

strong and weak inner eontai---ment. Accordingly, Reckless hypothesizes 

no interaction effects between elements of inner and outer containment. 

Empirically, h~ever, H/rschi reported a signlflcant interaction 

among delinquent friends (or envirou.nenta! pressures and pulls), stakes 

in comform/ty (at irmer containment), ~nd dellnquency. 

As is true ~ any case of interac=icn, the statement tha~ the 
impact of delinquent friends depends on stakes in confo-~r~ty 
iuplies a corollary s~atement: the greater the number of 
delinquent friends, the greater =he i~-~act of stakes in con- 
form/ty. The low-5£ake boy =i~h mo delinquent friends is 
more llkely to have ¢o---~:=ed de!inquent acts than the hi,c- 
stake boy with no delinquent friends, hun the low-s~ake boy 
is much more !ikelv than =he ~l~h-s:ake boy to have co=m/tied 
delinquent ac=s when both have several delinquent friends 

• ~Hirschl, 1969: 158). 

Thus, H/rschi's empirical results run contrary to both h/s and Reckless' 

expectations. The present research ~ill further investigate the inter- 

relations among delinquency and selected components of the social control 

perspectives. 

The Pre~ent Investi~atlon 

The data for Ehls study were Barbered in 1974 by the Wayne 

Cottony Juvenile Facility Network [I~JF~] (1975) from public school 

dlstricts in grades seven through eleven of the "out county "6 area of 

Wayne County, M/chigan. A Pao-stage sa=pling design was utilized, The 

6. This includes all but the Detroit, Highland Park. and 
Han~ramck school districts. 
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first stage consisted of a sample drawn with replacement from the 33 

public school districts in the "out county" area. Each district ~s 

then weighted according to its total seventh through eleventh grade 

enrollment so that each child in the collective district had an equal 

chance of being drawm. In this manner, eight different school districts 

7 • were dra~s, and two dlstrlcts were each repeated once. 

In the second stage of the sa~le, names were selected at random 

from all seventh though eleven=h grade girls and boys in proportion to 

the actual enrollment in each grade at each school in every selected 

district. A total of 385 interviews, constituting 79 percent of the 

original sample, was conducted. Refusals to be interviewed, change in 

residence, and inability to contact parents accounted for the balance. 8 

The geographic area under consideration included not only densely 

populated, blue-collar, urban industrial co=nunitles, but also ~olly 

residential co==nunities, some of which were high income and ~ite-collar 

and others which were moderate to low income. The western edge of the 

7. From this initial dra~ng, three districts could not par- 
ticipate (one declined and the other two districts were too involved 
in labor negotiations to participate) and were replaced in a subsequent 
drawing (WCJFN, 1975). 

8. Of the 102 ~successful interviews, only four occurred 
because of refusals by the Juveniles to be questioned. Nonresponse 
bias could, therefore, arise from a "=obillty" factor (i.e., those 
students moving into or out of the selected school districts could be 
more or less delinquent than those already residing in the areas). 
There has been, however, very little research on the consequences of 
Juvenile translency and none on its relation to delinquency. In fact, 
past research provides no emplrical evidence that such a relationship 
even exists. For example, Barrett and Noble (1973: 187) concluded 
chat ".. . children who had mved did not differ from a random sample 
of their peers in Total Disability Aggression, Inhibition, or Learning 
Disability .... " Moreover, a study by Evans (1966) found no signif- 
icant differences in IQ between mobile and nonmobile students. 



13 

cc~mc"$ ~ so-~ sparsely se==led rural ¢owos with occasional farms. 

l~ne ~on--whize pop nlar/cea of the "out county" area is Only about 5 per- 

cent, =~st of ~i~h is c/~s:ere- ~ in a few co~ities not included in 

the sa~ le. 

The ~resent researc~ ~nes the interrelations ~ng delin- 

quency, deZ~:c,~_= peers, co~v~=-:onal activities, educational expec:a-- 

r_io=z, atr~mu~es t~.~ard ia~.-, a=d at:achment to school. Dellnque=g peers 

and cocven~=~ a==i~:ies are elemen$s of outer contain=en~ or en'~irc~.- 

~en=al p 7u.!is (or attac-b-~ent a=d involvement, respectively), whereas =he 

latter ~r~e varia~!es are ele=~nts of inner containment (or co~=~Itme=n, 

be/lef, a=~ a::ach=en=, respectively; see Table I). 

~ea.su~e of cor~entional activities was ba~ed on ~ine follow- 

Lug items: WDo yo= have a job during the schooi year; "9 "how -~a~y 

times have Tou ~rked on a school paper or for some o~her club apart fro= 

sports in ~he past year;" "how =any times in the past year have you been 

elected a class officer in school, or officer in a cl~ at school or 

o u ~ s l d e  s c h o o l ; "  ~how ~ r i c e s  i n  =he p a s t  y e a r  have  you p l a y e d  on a 

school ar..Tc~r~c team?" Scores ~ere calculated by su=~Ing each adoles- 

ce~c*s r e s p o n s e s  r.o r-hose f o u r  ques t ions .  

De~J<~en t  peer  assoc-lat io~s were measured by cesponses to  the 

q o e s t l o n ,  "Of  a l l  y o u r  f r i e n d s ,  how many out  o f  ~en have  done t h i s  i n  

t h e  p a s t  y e a r  ~ (1)  taJcen s o m e t h i n g  ~ r t h  l e s s  chart $50°00 ( p e t t y  

9 .  A " y e s "  r e s p o n s e  ~ coded  " l ; "  "no n was coded " 0 . "  
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larceny), (2) run a~my fro~ home (defiance), (]) dar~ged property, on 

purpose that ~asn't yours or your fa-~tly's (da=aged property), (&) been 

drlnk/ng with friends (d-~inki-"g), or (5) gotten into a fist fi~t ~-ith 

soz~-~one either by yourself or as part of a group (fights)?" 

Single items served as measures of the rer.aining independent 

variables: "~at kind cf education do you ex?ect to get after h/~ 

school" (educational exp~-z:aticns); "what if someone steals so~ethlng 

from a store just for the ".hrill of it" [Law i] and "some people say. 

chere are too :any unnecessary, laws and regulationS, and they lle to 

get around them" [Law 2] (attitudes to%-ard line); I0 and, "how much do 

you llke school?" (attachr~ent to school). All three measures of i~ner 

conta/nment were dichoto=ized so that any respondent who expected no 

further education after h/~h school was classified under weak ir~ler 

containmentp as were those %~o answered "not at all," "not very =uch," 

or "somewhat" on the attachment to school question or "always all rIEht," 

"often all ri~ht," or "all right once in a while" on the two attitudes 

toward law questlons. Conversely, anyone who responded "pretty well" 

* or "very well" (attachment to school) as well as those answering "almost 

never all riEht" or "absolutely never all right" (attltudes toward law) 

were classified under strong irmer ¢ontalnment. 

lO .  The a u t h o r  r e c e i v e d  t h e s e  d a t a  a f t e r  t h e  s t u d y  v a s  c o ~ l e t e d  
and therefore had no hand in devising the Interview schedule, Adm/ttedly, 
a slngle item which atte=pts to  measure a general attitude toward =any 
dlverse laws may appear invalid. In an attest Co "correct" chls, ~wo 
D~asures of **attitudes toward law" are included in the data a n a l y s i s  
so the re~der can draw h/s o~ c o n c l u s i o n s  concerning t h e  validity of 
the measure. The si~ilarl~y of the e=pirlcal results should appease 
~ost skeptics. 
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Rather than devising one delinquency scale covering a w~de range 

of differez:t acts, various offenses were used as separate measures of 

delinquent activities. "Petty larceny," "damaged property," "drinking," 

"fights" were measured by asking the respondents, "How many times 

have you cot--~itted "~hls act in the past year?" Defiance was opera=ion- 

allzed ~hrough a series of four questions: "How many times ~n dne past 

year h~Je you (i) stayed out all nigh= witho0t your parents' permission, 

(2) cursed at your parents to their face, (3) h~t either of your parents, 

amd (4) rum away from home?" Again, scores were obtained by su~ng each 

adoles=~:'s responses to the previous questions. The five offenses 

were dichotomized into the categories "no acts eo~=nitted" (conformity) 

an~ "o~e or more acts cozmltted" (deviant behavior), II with the 

~heoretlcal concern on explaining differences in the odds on conformity, 

relative ~ o  d e v i a n ~  behavior. 

Ii. Research by Erickson and Empey (1963) found that the clear- 
est ~stlmction among official deldnquents was between non- and one-time 
offemders, on the one hand, and recidivists, on the other. Prelirlinary 
tests were thus run on all 40 of the subtables in Tables 2 and 3 of this 
study co discover whether there were any discriminating dichotomies on 
~he volute of delinquent offenses. The dependent variables were tri- 
¢.hotomlzed (0, i, 2+ offenses), and the resulting tables were then 
partltlo~ed using the procedure described by Duncan (1975) in which the 
trichotomous dependent variables are represented as a set of three 
dlchorJsmous formal variables. This method can provide statistical 
J us~flcatlon for ¢omblnlng categories of polytomous variables in 
~l~lw~y tables. The resul~s revealed that in only three of the &O 
$ubtables should the categories of the dependent variables have been 
~o~blmed aatordlng to the results obtained by Erick~on and Empey (1963) 
(i.e., 0 ~ I v. 2+ offenses). 
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The data were analyzed by Good=an's (1970) me~-hod for multiwsy 

contingency tables 12 a~ ~he minimum logic chi-square regression tech- 

mique 13 (l-moil, 1970) ~ith the dependent variable 

12. Essen~=.e/:!y. Goodman's technique involves calculating ex- 
pected frequencies for each of The ~-~dels to be tested. The various 
models are evaluated ~ comparing expected frequencies to observed fre- 
quencies of hierarckiza! models, utilizing the likelihood ratio chi- 
square statistic to :--:=~ "goodness of fit." Hierarchical ~odels are 
co~pared by the sub:rat=ion of chi-square values and the degrees of 
freedom to yield a ze-~ chi-square statistic %.~.ich is then examined for 
improvement of fit. interpretation of the chosen modal is clarified by 
computing odds and od/s ratios on the expected frequencies; these de- 
scribe the strength cf =he relationship, or the ~a~nitude of each effect. 

"Odds" are ¢~uted in a fashion similar to those ,used in horse 
betting. For ex~!e, the odds on "conformity," relative to "delinquent 
behavior," would be .33 if 33 respondents had repor=ed zero delicts and 
100 had reported at least one delict for a certain offense, ~Thin The 
ith category of Educa:/onal Attachment and the ~th category of Delin- 
quent Co.anions ° 

13. ~nis tech~/que estimates the linearivy of the log odds of 
a dichotomous dependent variable on different combinations of scaled and 
du~ independent va~-ables. A particular regression z~del provides an 
acceptable fit to =he data if the predicted log odds don't differ signlf- 
foamily from the obse:~'ed log odds. A particular model's "goodness of 
fit" is determined by calculating the loglt chi-square statistic. 

WeighTs are defined by the formula. 

weight = (Aij + 0.5)(Bij + 0,5)/(AIj + Bij + i), 

~ere ~ ~d giJ a~, ~, ~=be~ of Jo~nil~ r~onding "no d~linqu~t 
acts" an~ ' one or more delinquent acts," respectively, in the Ith c a r e - -  

gory of conventional actlvities or delinquent peers a~d in the jth cate- 
gory of either educar/onal expectations, attachment to school, or 
attitudes to%-ard la~. 

~terpretatiou of the results can be clar~fle~ by an example of 
a m/nimum logic chl-s~.uare regression equation (from subtable [6] of 
Table 3): 

- .81 + 1.06(X 1) - .31(X 2) 

~nere Y - the expected log odds on conform/ty (perry larceny), X 1 - a 
du~y variable for Lducatlonal Attachment (0 - weak coutalument, i - 
strong), and X 2 - nu:"~er of Delinquent Companions. Thus. being strongly 
attached to the educational system raises the log odds on conformity by 
1.06, while an increase of one delinquent companion lowers these log 
odds by . 31 .  
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Yi = l°ge[(Al + 0"5)/(Bi + 0.5)], 

~here A i and B i are the frequencies for the ith response category 

(i " i, 2)* Independent variables included the linear scoring of the 

categories for conventional activities and delinquent f~ends and d~mmy 

variables for educational expectations, attachment to school, and atti- 

tudes toward law. 

The first se~ of analyses concerns the interrelations among each 

of the five delinquent acts with concentional activities amd each of the 

three measures of inner containment (educa$lonal e~ectations, attachment 

to school, and attitudes toward law), No acceptable linear fit to the 

models could be obtained with the minimum Iogit chi-square regression 

techn/que, but it could be argued that there is a nonlinear relation 

between conventional activities and delinquent acts. ~'herefore, the 

measure of conventional activities was collapsed into a =rlchotomy (0, 

1-4, and 5+), and the same data were then re-analyzed using the maxima 

likelihood multiway contingency table approach. The same conclusions 

are reached by either technique. As can be seen in Table 2, conventional 

activities has no effect on any of the five dependent variables ~eo in 

combination with one of the measures of inner containment. This con- 

clusion is slmilar to that reached by both H/ndelang (1973: ~81-483) 

and Hirschl (1969: 187-191), who reasoned that most adolescents are 

frequently exposed to law-breaklng behavior, and that the dellnquent 

acts themselves actually require little ti~e. 

It is interesting to note that in all four subtables involving 

che delinquent act "fights" and in two of the subtables ([13], [LS]) 
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~ n v o l ~  n d a ; ~ g e d  p r ~ r r T , "  t h e  measure  o f  i n n e r  c o n t e n t  a l s o  

had no e f f e c t ,  v .  t h e  r ~ / n / c g  t a b l e s ,  however ,  imuer  c o n t a i n m e n t  d i d  

have  a s i g ~ f l c a ~ t  e ~ f e c t  ( a t  t h e  .05 l e v e l  o f  p r o b a b i l i t y )  i n  t h e  

h y p o t h e s i z e d  ~ r e c ; i o u .  The odds r a t i o s  ( s t r o u g : v e a k )  d e s c r i b i n g  t h e  

r e l a t i o n  be~.-e=~u i n n e r  c o a t a i n ~ a n t  and t h e  odds on c o n f o r u / t y  a r e  a l l  

g r e a t e r  t=ha~ ~ e ,  i n d i c a t i n g  t h e r e  a r e  ~ore  comforu ing  a d o l e s c e n t s  

under coudiK-/u---s ~ere inner contai~=ent is strong than under ccndl- 

tioos %~en it is ~.a~. Moreover, this association appears to be qu/te 

strong, as -~he o6ds ra~ios range from a low of 1.60 in subtable [5] 

to a h/gh of 5.~ is subtab!e [19]. 

The second set of analyses concer~s the interrelations among 

each of the sa~e five de!isquent acts, delinquent companions, and each 

of the sane ceasures of inner ¢ontain-~ent. Regressimg the log of the 

odds on confor--~/ry, on delinquent co=panlons results in a good linear 

fit (the owiy exceptions be/rag subtables [12], [15], and [16] of 

Table 3). IA 1-ae ~hl-square statistics and preferred minimum logic ehi- 

square reEr~sslcrn equations are presented in Table 3. 

The dlfferenz measures of inner coutalnment have an independent 

effect ~ the dependent variable in o~ly five of the twenty subtables 

l&. In order to test for a nonlinear effect, "delinquent 
friends" was celia?seal into a trlcheto=y. (0, 1-4, 5-10) and these 
subtables were then analyzed by Good~an's technique. The trivial 
model of ~-way interactio, had to be accepted for subtables [12] 
and [15], a~d the observe d cell frequencies were therefore needed 
to explain the association among the three variables. The association 
in subtable [16]. ho~ever, can be explained by the single nonlinear 
effect of delln~uent friends on the dependent variable. 
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{ [ 6 ] ,  I 9 ] ,  [ ~ 1 ,  [191, ~ [20 ] }  ~ T ~ e  2. Lu ~ o f  the 

. 15 o f  v a r i a b l e  s a = ~ _ u g  = = ~ = ~ - a  adopted, home ~e~e indep~mde=~_ effects 

are in =he di~e=t:~r~ k_--~=rf=esized by Eeckless (see Figure 2). Since 

Reckless predic~_s =~re g-~viance in slt~atic~s -J~ere inner c=u~ainment 

is weak aud c~ar con~=~-L--=-- _- is strong tha~ ~er the opposi--e eondi- 

zions, there si-~---id also be more conferuists (or less deviator3) under 

the latter s!z~i~rzs. Results contrary to Reak/ess' expe£ta~--~s, 

however, are founi :~u ai/ give sub:ables. Figure 3 presents ~he (fitted) 

odds on confo:--_i~y by. m~--ber of de!Lnquent frieD~ds %~itlnin cazeF~ries of 

attachment to school fcr suhtable [I0] of Table 3. E/be odds caw ccnformity 

under situa~-~.Is of s=r~rag inner containment (or kigh-stakes) ~ weak 

outer com~airm~e=~ a/e .35, as co~-pared t o  ~he opposite si~ua~-ic~ %-here the 

odds on ccnfc~/ty are 2.09. Resu!=s si=ilar =o these are fs~-~ Ln the 

o~her four subtables. 

Cx~=paring the subtables in Table 3 %ith the correspcmding 

subtables im Table 2, i= appears that the association 5e=weeu the ele- 

memts of lurer con~a~K and the dependent variables is oftem spurious 

or indirec~ (co=pare s~btables [5], [7], [8], [l&], [16], [!;], and [18]) 

when contro ~lllng for musher of delinquent companS.o~s. Even though dlf- 

ferent (causal) models could lead to ehis fln~ing, these resu/~s run 

contrary to Hirsch/'s (1969) expeetatious in his social contr~l model 

15. The du=my, warlable scoring prc~eduzes were as f~lluws: 
educa=£ona/ ex-#ectat£ons, 0 - strong containment, 1 ~ weak; attach- 
ment ~o school and attitudes to%'~rd law, 0 - ~ containment, I - 
s t ron g .  
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F i g u r e  3 .  ( F i t t e d )  Odds  o n  C o n f o r m i t y  ( R e l a t i v e  t o  D e l i n q u e n t  B e h a v i o r )  
by  ~ b e r  o f  D e l i n q u e n t  Companions w l t h l n  C a t e g o r i e s  o f  A t c a c h - -  
~ e ~ t  t o  S c h o o l  ( f r o ~  S u b t a b l e  [10 ]  o f  T a b l e  3) 
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(see Figure !), in ~hich he predlcted the association between delinquent 

friends a=~ ge!inquency vould be negligible when controlling for =easures 

of inner ccg=tainment. 

Moreover, slgn~fleant interactions between ~easures of ~er 

and outer c~-a--aln=~nts aud conformity are found in only three subtables 

([ii], [12], ~-d [15]) of Table 3. None of these i~teractlons, however, 

are in the direction reported by Hlrschi (1969: 158). ~ile =he odds 

on conform~.y for low-stakes (weak inner containment) adolescents with 

no delimq~e~: friends are lower than the corresponding odds for high- 

stakes (strong inner containment) adolescents with no delinquent friends 

in substaDles [II] and [15], 16 =he odds on conformity for the Ic~,-stakes 

adolescen= ~=h many delinquent friends were no__!= found to be a "great 

deal" lower :~an =he corresponding odds for the high-stakes adolescents 

as suggested by P~rschi~ QuJte =he contrary, the odds on conformity for 

subtable~ [iI] and [12] reveal that the low stakes adolescent with many 

dellnqhemt friends is actually les.___ss likely to commit delinquent acts 

than the hlgh-stakes Juvenile ~ith an identical number of delinquent 

c o ~ a ~ o n . s  ! 

Discuss ion  

present research does not support the widely held belief 

=.hat "idle hands are the devilts workshop," Results from this study, 

at least, I~cLtcate that programs deslgned to keep youth busy and "off 

16.  $ubcab le  [12 ]  revea led  t h a t  t h e r e  I s  no s t a t i s t i c a l l y  
s i ~ f i e a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  between low-  and h i g h - s t a k e s  ado lescen ts  ( ~ t h  
no de l l~qv~-~ t  f r i e n d s )  i n  r e l a t i o n  to c o n f o r m i t y .  
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the streets" as a deterrent to crime ~y fa~l. {~ewever, wh~le studies 

by Kirschl (1969) and lllndelang (1973) support these results, So,haler 

(1969) found a slightly negative relation bePJeen participatio-n in high 

school interscholastic sports ~nd official delinquency when controlling 

for academic achievement and father's occupation. Thus, involvement in 

conventional acti%ities as a deterrent to delinquency warrants further 

e~pir/cal investigation, because from a prevent.ion and control vle~- 

point it represents one of the few variables %ith policy implications 

(i.e., as opposed to "sex" or "race," "involvement" is a ~n/p lu!able 

variable). 

If there is, in fact, a preventive effect due to iuvolve=eut, 

future research must specify what types of activities are meaningful 

(e.g., sports, church, recreational, clubs, etc.) and under ~'~-aa= condi- 

tlons it occurs. Further, the processes by which these posslhle pre- 

ventive mechanisms occur need to he specified, ls It due to a greater 

exposure to noncriminal influences, stronger social controls, lack of 

tlme, selection, or some comblnat~on of these? 

Evidence from these data also falls to support Reckless' (1967) 

hypothesis that inner containment plays the larger role in controlling 

deviance. The results in Table 3 suggest chat at least one ele.~ent of 

en~ronmental pulls (or outer containment) -- number of dellnque~t 

c~an/ons -- may be ~re important in controlling crime. In fact, the 

(supposed) association between inner contaZnment and conform/ty vanishes 

In seven of the subtables when controlling for delinquent associations. 

The effect of inner containment is sometimes slgnlfleant, h~ver, in 
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the or~her subt~J~l~s. Further research must specify the czrmditlmns under 

~ch ~£fferen= elements of inner and outer containments h=~we a deter- 

re~z effee= on delinquency. Be as it =my, the present fir "~Imgs lend 

Do ~!rlca! support to Reckless' (!967) prediction of more delinquency 

=n~er cs=/itions of weak inner containment and strong outer .~:~nzainment 

r21am ia the reverse situation. Furthermore, Table 3 yielded c-~ly three 

s!~-i--'icant incerac=ions among elements of inner and outer ~---~:~/nment 

a=~ c=n!or=!ty, and none of these interaction effects were i= r~e dlrec- 

re~erted by Hirschi (1969). 

There are, however, many other variables encompassed- by the 

~=ro! perspectives not presented in this study. This research ex- 

arJ-ned on!y the re~tions among ~o aspects of outer c o u t  ~re!--~.~ent, three 

measures of inner containment, and five delinquen= acts. Y~ereover, there 

are ~-o methodological differences which distinguish this s : ~ y .  from 

E!rschi's: (1) both boys and girls were included in the present analyses, 

am~ (2) while Hirschl (1969) included six different acts in his measure 

of delinquency, separate analyses for five acts ~ere conducted in this 

s=udy, w~th the focus on conforming rather than deviant ~5ehavior. Prate-- 

over, while four of the offenses used by Hirschi were also e~compassed 

by r.he present study (petty larceny, 17 fighting, and pro-~erty, damage), 

his o t h e r  ~ a c t s  (grand larceny and car theft) were clearly of a more 

se.rlo%~ mature than the status offenses utilized here (della=co and 

drLnki=g ). 

17. l~rschl (1969) Included two measures of pertly larceny in his 
delinquency index: (i) Rave you ever taken little things (%~er=h less 
Khan $2.OO) ~hat d/d n o t  belong to you? (2) Have you ever taken things 
of ~ value (between $2.00 and $90.00) that did not belong ~o you? 
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F£n~O~y, e v e n  t hough  t h i s  s t u d y  ~as  couched i n  c e r e s  o f  

cou t a in r~ -nc  p e r s p e c t i v e ,  t h e  r e s u l t s  a r e  a l s o  a p p ~ c a b l e  co ~ - ~ c ~ i ' s  

p e r s p e c t i v e  c o n c e r n i n g  t h e  s o c i a l  bond.  Both p e r s p e c t i v e s ,  ~ e ! o r e ,  

r e c e i v e d  l ~ t l e  e ~ p i r i c a l  s u p p o r t  u s i n g  t h e  p r e s e n t  d ~ t a .  
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CHA~NGL%G ATTII=JDES TO~A.RD CA.DIT_~L pD~.qSH}~r~'f 

Despite the persistence of legal, moral, and  political 

controversies over ¢apl~al punismnen~ during the past 150 7ears, 

a~lition groups were active and moderately well organized during only 

Kbxee periods of U. 8. history: the 1840's, 1910's, and late 1950's 

(Badau, 196&). Although these ~ov~nents resulted in the abolition or 

severe restriction of the death Fenalty in only ten states by 1962, the 

abolltio~ists' activities may have had a n -ur~ber of o~her effects. 

F!rst, ever since e.he founding of the English colonies in 

Amerlc~ there has been a trend toward restricting capital punishment. 

Although .~rth Carolina required death for over 21 acts as late as 1837 

(Bedau, 1964: 7), capital punishment for many crimes (e.g., adultery, 

statutory, rape, buggery, and perjury in a capital trial) have been 

r~mo~ed from the criminal statutes. 

Second, the Supreme Court has become more sensitive Eo =apltal 

4efendamts' rights (Skinner, 1976): (i) In Powell v. Alaha.na, 1932, the 

Court h~d that counsel must 5e provided for capltal defendants. In sub- 

sequent decgs£ons i~ (2) ruled agaZnst racial d i sc r im l r~ i om in  Jury 

selection (Patton v. M~sslsslppl, 1947), (3) provided protect~n against 

c~)e~ced confessions (Flkes v. Alaba~a_, 1957), a~ (4) ruled ~hat 

29 
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ve~ira=~n %-bo expressed general objec~iou~ to or relig~us staples 

aEa~-us~ capital ~is~-~.ent cou/d not be excluded from capital juries 

¢;!thersDoc~ v. Illinois, 1963). 1 

.~-nlrd, desp~ite the ostensible failure of :oral aSo!!=!on in ~he 

E. 5., ~he number of executions (beg'~Izziug Ln 1930) decreased from a 

h/Eh of 199 in 1935 to zero in 1968 rand subsequen= years C=~elang et 

el., 1973) umtl/ ~he execution of Gary Gilu~re in !977. Am !ucreased 

reluc=a~ne by juries to ~pose the se=:ence and a greater %i!!in~ness 

by. g~vernors to co:~=e death sente~es to life Lu?risor~e~-. nay par- 

E~F explain dne declining number of execu~ious. 

In view of these three consequences of ~he abolZtin~ist movement, 

it is hardly surprising ~ha~ _rrsk/ne (19;0) reported t/-.st .~-~bllc support 

for the death penalty, in murder cases declined from 68 p e r c e m :  i n  1953 

tO &2 percent in 1966. This trend reversed af=er 1966, ho%~ver, and the 

leve/I of support rose to 51 perce~t in 1969. The most r~e~: data, from 

the 1976 ,Natloval Opinion Research Cen=er [NORC] General Social Survey, 

i~dicate ~hat over 65 percen= of Americans favor capital p~is-~ment for 

rzLrder. 

Numerous studles ~idE~r and Ellsworth, 1974; Sarat a~d Vidmar, 

1975; Smith, 1975; Rankln, 1977) have m e r e l y  ~ r . h l s  increase 

in favorable atr/~udes toward the death penalty si~ce 1966. O~her 

rec~= survey research (e.g., C, elles and Strauss, 1975; Thomas and Foster, 

1. ~ a u s e  ~.h~s s t u d y  ~s concezned wi~h t h e  e v e ~  ~ C  
o c c ~ e d  p r i o r  t o  r ~ e  i n c r e a s e d  s u p p o r ~  f o r  c a p i t a l  p t ~ s ~ e n t  b e g i n n i n g  
~ime between 1966 and 1969, =ore recent Supreme Court de~isions c o n -  

c e ~  r.he d e a t h  penalty a r e  ~ t  r e l e v a n t .  
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1975; Fattah, 1976) has revealed correlates of death pe~al~F attitudes 

using cross-sec~o~l data; but ~hese my provide only a dubious basis 

for explaining change. 

Gelles and Straus (1975) claim ~o have found evidence that 

physical %iolence %~thi~ the family is positively correlated w~h sup- 

port for capital punishment. Experiencing such violence supposedly 

produces a personality structure (e.g., a do~aa~ic or aub~or!zarian 

personality) which ls an intervening variable between fa:/ly violence 

a~ death penalty attitudes. Indeed, research by Comrey and :;e~eyer 

(1965), Crosson (1966), Boe,h~ (1968), Rokeach and McLellan (1970), Jurow 

(1971), Snortum and Ashear (!972), &nd Rokeach and Vid~ar (1973) has re- 

vealed that advocates of capital punishment are ~re likely than aboli- 

tlo~sts to make high scores on numerous psychological measures of 

conservatism, dogmatism~ and au~horitarlanlsm. Furthermore, Fattah 

(1976: 13) suggests that death penal£y attltudes are stable a~d resls- 

ta~t to change and that these attitudes are u~llkely to be influenced 

by period effects such as the rising concern over viole~ crimes. 

While the foregoing studies have indicated various personality 

and familial correlates of death penalty atcltudes, these characterls- 

~cs are not ~ecessarily relevant as antecedents of short-term attltu- 

dlnal change. Long-run trends in cohort succession and migration 

p a t t e r * ~  may alter personallty characteristics or familial structure, 

resultlng in some o f  t h e  changes in t h e  death penal~y cited earlier 

(e.g., restricting the number of capital offenses). However, sim=e it 

h~gh/y u~llkely that soclalizatlom a~tecedents changed rather abruptly 
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a b o u t  a g e n e r a t i o n  a g o ,  c o h o r t  s u c c e s s i o n  and  m i g r a t i o n  p a t t e r n s  c a n  

mot adequately account for short-term fluctuations. Only historical or 

period effects (e.g., concern over the rising violent cri~-~e rate) could 

adequately explain the recent rise (since 1966) in support for capital 

punishment. 

Furthermore, this rise is probably not a result of an increase 

in ~ne nu=ber of personal victimizations. Surveys conducted for the 

President's Commission on Law Enforcement and Adzinis=ra=ion of Justice 

(Yne Zdational Crime Co~sslon) found little relationship between vlcti~- 

Ization and attitudes toward cri:e. Bider-~an et el. (1967) found no 

difference in "ar~ie=y" scores between victimized and nonvictimized 

respondents. Similarly, Ennls (1967) found so re!at~on between victim- 

iza~ion and "concern" about crime. Both Bider-.~n et el. (1967) and 

Hcintyre (1967) found that victimization experiences (even in dramatic 

crimes such as robbery) did not have any long-ter~ effects on victims' 

attitudes and behaviors (e.g., being overly conscious abeut iock/ng 

doors to prevent burglarles)¢ 

Thus, personality characteristics and personal victimizations 

~an not account for the short-term rise in public support for capltal 

punishment since 1966. Rather, it is the posltlom of this paper that 

the Increasimg support Is part of a more general "law and order" syndrome 

which intensified ~pproxlmately three years after relatlvely large In- 

crea~es in the offlcimlly reported vlolent crime rate were publicized° 

U~lllzing f i v e  years of ~atlonal Opinion Resesrch Center General Social 

Surveys (1972, 1973, 1974, 1975, 1976) and ~ta on official violent crime 

rates (Federal Bureau of Investlgatlom, 1968, 1969, 1970, 1971, 1972, 
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1973, 1974, 1975, 1976), ~ study reveals a ra=her s=ro~g, positive 

nonlinear relation be~e= ~apport for capital punish=ent and violent 

crime rates across regions of ~he U. S. 

The Sa~Dle and 0ues~Icn 

The annual General Social Surveys conducted by the Natlonal 

Opinion Research Center [XC2C] from 1972-76 provide an opportunity to 

investigate the American ~ub!ic's changing attitudes t~.mrd capital 

ptunishment. The targeK pc~]ation comprised the no ~ninstitutionalized 

population of ~he co~t!nen'.~2 U. S., 18 years of a~e and older. The 

1972-74 designs provided a standard multistage area probability sample 

to =he block or se~en= leyei. Quota sampling based on sex and age was 

used at the block level. O~ly half of =he 1975 and 1976 sa=ples was 

selected by means of the design used from 1972-74; =he remainder of 

these samples was chose= according ~o a full probabilltv design. 2 Each 

year approximately 1,500 respondents were asked, "Do you favor or oppose 

the death penalty for persc~-s convlcted of m~rder?" with "favor," 

"oppose," and "don't know" 5elng the possible responses (see Appendix A). 

Since ~hls question asked abou~ death only in murder cases, the 

responses may not indlcate support for capl=al punlshment for other 

crlmes. While fewer resp~=dents r~ay favor death for less serfous crlmes 

(e.g., rape, robbery, or arson), =ore persons ~uld probably favor its 

use i f  the questlon included specific ¢ontlmge~les, such as  the grue- 

some detalls of a murder. 

2, Consult Appen~ A of the NORC General Social Survey code- 
books for more detailed descrgptlons of the sa~pl~g designs. 
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f~t, past stifles have indicated that there are varying 

level5 of death penalty ~pport depending upon the circu=~tances of the 

case. For example, both Juror (1971) and a 1973 Harris survey (reported 

in V£ -du~r ~ Elis~or~h, 1%74) found tha~ even though ~any persons 

favored capital pun/s~t at a general t abstract level (i.e., no 

specific contingencies were included in the question that asked about 

death for persons convlc~_ed of murder), this support decreased substan- 

~ally ~en the respo~en~s were asked how they would behave if serving 

on a jury. This suggests =hat the number of executions may decrease 

because ~urors would be ~-~illlng To conflict capital defendants. ~re- 

over, persons favoring capita/ pun/shuent at Ehe general level wanted 

its application con~ingen~ upon the clreum~tances of the case, the 

character of the defe-~dant, or both ~idmar and Ellsworth, 1974: 1267). 

On the other hand, ~hen respondents were confronted with a 

choice between mandatory or no death penalty for persons convlcted of 

premeditated murder, El~.~-~orth and Ross (1975) found that 63 percent 

chose the former. They reasoned that there were a large number of 

persons '%~ho so strongly favor the execution of some partlcul;r felons 

~%a= they are willing, if necessary, to tolerate a s/milar f~L~ for 

other felons whom they believe no_._~t to merlt so severe a penalty" 

(Ellsworth and Ross, 1975: 167). Regardless of how the question is 

l~hrased, however, onl 7 ~e NORC n~zi~nml survey has consistently in-- 

eluded an identical que~tlon about the death penalty since 1972, thus 

facilitatin 8 replicated cross-sectional research. 
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The decision to compute subsequent odds and odds ratios on 

"Favor," relative to "Oppose/Don't Know," ~ms dete-----ined by parti=ionlng 

the likelihood ratio chi-square statistic (~) in various 2-~'ay con- 

tingency tables (capital punishment by variables 7, 9-13 of Appendix A). 

Furr~her 3-~-'ay cross-classlfications (capital pun/shment by year and 

color or region) were previously partitioned (. -genk/m, 1977) ,~sing the 

procedure described by Duncan (1975). This nethod can reveal how the 

several categories of an ~neollapsed polytomous vat--fable ~teract ~ith 

~ne other variables, since these categories often do uot behave simi- 

larly. Dete.-~i~ing ho%, a polytommus variable relates to the other varl- 

ables, in turn, is logically prior to the decision c~- how to combine 

categories of this variable (if such a step can be justified at all). 

Models were thus specified which allowed different ceutrasts between 

response categories of capital punishment and the other independent 

variables. The dichotomy "Favor v. O~pose/Dcn't K.nc~" captured all of 

the significant contrasts in both the 2-way and 3-~my tables and is, 

therefore, utilized in the following analysis. 3 

"Odds" are computed in a fashion familiar to those acquainted 

w~th betting. Fnr example, the odds on "Favor," relative to (i.e., 

3. One plausible interpretatfon is t.hat a number of the "donVt 
kn~w" respondents in the NORC survey were actually expressing reserva- 
tions about the death penalty and were not simply ~t~hout opinions. 
W~ile the drop in percentage of "don't know" responses from 7.8 percent 
in 1972 to 4.7 percent in 1976 may reflect decreasing uncertainty gener- 
ated by the controversy over capital punis ~hm~ont, it is still quite a 
high level relative to other NORC questions (see Snith, 1975: 265). 
This could indicate that respondents found this a difficult question to 
answer due to the gravity of their decisions and generality of the 
ques r.~.on. 

I " 
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d/v£ded by) "Oppose/Don't Know," are 1.12 in 1972 because 852 persons 

responded "favor" and 757 responded "oppose" or "don't know." Since 

~he corresponding odds on "Favor" are 1.90 in 1976, the odds ratio 

"1976:1972" is 1.90 divided by 1.12, or 1.70. This ratio (1.70) is 

greater than 1.0, indicating that the odds on "Favor" in 1976 are 

greater than the corresponding odds in 1972. 

Vlctlmlzatios and Death _=enalrv Attitudes 

The experience of being assaulted, robbed, or even burglarized 

could have an effect on the vlctlms t attitudes to~mrd punishment. For 

example, victims could develop punitive attitudes, resulting in a 

greater demand for harsh penalties such as capital punishment. Ho%-ever, 

the findings by Bider-~an et el. (1967), Ennis (1967), and HcIntyre (1967) 

are confirmed here; it appears that vlc=imlza=ion experiences do not 

effect the victims' attitudes to a great extent. 

The present study investigated the relations among each of four 

NORC vlctimlzaKion measures (see V 1 to V 4 of Appendix A) with the year 

of the survey and responses to the questlon on capital punishment. 
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These four cables were analyzed by Goodman's (1970) =e=hod for nultiway 

contingency tables. 4 

~ significant relation was detected 5ev~'een "assault" and 

capital ptunishment. .~oreover, the associations be~-~een "robber}-" or 

"burglary" and =he death penalty were in the oppesite direction from 

that expected. Yne•preferred models (see footnote &) included separate 

effects of year and robbery. (X 2 = .07, d.f. = i, p = .80) or burglary 

(X 2 = .17, d.f. = i, p = .68) on capital punishment, i~2..e odds ratios "no: 

yes" were 1.50 and l.b& for "robber}-" and "burglary.," respectively. 

Thus, persons who were not viccimized were more likely ~o favor the 

death penalty than =hos e who were robbed or burglarized. Only "threat" 

(i.e., "Have you ever been threatened ~ith a gun, or shot at?") ~'as 

significantly associated ~th capital punishment in t~he hypothesized 

direction. Both year and "threat" were separately associated with 

capital punishment (X 2 = .001, d.f. " I, p " .97). •ne odds ratio "yes: 

no" is 1.27, a rather s~all but significant relation. Generally, then 

these results discredit the idea that vic£imlzation experiences are 

accounting for the increasing support for caplcal pumis~h~ent, since 

4. Th is  techn ique invo lves t h e  examinat ion o f  a set  o f  h l e r a r -  
chlcal models, each of which is described by a particular combination o f  
main and interaction effects of the independent variables with the depen- 
dent variable. Each model is charac te r i zed  by its "goodness of fit" to 
the observed data, as evaluated by the model's likelihood ratio chl- 
square s t a t i s t i c  and degrees of freedom. H i e r a r c h i c a l  =odels are com- 
pared by subtracting chi-square values and degrees of freedom to yield 
new chi-square statistics whlch are then examined for L=prove~ment of 
fit, A preferred model is selected on the basis o f  "goodness of fit" 
and "parsimony" and cannot be slgnifican~ly improved u~pcn by the in- 
clusion of additional effects. Interpretation of t h e  preferred model 
l$ clarified by computing odds and odds raclos (fro~ the expected fre- 
quencies) which describe the magnitude of each effect. 
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(I) the y e a r  effect did not disappear when the vicm~Imization measures 

~ere ~ncluded in the ~del, and (2) ouly one of ~he four victimization 

measures was even significantly related to death penalzy attitudes in 

the h>~othesized direction. 

Law and Order S~drome 

The increasingly favorable sentiment tcu'ard capital punishment 

=my be part of a more general "law and order" symdrc~-e, u,'hich is in turn 

associated ~-£th the rapidly rising violent crime rate. ~ Figure i 

presents the proposed relationship between the violent crime ra~.e and 

measures of the law and order syndrome (the syndrc~..e itself is unobserv- 

able). Favorable death penalty opinion may he a retributive (Vid--ar. 

1974) or deterrent (Thomas and Foster, 1975) react~om :o a growing 

c o n c e r n  about c r i m e .  

Heightened Concern about Crime 

Although the U. S. violent cr~ne rate (as reported by the F.B.Z. 

in Unlfoz~ Cr~e Reoorts, 1968-75) had been rising slowly but erraticaiZy 

since 1943, it was not unt£1 1963 that these increases became relatively 

l a r g e .  Between 1943 and  1963 t h e  r e p o r t e d  v i o l e n t  cr i~-e  r a t e  r o s e  from 

109 .2  to  166 .7  p e r  h u n d r e d  t h o u s a n d ,  an  i n c r e a s e  Of o l d y  57 .5  o v e r  a 

s p a n  o f  20 y e a r s .  W i t h i n  t h e  n e x t  t e n  y e a r s ,  h o ~ e r ,  t h i s  s a~e  r a t e  

i n c r e a s e d  f r c ~  166.7 in 1963 to 414.3 in 1973. Co~co~cantly, natlonal 

5.  A c c o r d i n g  t o  p r e l i m i n a r y  r e p o r t s  i s s u e d  b y  t h e  F . B . I . .  t h e  
general violent crime rate for the U.S. decreased Lu 1976. Since this 
study (I) was completed before the publication of the 1976 U~.ifor= 
Crime Reports and (2) utilizes three year time l a g s  helen the violent 
crime rate and public attitudes toward the death pe~alcy, the 1976 CCR 
d a ~  w i r e  ~tot ~ e d .  
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public o p ~ o ~  survays revealed a hiegh--ene~ cc~.~ern abou: cri.na. 

Opinion polls conducted for the Xa~ioual Cr:m~ C.~---iss~o~ fo~:~d that 

respondents believed crime van increasing cud ~re ~st conce~'-~ed about 

crimes of violence (McIntyre, 1967). 

Until 1966, Interuatinnal issues were ~ chief concern of those 

Gallup respondents who were asked open-ended q'--e&:ions a~out na=ional 

problems. "Crime," in fact, was not nen:ioned 57 ~cugh ~erso~ to 5e 

included in its list of ~ajor proble:~s. =-uwever, in a 19~6 national 

survey conducted for the National Cr!-~e ~s~.~, .%~3RC interviewers 

asked respondents %%ich of six ~ajor do=~-stic prDble~zs the_'." ,had been 

most concerned about recently. "Criue" %~cs the s.ec~-'-d :~t frequently 

chosen proble= C.~Intyre, 1967). 

Another sur%,ey of 1,000 Boston homeowners found %tl-.at only 18 

percent defined the "urban Crisis" in ter-~s of b-~using, urban renewal, 

pollution, and transportation. ~-hile =erely 9 percent ~ n t i o n e d  jobs. 

The "urben crisis" was primarily identified ~i~h crime, violence, and 

racial tension (Wilson, 1968: 26). In January of 1968, the AssocL~ted 

Press asked members of ConKress what their constituents ~re most con- 

cerned about during the Christmas recess. O~r~helmlngly, crime and 

riots overshadowed all other issues (Ha:Tis. 1969). M~reover. a recent 

survey by Thomas and Foster (1975) found that ~ respondents per- 

ce ived  c r ime  as I n c r e a s i n g  rapidly. 

NOEC zespondents were asked whether the ~. S. ~xs spending tOO 

much. too little, or about the right amount of m~e7 on ~halting the 

rising crime rate" (V 5 of Appendix A). This variable was cross- 

classified by year, capital punishment, and a slni~r q u e s t i o n  fV 6 of 
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Appendix A) regarding the "space exploration program" (to control for 

respondents ~'.~no might believe chat ~he U. S. over-spends or under-spends 

ou other programs). Regardless of year. the odds ratios "R;.W. " (see 

Table l) are all greater than l.O, ind'-lcacing that persons who responded 

"about right" to the question on "halting the rising trine rate" (%'5) 

were more likely to favor the death pe,-~ity than those ~no responded "coo 

-~ueh." However, ~.his relation is slighz %~.hin the responses "about 

right" and "too ~uch" of the question c~ che "space program" (V6). 

Surprisingly. the odds ratios "Too Little:Too .'Iuch" ("L:II" in Table I) 

from 1973-75 are .81 (or less than 1.0) %i:~n the responses "about 

right" and "coo much" of V~. However, d~e rezainder of the odds ratios 
D 

"L:M" are all quite strong and in the expected direction (i.e., greater 

than 1.O). Generally, then, the grea~er the concern with "halting the 

rising crime rate," the greater the support for caplt~l punlsh=ent (since 

i0 of the 12 odds ratios in Table 1 are in the expected direction). 

Source  of  C o u c e ~  

A l t h o u g h  t h e  s h e e r  i n c r e a s e  i n  v i o l e n t  c r i n e s  m y  have  i n i t i a t e d  

n a t i o n a l  c o n c e r n ,  t h e  c r i m e  prob lem d e v e l o p e d  p o l i t i c a l  o v e r t o n e s  i n  

1967 a s  a r e s u l t  o f  t h e  a t t e n t i o n  g i v e n  to  Law aod o r d e r ,  c iv i l  r i g h t s  

i s s u e s ,  and  s t u d e n t  d e m o n s t r a t i o n s  ( H a r r i s ,  1969: 7 ) .  E a r l y  in  1967, 

t h e  , ~ a t i o n a l  C r i ~ e  C ~ I s s i o n ,  c r e a t e d  a y e a r  and a h a l f  e a r l i e r  to  s t u d y  

t h e  c a u s e s  o f  t h e  r i s i n g  c r ime r a t e ,  made i t s  r e p o r t  to  the  P r e s i d e n t  and 

C o n g r e s s .  I n  1968 P r e s i d e n t  Johnson  s e n t  Congres s  a message  e n t i t l e d  

"The C h a l l e n g e  of  Crime to  Our S o c i e t y ,  = ~ i c h  c o n t a i n e d  a 22 p o i n t  

l e g l s l a t l v e  p rog ram of  " r e ~ d i e s "  f o r  ~ e  c r ime  p r o b l e m .  S i g n i f i c a n t l y ,  



Table I. Odds on Favoring Capital Pumish=ent (P), by Year (Y) of 
Survey, Concern with Spending o-a Cr'~=~, and Comcern with 
Spending on the Space Expl~razion Program 
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Odds a 
. Favor:OD~ese Ratios 

Concern on Concern on !973-5 1976 
Space (S) Crize 1973-5 b !976 /:M E:M L:M R:M 

Too Little Too Little(L) 2.39 7.37 1.51 1.39 4.21 1.46 
About right(R) 2.20 2.55 
Too much(}:) 1.58 1.75 

About right Too little 1.05 3.25 .81 1.08 2.26 1.14 
About right 1.41 !.64 
Too much 1.30 l. dA 

Too much Too llt~le 1.47 &.52 .81 1.O8 2.26 1.14 
About righ= 1.97 2.2~ 
Too much 1.81 2.01 

acomputed from fltted frequemcies under model: (S~%~}, {LSP}, {YSP}, 

(~P} (X 2 = 4.42, d.f. - 8, p > .8). 

busing the partitioning procedure descrihed by Duncan (1975), It was 
found that the years 1973-75 could be c~--bined w<.=hou= losing any 
significant effect. 
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the Klug amd Kennedy assassi~atious also occurred i~ 1968, vhich all hue 

assured Congresslonal passage of the ~ibus Crime Control and Safe 

Streets Act (Harris, 1969). F~reover, "crime in the streets" became a 

~ridely discussed topic during ~ne 1958 presidential campaign. Wallace's 

campaign slogan was "law and order," and Nixon also chose crime as one 

of his major campaign issues. 

This atmosphere most assuredly sensitized the American publ~c to 

the crime issue. The growing concern about crime apparently coincided 

with a hardening of attltudes toward criminals, with a greater de=and 

for harsh penalties such as capital punishment. 

NORC respondents were asked who they voted for in t.he 1968 and 

1972 presidential elections (V 7 and V 8 of Appendix A). Both of these 

measures were cross-classified by the year of the survey, political 

party identification, and capital punishment, and the table~ here ana- 

lyzed by the method described bb" Duncan (1975). The odds and odds ratios 

for the preferred models are presented in Tables 2 and 3. 

The results indicate that those respondents who voted for the 

"law and order" candidates (i.e., Nixon and Wallace) in the two presl- 

demtlal elections were more likely than the Humphrey voters, KcCover~ 

voters, and uon-voters to favor capital punishment, regardless of politi- 

cal p a r t y  identification. The odds ratios for '~Jixon:H~phrey" and 

"Wallace:~umphrey" voters in the 1968 elections and "Nixo~:McCovern" 

voters in the 1972 electlons are all greater than 1.0. 

Other findings also indicate that public oplnlon can be 

influenced by pollt£clans' statements (Bogart, 1972: 52; Roll and 
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Table 2. Odds on Favoring Capita/ Punis~,ent (P), by Political Party 
Ide~tificatio= and Presidential Candidate Voted for in 1968, 
as Reported in the 1972 and 1975 Sur%,eys (Y) 

Odds a 
Candidate Favor:Oppose Ratios 

Party ID (I) Voted for (C) 1972 !973 N:H ~:H D:H 

Republican Humphrey(E) 1.45 1.97 1.47 2.85 .74 
Nixon(N) 2.13 2.90 
Wallace(W) 4.13 5.64 
Didn't Vote (D) 1.O7 1.46 

Democrat/ b 
Independent Humphrey .94 1.29 1.47 2.85 .74 

Rixon !. 39 i. g9 
Wallace 2.70 3.68 
Didn't Vote .70 .95 

Ratio 
Rap :Oem! l~d !. 5 & 
1973:1972 1.36 

aComputed from fitted frequencies under model: {IYC}, {YP}, {IP}, {CP} 

( X  2 = 1 _ 3 . 2 8 ,  d . f .  = 1 0 ,  p = . 2 1 ) .  

busing the partitioning procedure described by Duncan (1975), i t  was 
found that the Denocrats and Independ~s could be combined without 
losing any significant effect. 
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Odds on Favoring Capital Punishment (P), by Political Parry 
Iden=iflca=ion and Presid~tial Candidate Voted for in 1972, 
as Reported in the 1973-1976 Surveys (Y) 

Odds a 
Favor : OPPOSe 

Candidate Ratio 
Party ID (I) Voted for (C) 1973-5 ~ 1976 N:M D:M 

Democrat HcGovern(M) 1.07 1.34 2.46 1.08 
Nixon(N) 2.63 3.30 
Didn't Vote(D) 1.16 1.46 

Independent HcGovern .74 .93 2.89 1.74 
Nixon 2.14 2.69 
Didn't Vote 1.29 1.62 

Republican McGovern .51 .64 5.76 2.98 
Nixon 2.94 3.70 
Didn't Vote 1.52 1.91 

R~tio 
1976:1973-5 1.25 

acompuced from fitted frequencies ,,nder model: {IYC}, {ICP}, {YP} 

(X 2 - 5.46, d.f. - 8, p - .71). 

busing the parcltionlng procedure described by Duncan (1975), It ~ms 
found the= ~he years 1973-5 could be combLned without losing any 
significant effect. 
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Caatri!, 1972). Thus, l;he i . n i t i a l  increase in support for caplta~ 

punishment in 1966 may have resul~ed from political candidates (i.e., 

Nixon and Wallace) ~'ho ad~ocated harsh cr/-ninal sanctions because of the 

rising crime rate. The puhlic's co~ce~ about violent crimes increased, 

and with it a demand for harsh penalties. 

Year of Crime 

Gelles and S~rau$ (1975) az/ The--as and Foster (1975) argue that 

perceptions of ~he volume of crime feed ~o fear of vlctic/zation m~d atti- 

tudes regarding capital punishment. Tmeir argument is consisten ~ . with 

the findings of pre%~ious opin/on suz-~.eys -~hich have revealed an increase 

in perceived crime (McIntyre, 1967; Tho---as and Foster, 1975), a height- 

ened fear of v~ctimization (Executive O.~Ice=: of the President, 1973), 

and increasing support for the death penalty (:;ORC, 1972-76). Could it 

be that fea..__~r -- as opposed to actual ~cti=izatlon -- of criminal attack 

is a major psychological deter~/nant of death penalty attitudes? 

GeLles and Straus (1975) found evidence of a positive relation 

(wi~h no intervening variables specified) between fear of victimization 

and support for the death penal~y. Tho--as and Foster (1975) purportedly 

found an indirect relation, slnee the bivarlate associatlou between fear 

and ~plt~ pun/shment disappeared when controlling for '~illlngness to 

employ punishment as a response to cr/mlnallty." The latter result is 

see~/ngly tautologlcal, however, sln~e 5T definition those who support 

capltal pum/shment are "willing t :o  employ punishment as a response CO 

crlmlnallry." Thomas and Foster interpreted their results as supporting 
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a complex sociopsycho!oEical model, toe ~%ich assu~es that sL~_~orr for 

capital p ~unish:~eet reh!ects a ~elief !u its deterrent efficacy. 

On ~he o~her hand, Vi~ (~.~c74) found only a small re!at3.on 

between fear add dear_h pe-~al~-y cp-'-;~. Contraa-y to ~uo~as a~d Foster, 

he found re~rihur/~a to be more /-Toc~---~_~n= than a belief in de.'errence 

in deter-./~ming sup~rt for capita! ~-----ishment. Sir.ilarly, yattah (1976) 

reported tkat America/-Cana~i~ ~-d :-cral/urbam co~arisons, as w-e!! as 

¢ompariso~ by age, color, a~ sex ~EEest a negative rather ~ a 

positive relation 5e-~-.-ee~ fear of ~--=tir-ization and support for capital 

punish=eat. However, Fa:t~'s research is fraught %ith errors. For 

example, Fat=an (19;6: I0) ar~es =kat since females indicate pore ~ear 

hut less sup~or~ for capital pu~ishr~n.- t.han =ales, sex comparisons 

reveal "~ore clearly then e~-er" ~za: death penalty, attitudes are "~u-- 

dependent from ~he degree of fear cf vlc~iz:iza~ion°" ~'nat Ya~tah fails 

to realize is that fear and sex (~re female = 0, male - i) could both 

be posl~ively associated %Ith capl~l punishment even though they are 

n e g a ~ i v e l y  correlated with each o~her. 

~e presemt research also Lu~estigated the relationship between 

fear of vlcr/mizatlon (V 9 of Appendix A) and death penalty at~itude-s. 

No slEnlf£cant relation was detected ~n fear and capgtal punishment 

were c r o s s - c l a s s i f l e d  by y e a r  of ~-~rvey and color in a 4-way c o n t i n g e n c y  

cab le  o r  by y e a r ,  c o l o r ,  and p l a c e  o f  r e s i d e n c e  ( i . e . ,  s i z e  o f  the  

m m l c y  i n  w h i c h  t h e  respoz~leat  l i v e d )  i n  a 5-way c a b l e .  However, am 

a s s o c i a t i o n  berwee~ f ez~  and dea th  pemalry al:~: i tudes dld appear ~aen t he  

&-way Cable ~as  f ~ r c h e r  c r o s s - c l a s s l f l e d  by s e x .  S L n c e  m a l e s  w e r e  m o r e  
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likely to favor capital pum/s.~me~t but le~s likely to fear victi.nlzation 

chart females, no association between fear a~d capital punlsh~ent was 

? 
detected ~%e~I sex was not included in ~he preferred model (X- = 16.5, 

d.f. = 11, p > .l): {YSCF}, {FY}, {5P}, {CF}, {YP}, where Y = year, 

5 = sex, C -- color, F = fear, and P = caplta!~ punishment. Each of the 

variables %~s separately associa'-ed w~h death penalty attitudes. How- 

ever, the odds ratio "yes:no" (responses to ~he question on fear) was 

uerely 1.3. This slight association =ay he a result of how the question 

was phrased. Y.zI~vre (1967) found ~hat ~os~ persons feared violence 

by strangers in "tu~--:a~/lia__~r surroundings, while the ques~iou on fear of 

vicLi~/zation asled respondent~ ~ether they ~uld be afraid to ~mlk 

alone at ~ght %~ithin one mile of their houe. 

R~gardless of the stremgth of the association between fear of 

~ctlmi~atiom and capital pun/shment, however, the causal relation 

posited by Gelles and 5traus (1975) and Tho-c~s and F0ster (1975) is 

questionable. As Thomas and Foster th~.selves indicate, a number of 

alternatlve causal orderings among their array of a~itudinal variables 

could have been selected. For example, dem~h penal~y advocates might 

Just/fy their opiQ/ons by stating a fear of crime. This problem is 

alleviated in ~he present analysis, since fear and death penalty attl- 

tudes are viewed merely as correlates -- one antecedent of that correla- 

tion being the rising violent crime rate (see Figure l). 

Or.her C o r r e l a t e s  o f  Death Pena l~y  A t t l t u d e s  

O t h e r  c o r r e l a t e s  o f  d e a t h  p e n a l t y  a t t i t u d e s  l i k e w i s e  s u p p o r t  

the claim ~hat the " l aw  asd order" syndrome intensified in the 1960's. 
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The follo~ing analysis reveals ~har death penalty advocates also 

favor tough courts, laws, a~d poUce~en. 

Past ~EC surveys asked respondents their attitudes tc~ard the 

courts (VIO of Appendix A). ~ preferred =odel contained the separate 

effects of ~olor, year, and "ccuI:s" on ".-he response to the question 

capita/ ~ ~u-~.ish~ent (~ = 9.78, d.f. -- 12, p - .63). Responding "not 

harshly enough" and "about r!~t" (relative to "too h~rshly") raised the 

odds on fav~r~g capital pur-isP.uen= By fa=tors of 5.1 and 1.5, respec- 

LLvely. ~L~S, persons favorlng tough courts are also more likely to 

favor the death penal~.y. .~reover, further analysis reveals that the 

assoc/atlon bet-.~een capital puni~.~ent and "courts" remained the sa~ 

over t -ime. ~e propor=lon of respoade~cs favoring tough courts rose 

frc~ .74 =o .86 in just five years (YORE, 1972-76), just as support for 

capital p~ent ftself increased. 

~O~C respondents were als~ asked two questfons concerning police 

control (VII and VI2 of Appe~dlx A). Analysis of the tables, year, color 

sex~ and capital punishment by each of these two ~easures indicates that 

both approving of a policeman striking adult male cftlzens in general 

(~ " 13.48, d.f. - 19, p • .8) a~d =urder suspects in particular 

(~ - 17o65, d.f. - 18, p > .3) were a~socLated with suppor~ for capltal 

punlshmen¢. 6 Responding "yes" (relaEive ~o "no") to the quesEions on 

police control raised the odds on favoring capital punishment by 1.66 

ft. S~/Ch (1975) found $Lailar results but analyzed only 1973 
.~ORC dana, 
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and 2.06 for Vll and V12 , respectively. Each of t h e  variables was 

included in the preferred models and was separately assoclated ~ith 

capital punishment. 

These results correspond with previous studies ~hich found that 

support for the death penalty is associated with a willingness to use 

violence and punishment for social control. Support for tough police 

and tough courts is also associated with a desire to have harsh criminal 

sane=ions (Gelles and Straus. 197S). 

• "~0RC respondents were a/so asked their oplrions of wiretapping 

6"13 of Appendix A). Color ~d the measure of wiretapping were included 

in the preferred model (X 2 = 5.75, d.f. = 5, p = .33), and each was 

separately associated %Ith capital punishment. The odds ratio "approve: 

disapprove" was 2.46, indicating a rather strong, positive association 

between approval of wiretapping and favoring capital punishment. 

The assumption that persons who own guns would be more likely 

to favor harsh criminal sanctions such as capital punishment was tested 

by analyzing the 3-way table, capital punishment by year of survey and 

gun ownership (VI4 of Appendix A)~ Both year and gun ownership were 

separately related to death penalty attitudes (X 2 - 1.15, d.f. - I, 

p = °73). The odds ratio "yes:no" (responses to the question, "Do you 

happe~ to have in your home any gun~ or revolvers?") was 1.48. indlcat- 

ing a positive association between owning guns and favoring capital 

punlshment. 

In sum, there is considerable evidence that support for the 

d e a t h  p e n a l t y  i s  a s s o c i a t e d  w l t h  a c o n c e r n  a b o u t  c r i m e .  M o r e o v e r ,  a s  



the f o ~ o ~ g  results s u g g e s t ,  this c o n c e ~  is related t o  the rising 

vlolent crime rate. 
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V i o l e n t  Crime Rate 

As n o t e d  p r e v i o u s l y ,  v a r i o u s  o p i n i o n  s u ~ ' e y s  i n d i c a t e  t h a t  p e o p l e  

p e r c e i v e  t h e  c r l n e  r a t e  to be i n c r e a s i n g  and a r e  ~os t  c o n c e r n e d  abou t  

violent crimes co~==itted by strangers in tmfamillar surroundings 

(Mclntyre, 1967). Also, the public disproportionately perceives large 

increases in those offenses that are most visible and feared [e.g., 

rrimes of violence such as =urder, rape, assault, and robbery (Thomas 

and Foster, 1975)]o 

During a period of widespread concern ~th crime a greater 

number of crimes will probably become ~nown to the public. This concern 

would be reflected in a greater amount of media coverage given to cr~me- 

related topics, which in turn would increase the number of crimes known 

to the puhllc. If this is true, the attitudes of persons not person- 

ally victimized could be altered through "indirect" vic~im/zatlon. "If 

dlrect victimization is increasing and if it becomes known to the public 

. o . ,  then the indirect vlctlmlzation of the public will also increase" 

(Conklin, 1971: 374). Similarly, McInryre (1967) argues that most 

persons' actltudes about crime and crime trends are derived vicariously. 

It is possible, therefore, that attitudes are influenced by a 

~ercelved increase in the violent crime rate, whether or mot that per- 

ceptlan reflects an actual increase. Politicians and the mass media 
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can present criminal statistics in such a ~my as to convlnce the publlc 

r.hat crime rates are increasing, even i~ they ac~ua!ly are not (Mclntyre, 

1967: 35). 

In order to tes~ ~he association between ~he increasing support 

for caplnal punish=en= and a reported increase in the ~olent crime rate, 

the ~ORC measure of capital punishment from 1972 =o 1976 was cross- 

classified by region (Northeast, North Central, Sou~h and West). Public 

opinion is probably affected by violent crimes outside of the city or 

even the state in which they occur. For example, media coverage of the 

murderer "Son of Sam" was certainly not restricted to Ne~- York City or 

e-~en the state, although the amount of publicity ~ms greater ~ithin a 

cer~aln radius. The same can be said of other less ex=reue cases of 

vlolent crimes. Natioual controversies such as the rising violent crime 

rate require a more global context than the clty or state. Thus, the 

~ORC data were cross-class!fled by regions. Violent crime rates for 

the corresponding regions were obtained from the L~liform Crime Reports 

(¥,B.l., 1968-75), although from earlier years tha= ~he ~ORC data so 

that time lags of one to four years could be e ~xam/ned. k~/le it is 

the opinion of many criminologists that F.B.I. statistics may not 

accurately reflect the "actual" violent crime rate, for the purposes 

of this study the relevant data are those which are the most widely 

reported ( i . e . ,  UC___RR). 
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The data were analyzed by ~he minimum logic chi-square regression 

~echnique 7 (Theil, 1970) ~th ~he dependent ~riable 

Yii - log e [(Aij + .5)/(Bij + .5)], 

where Aij and Bij are ~he nt~-ber of persons responding "favor" and 

"oppose/dontt k~o~," respectively, to the question on capital punis,hme~t 

in the ~h region and ~th classification of color. Independent vari- 

ables included ~he linear and squared scoring 8 of the violent crime rate 

In general, plus each of its specific components (i.e., the =urder rate, 

forcible rape rate, robbery rate, and aggravated assu!t rate). Dut=~ v 

variables were defi~ed for each of the four regions and five years 

included in the t;CRC surveys. 

If the increase in favorable attitudes toward capital punishment 

is solely a result of ~he rising violent crime rate, no year effect would 

be included in the preferred regression model. In other words~ if the 

inclusion of any of ~he five d~mmy variables for the years 1972-76 did 

not significantly improve upon the preferred =odel [i.e., reduce the 

7o This techmlque uses weighted least squares to estimate the 
linear regression of The logit of a dichotomous dependent variable on 
different combinations of scaled and dum~y independent variables. Varl- 
ous models including main and interaction effects of ~he independent 
warlables on the dependemt variable were estlr.ated. Each of these models 
ingcharacterized by a "goodness of fi~" statistic, the logit chi-square 
~-) and degrees of freedom assOciated w~th the model. A preferred model 
incll~de$ all of the =aln effects and 2-way interactions necessary to ob- 
tain an adequate fit (i.e., one whlch cannot be inproved upon by the 
addition of other main or interaction effects) to the observed data). 

8. Tests for curvilineari~y are conducted by including a squared 
term in the model and checking for significant improvement in the sa~e 
r~nner in which tests for main and interaction effects are conducted. 
Llnear and main effects are usu~lly retained in the preferred models even 
zhough squ~red and interaction ~erms provide signlficam= improvement. 
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logit chi-squ~re (y2) value by at least 3.84 w~th i d.f.], Lhe change in 

attitudes would be "explained" by the effect of the violent crime rate, 

Even though an accep~ab!e fit could be obtained ~thout year ~ 

the log!t regressiom model, --he incl,~ion of the du~-y variable for 

"1975" and a "1975/violen= crLDe rate" interaction did improve upon it. 

.No specific crime rates (i.e.~ for murder, rape, robbery, or assault) 

were included in the preferred r~del (Y - 11.99, d.f. = 12, p > .3): 

= -3.857 + .020~ 1 - 24.363X 2 + .12&~ - 

.001X 4 - .0OIX 5 - .06~X 6 - .263Y~ 

where X 1 = general violent crime rate (3 year lag) 9 

X 2 - du=my variable for the South 

X 3 = interaction ~er=- be~ween X 1 and X 2 

X 4 - squared te~--m for X l 

X 5 = interaction ter~ between ~ and X 4 

X 6 - dummy variable for 1975 

= interaction term between ~ and X 6. 

Figure 2 graphically illusnrates the loglt regresslon llnes for this 

model. The unbroken lines represent t h e  expected log odds compu=ed 

from the preferred model. 

The ~ost striking feature of F~gure 2 is the absence of a 

linear relation between the violent crime rate and the log odds on 

favoring capital punlshme~t, h•ile the i n c l u s i o n  of ~ gives the 

regression lines a "slope," a squared ~erm (Xd) adds a "bend" (see 

9.  p r i o r  a r ~ l y a l s  i n d i c a t e d  t h a t  t h e  i n c l u s l o n  o f  a t h r e e  y e a r  
l a g  b e t w e e n  t h e  opinion s u r v e y s  and  v l o l e n t  c r i m e  r a t e s  y i e l d e d  c o n s l s -  
tently larger decreases in y2 values than did one, ~t or four year lags. 
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foo~te 8). Alrfaou~h ~e slope is positive. It grows less steep as 

the ~olem~ Cri=e rate izcre~2~e~. 

The four "ou-./iers" im ~he regression lines of Figure 2 

represent the effec~ of Z. (~q~ ~ariable for "1975"). The relativel~ 
o 

greater outlier in the Sc~'~h re~,~l~s from ~he ~-nclusien of ~ (inter- 

actio~ ~rween ~he "5~;~h" ~ "1975") in the preferred model. The 

effects of these %~r~-ahle$ -~re prosily s!gr_~ifican~" because d~e per- 

centage of those favDri~g c~zi:al p ~u~ishment increased in each of the 

annual XORC sur-¢eys excep~ i~75 (~%en it dropped ~o 60.1 percent fro~ 

63.0 percent :he y~ar 5efore). %~'~ile =he corresponding violent crime 

rate rese in each ~acceedin~_ ~. -. The South differs from the other 

regfo~s in =hat its s!e?e is szeeper ~d the "~mend ~" is much sharper. 

The Sou~h's rela--ively i=%'er -'-~ odds on "Favor" could be =he result of 

the higher proportion of 5!a-~ks 1-ivisg there. Prior research (Erskine. 

1970; Rankin. 1977). in fat=. has revealed that support for capftal 

punlsh~ent is much. Ic~.~r ~ -  blacks than whltes. 

order to test this L-r~o~hesis, year. region, m~d capital 

punishment w~re further cross-.zlasslfled by color. The preferred logic 

regresslon equaKio~ (see Fib~==e 3) is (y2 . 2&.90. d.f. - 31. p > .7): 

- -3.~u + .0~ - .~7~ - .213 5 - .9~7x~ 

- .~,,~ - .l~ - .~u% - .~u% 

where ~ - general ~ol~ ~ . crf~e race (3 year lag) 

X 2 = r . p ~  r a t e  (3 y e a r  l a g )  

X 3 - dummy ~rar '~able for =ha South 

X& - d ~ r y  v a r l a b l e  f o r  c o l o r  (0 = w h ~ e s ,  I - b l a ~ k s l o r / ~ e r ~ )  



2,0 

1,0 

0 

~-I,0 

~ -1,5 

~ -Z .O  

- 2 . 5  

-,] .o 

- ) . 5  

-4.0 

I -s.~,~; ~u. 

FJ.gure 3, 

~z'~l ] t eli/8oxJ t I 1 ~  

~.gltltew/~outh 

~ , 81acka/South 

Rape T.(e * ,]5.5 

' I I I I I I 1 t I I I I t I 
'] O ,];tO '])U ,]6q) )'~(I ]l~O ~70 JK() Iz}O t, O0 4 1 0  424) 1,1(I /it*(] 4~U /*hi} 410 

(~I{IIJ~RAI, ~[(II,)!HI' CIt]HC. RAT[ 

log Oddn o n  F'avorllz.~ C~Ip[tn[ Puz~lzl l i , i (~l t t .  l~y t h o  (~(~;l{~ril]. YJo]¢!l~L (Tz'lI11o l ( n t e .  }~fll~e K/zt(~j ~al 
} (egLon ~ n n d  CoJoz" ,,~ 



5~ 

= interact/on term between X 3 and X 4 

X 6 ffi interaction term between X 2 and X 3 

X 7 ffi squared term for 

X 8 ffi interaction term between X 3 and X 7. 

The du:=ry, variable for the South (X 3) must still be included 

in the preferred ~ode!, al~hough the regression coefficient decreased 

substantially from -24.363 to -.213 ~ith the inclusion of color and the 

rape rave in the =oriel. P~re importantly, however, the dummy, variable 

for 1975 was not needed since its inclusion in the chosen model dropped 

~he loglt chi-squ~re ~2) value by only 3.62 with one degree of freedom 

(not qu/te significant at the .05 level). Thus. the increased support 

for capital punishment has been "explained" by the variables in the 

preferred model (i.e., violent crime rate, rape rate, and color). An- 

other noticeable difference is that with the inclusion of color (X4), 

the effect =f the rape rate (X 2) became significant. Since the regres- 

sion coefficlen~ for X 2 represents a devla=iDn from the coefficient for 

for XI, the effect of X 2 on the log odds on "Favor" is still positive 

although less than that for the violent crime rate in general. 

Also, the regression lines for the South are no longer curvl- 

llnear. However, the nonlinear relation between the other three regions 

(i.e., Northeast, North Central, and West) and the violent crime rate 

persisted: This nonlinear relation could reflect two things. Gibbs 

(1972) implies that as a socially condemned act becomes more w~despread, 

it becomes less "deviant." Normative expectations (i.eo, perceptions 

Of "actual" volume of crlm/nallty) are supposedly negatively related tO 
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4 .- hOrtative eval~a ~t!o~ tx.e., how an act is defined by the public). 1-n~, 

relatively large annual increases in the violent trice rate since abo~t 

1963 may now have become standard; i.e., based on past annual increases 

in the ~iolenc cr~ rate, the public perceives the present increase 

as "nor~al," atten~tlng the public rear=ion tc~ard crime and the im- 

creasing support for the death penalty. Second, Ellsworth and Ross 

(1975) found evidence that many death penal~-y opponents would probably 

continue to oppose it regardless of changes in the violent crime rate. 

For example, ~ percent of the death penalty opponemts felt that it ~+as 

al~'ays "in=oral for society to de1~ibera~ely take a life" (Ellsworth and 

Ross, 1975: 169). 

There -.my be several different groups regarding death penalty 

attitudes: (1) those persons ~o al~'avs either (a) favor or (b) oovose 

capital punishment, an,; (2) those whose attitudes change over ti~e. 

~oreover, indi~dua2~ in the latter group can be subdivided into those 

who change their attitudes (a) in an absolute sense so they either favor 

or oppose the death penalty regardless of any contingencies (e.g., favor 

or oppose death for both adults and juveniles), and Co) only under cer- 

r a i n  c o n t i n g e n c i e s  ( e . g . ,  f a v o r  or  oppose  d e a t h  f o r  ~ a l e s  bu t  n o t  

f e m a l e s ) .  ~ e n  some h i s t o r i c a l  e v e n t  ( e . g . ,  a change  i n  t h e  v i o l e n t  

crime rate) intensifies feelings toward either support for or opposi- 

tion against capital punishment, many individuals in groups (2a) and 

(2b) may shift t h e i r  attitudes accordingly. Thus, as public support 

for capital punishment reaches 65 percent, fewer and fewer persons ~ay 

change their attitudes, since there is an unkn~Jn proportion of 
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individuals in group (lh) who will alwav_~s oppose the death penalty. 

Support for the death penalty =my still increase but at a decreasing 

rate since ~here is a "threshold" beyond which the log odds on "Favor" 

begin to a=~-e-uua=e. Since public support for capita! punishment is 

lower in ch~e South ~ in =he other reginns of ~e U° S. (Erskine, 

1970; ~kln, 1977), the South may not yet have reached the point when 

the rate of increase szarts to attenuate. 

If ~he foregoing explanation is true, different =odels would be 

needed to explain the relations between the violent cri=e rate and the 

various gr~--~s of deazh penalty proponents ~d oppo~en:s. In the absence 

of any survey questions ~Ich ~ght have distinguished a~ong these vari- 

ous groups, however, the specification of more in=rica=e models was not 

feasible in the prdsen~ study. 

Hore~ver, the foregoing argumen~ reflects an asTmptotlc functlou 

rather tha~ £he poly~o~-dal fumctdon utilized in this analysis. Figure 3 

indicates, however, that the relationship 5ecw-een death penalty attitudes 

and the violent crlme rate is still monotonic u/thln the range of data 

analyzed in ~his study. 

Finally, further analysis reveals that many of the varlable$ 

(preslden~al ~dlda=e vo~ed for in 1972, fear of vlct~zatlon, 

courts, policemen strlklng adult male cltlzens in general and murder 

suspects in particular, and gun ownershlp) associated ~rlth the "law and 

order" sy~drc~e were also slg~If£cantly related to the general violent 

Crlme race (e£ther blvaria~ely or when ¢on~rolllng for reglon). However, 

v a r i a b l e s  5 ,  7, and 13 of Appendix A (¢oscern with spendlng on crime, 
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presidenr/al candidate vo~ed for in 1968, and wiretapping, respectively) 

shawed no significant relatlo~ %-ith the vlolent crime race. Although 

this cas~s sc~e doubt upon the proposed relations in Figure i, =his 

figure ~ms meant To serve as a heuristic device rather tham a c~usal 

diagram. 

S ~ a r v  and C o n ~ ! u s i o n s  

C o n : r a r 7  t o  p r e v i o u s  r e s e a r c h  w h i c h  h a s  ~ e r e l y  r e p o r t e d  i n -  

creasing support for capital punishmen~ since 1966~ the present inves~- 

gation "explained" this rise with F.B.I. data on violent crime rates. 

A rasher srro=-g, posi=ive, nonlinear relation between support for 

capital pumishment amd the violent crime rate ~-as revealed. E-a=my 

variables representing year ef£ects did not, in fact, sign/fican~!y 

improve upon the chosen logic regression mo~el. 

The increasing public support for the dea=h penalty begam so=e- 

time between 1966 and 1969, approximately three years after relatively 

large increases in the official violent crime rate (F.B.I., 1968-75)o 

"Law and order" and "crime in Khe s=ree=s" ~re campaign issues in the 

1968 electlous, creatlng an atmosphere %~ich sensitized the American 

puhllc to the crime problem. Concern abou~ crime intensifled, result- 

ing In a h~rdenlng of attitudes toward ¢riD/nals and a greater deman~ 

for harsh penalt/es (%@nether for deterrent or retrlbutlve reasons). 

Mciutyre (1967) argues that attitudes Toward crime reflect 

news med~a's coverage of violent crimes. ~em persons in WashlngTon, 

D. C . ,  w e r e  a s k e d  w h e r e  ~hey o b t a i n e d  t h e i r  i n f o r m a t l o n  r e g a r d i n g  t h e i r  

p e r c e p t l o n s  o f  c r i m e  i n  t h e  c i t y ,  a ~ a J o r i = y  r e s p o n d e d  e i t h e r  t h e  news  
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media or from~%at other people had said. Thus, attitudes toward 

crime in general and the death penalty in particular may not closely 

follow changes in the violent crime rate because the mass media can 

influence perceptions of crime hy the amount and type of coverage it 

gives to cr~me-related topics. 

Yuture research should distinguish between the various groups 

of proponents and opponents (e.g., those %40 always either favor or 

oppose capital punishment) so that more intricate models of the rela- 

tions between death penalty attitudes and the violent crime rate can be 

specified. The dependent variable could also be varied so that different 

acts ~d co~tdnge~cles can he taken into account. Concomitantly, the 

possible responses should be expanded so =hat various degrees of sup- 

port and opposition are included. 

Finally) the 1966-76 rise may be only a fluctuation interrup£- 

ing a l~ng-term downward trend (Kohlberg and Elfenbeln, 1975). i%ile 

~he relatively high violent crime rate could provide the necessary 

justification for the death penalty now, as this rate stabilizes or 

decreases, so too will support for capital punishment. This research. 

Im lacK, suggests that the rate of imcrease in support is decreasing. 
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SCHOOLS A.%~D DELINQU~CY 

The fa=ily was the primary socializing group in the 

predomir~ntly rural American society. It determined the child's socio- 

econo=/c class and met much of the educational, religious, ethical, and 

occupational needs of the young. Thus, it was reasonable for early 

researchers to perceive the broken home as a form of social disorganiza- 

tion =hat contributes to juvenile delinquency. However, ~'hen research 

findings demonstrated that the relation be~een broken homes and delin- 

quency is extr~Dely problematical (Wilkinson, 197~), and researchers 

realized tkat many socializing functions which formerly took place 

primarily at home are now assumei by the school as well (Haskell and 

¥ablonsky, 1974), they focused on the school as the etiological locus 

of  de]/nque.ncy. 

Kvaraceus (1945), Cohen (1955), 5tinchcombe (1964), and others 

argue that delinquency is often a result of rebellion against the school 

o r  a n  adap t .a~on  t o  frustrating school experiences. Kvaraeeus (1945) 

and Cohen (1955) malntaln that lower-class delinquency is a response Co 

~e u~equal academic c o m p e t i t i o n  in school, While both lower-class and 

m~ddle-clas$ adolescents compete for status in terms of the same academic 

crlterla, lower-class boys are ac a particular dlsadvantage because 

chelr adverse home experiences make it difficult for them To "measure 

63 
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up =o = =iddle-class standards (Cohen, 1955). For exz=ple, lover-class 

families do not place great emphasis on the ~iddle--c!ass nor-~s of 

"ambILic~," "responsibi//ty," or "deferred gratif~ca--iono" 

On ~he o'-her hand, Stlnchcombe (1964: g) con'.ends that "among 

those failing in school, those under the most press,ore to succeed will 

be the most rebellious , . ." Pressure to succeed is supposedly greater 

among r.lddle--class boys than among lewer-class ~vs, since school failure 

may not only lim/t their upward social mobility but ~y also initiate 

downward mobility and loss of status. Indeed, S=i==hccube (1964) fc,Jnd 

the acade----ically unsuccessful middle--class boys to be more rebellious 

than unsuccessful lower-class boys. Similarly, =~schi (1969) found 

that middle-class and icwer-m/ddle-elass boys doing poorly i~ school 

were =ore ~elinquent than their workLng-class cou~-.erparts. H~wever, 

the difference was ~egllglble, as it was in Stiachcc~zbe's (1964) study. 

Moreover, H/rschl (1969) failed to explain %~y the average n~r of 

self-reported dellnquent acts reported by u_~2er-class boys doing poorly 

in school ~as identical to that reported by the acad~--/cally unsuccess- 

ful l~er-~class boys. According to Stinchcombe's contention t upper- 

class boys should have committed the highest average number of dellcts 

because they would be under the most pressure to succeed. 

polk (1972) fa~led t o  find a higher rate o f  delinquemcy among 

d~wn~ardly mobile white-collar boys in ¢omparlsun to their blue-collar 

counterparts. Instead, regardless of social class, boys who vere fail- 

I n g  im h i g h  s c h o o l  were more l i k e l y  r.o be d e l l z * q ~ z :  t h a n  t.hose doing 
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well aaada=ically. .Moreover, the research by Kelly and Be!oh (1971) 

is just ~ of ma~y studies that failed to find a relation between 

social c l a s s  ~ delinquency. 

~le school failure =ay ~heve negative consequences for the 

adolescem=*s eccno-~ic future, Po~ (1972) rece~-ized that frus=rations 

may also be a result of the more ~-~-~-~ediate degrade=ion and sti~.a 

at~ache~ to ~he io~ achieving student. Similarly, Elliot~ ~ Voss 

(1974: 26) suggest t-hat "im~edlate problems are more salien.- ~ long- 

range goals, and au=icipated failure to achieve such goals ~ be an 

effect, ra-~her than a cause of delinquency." Failing students lose 

esteem a-~ang both their classmates and teachers and tend TO be ex- 

¢l~ed fr~ partlclpa=ion in extracurricular activities (Gold, 1963; 

Vinter and Sarrl, 1965; Schafer and Polk, 1967; Khodes and Reiss, 1969; 

Polk a~d Richmond, 1972). Delinquency purportedly relieves the 2resent 

frus~ra~ons produced by the unpleasant school experiences (e.g.p the 

$~E~a and loss of status associated with those who receive poor grades). 

~ee~+ =he argument =hat juvenile delinquency reflects school-induced 

frustratiou and failure is consisten~ with the fl~dings c/~at Juvenile 

offense rates (i) decrease significantly after age 17~ as adolescents 

c~=plete their education and enter the labor force (Elliott, 1966; 

Elllott and Voss, 1974); (2) temporarlly~ decline during the w~ekemds 

and su~er ~onths when school is n o t  i s  session (Kvaraceus, 19&5; 

Elllott, 1966); and (3) decrease for high school students s~hsequent 

to dropping out of school (Elllott, 1966; Elllott and Voss, 1974). 

ELirschl (1969) also argues that delinquency does ~t resu1~ fro~ 
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previous frus~'-ratlons and fail~re~. Ea-~her, s--~=de~r.s ~o do ~ y  

scho~l reduce r-heir educatlonal Im-~ere~=s a~d are, to d%at exte~-, 

"free" ~o ~ t  delinquent acts %Icho~t "no~" concern for the con-- 

S equ~ce~9.  

Despite the great the~retica! imteres~ placed on ed,mzati~nal 

an~ecedests, ~-!liot= and Voss (!97'~) arF-'e the~ ~/ne overall l~¢e! of 

"explanation" provided by schoo!-rei~:~ v~r!a/~ies is no= high. Yor 

~le, the coefficient of ~ul~Iple correla=:'~ between all of =-irschi's 

(1969) school variables and deiinqueony is .&l. Hc~-ever. the correla- 

tlons be~een school variables and dellnque-~zy are still grza--e~ them 

~he assoclardo~s between home fac=ors and de!iuquemcy (S~inchco-~L~e, 

1964; Hizschl, 1969; Elliott a~d Vess, 197~'). 

Th~se correla=io~ may be re=her s-~al! 5ecattse ~he various 

school facgors might no~ affect the deli~q,ue~ behavior of all godoles- 

cen~ subgroups to the seme. ex~e~t. ~oe relative "generative" effects 

(~.e., am ~cHnation to v~ola~e ~I-~s) or "directional" effects (i.e., 

which specific norms are to be vlolate~) of specific antecedent varl- 

ables on delinquency may depend to some ex~e.n~ o~ ~he adolescent's sex 

and age. For example, the most widely shared im~e~pretatlon of female 

d e ] l n q ~  h o l d s  ~ha~ adolescent girls become dellmquent became of 

broken  homes o r  t e ~ s i o u - r i d d e n  f a m / / y  s l t u a ~ o ~ s  (G~bbons, 1976) .  S ince  

adolescen~ girls supposedly have closer e~o~io~al ~ies to their f~muilles 

t h a n  do boys (Douvan and Adelson ,  1966) ,  ~ nay  ~ i so  be =Ore s e v s i t l v e  

t:o fa~ . i ly  co~f l~c~ .  Whereas p r e v i o u s  r e s e a r c h  on t h e  broken ~ 

male  d e l l n g u e ~ c y  h ~  r e s u l t e d  i n  c ~ n r r ~ i i e ~ o r y  f i n d i n g s ,  a ~ i s t e n t  
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negar-lve association has been reported between female delinquency (using 

official records) and ~he broken home (Monahan, 1957; Morris, 1964; 

Wilkinson, 1974). 

~reover, theorists who emphasize ~he negative consequences of 

poor grades and low educational expectations for the adolescent's 

ecomo---ic and occupational future, would posit differential effects of 

these school variables on delinquent behavior by age and sex, For 

example, strain theorists expect academic perfor-~ance and educatlonal 

expectatloD~ to affect the econo-.ic future of =ales more than fe-==es. 

In other words, boys should encounter more "strain" than girls, since 

the percept.ion that a good Job ~i!l not be forthcoming as a result of 

poor grades and/or no college plans should have graver consequences for 

males (the traditional '~bread-winners") than for females. 

Straln theorists would also predict that the effect of school 

variable. ~ on delinquency is dependent on the age of the adolescents. 

Again, ~ poor grades and low educational expectations have negative 

occupational consequences for adolescents upon graduation from high 

school, che effect of these school variables on delinquent behavior 

should be greater for older than for younger adolescents. Greater 

"strain w should be evidenced as the student nears high school gradua- 

t/on an~ ~ reallzatlon that he or she may not be able to procure a 

good Job. 

On the other hand, those who argue that immedlate problems are 

more sa//ent than a comml~ment to long-range goals (e.g., Elllort and 

Voss ,  1974) imply that academic achievement and educational e x p e c ~ t i o ~ s  
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h~-ve separate effecr.s on dellnq~t ~>eha~-ior, regardless of age md se~x. 

For exa:~le, p o o r  grades should h a v e  a sti~-.atlzing effect on females as 

well as on males, or on fresh.on as well as on seniors. S*~-:ilarly, 

although FLirsch/'s (1969) control perspective does not preclade the 

posslhillty of interactions, it does no~ explicitly anticipat~ them. 

Reduced "eo=:mi~ent" (i.e., lowered educatio~al expectations and poor 

grades) or "attachment" (i.e., "~w =uch do you like school?") "frees" 

as adolescent to co.--it delimquen= acts, regardless of one's age or sex. 

In the present investigation, the rela=Ionshlps be:weem delin- 

queacy and each of a number of school variables (i.e., acad~Ic achieve- 

~t, educatlomel expectations, attitudes t~ard school, a=d involvement 

Im various extracurricular activities) are speeifled by grade level and 

sex to test for in=erac=lozs. The discovery of differentlal effects by 

sex and grade level of these school factors on delinquency w~uld lend 

suppor~ to strain theory and the salience of ¢o-~m/tment to long-range 

goals in  delinquency causation. On the ocher hand, control theory and 

the importance of more  i=mediate problems associated with, say, poor 

grades would receive support from am absence of those imteracti~ 

preglcted by advocates of strain theory. 

School Variables and Delinquency 

Although researchers have consistently detected slglmiflcant 

~elar.lo~u~ between various ed~catlonal variables amd delinquemcy, no 

s t u d y  b~s  y e t  d e t e r m i n e d  w h e t h e r  s c h o o l  f a c t o r s  d i f f e r e n r H ~ l l y  a f f e c t  
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delinquent behavior by sex or age. Previous studies sometimes cantrol 

for age or sex, but such research does not specifically test for in=er- 

act ions. 

School Achievement and Attitudes toward School 

Hirschl (1969) and Hirschi and Hfndelang (1977) argue that boys 

w%o get poor grades reduce their interest in school. They surest ~hat 

ability (IQ) affects delinquency through academic performance (grades) 

and attitudes. That is, low IQ ~ poor school performance -- negative 

attitudes toward school - rejectlom of the school's authori~-7 ? delin- 

quency, On the other hand, Frease (1973b) argues that negative attitudes 

toward school probably develop prfor to low a~evement. The expectation 

of no college education supposedly leads to negative attitudes t~ard 

school - low academic performance ~ low self-perception as a s-,udemt 

high number of delinquent friends ~ high delinquency rates. 

While Polk and ~alferty (1966) maintain that a "lack of cc~==It- 

ment" to school standards is a reaction against educational failure. 

Karackl and Toby (1962) reverse that argument: "lack of co=~/tz~nt" 

develops prior to low ac~demlc achievement. As noted earlier, however. 

poor grades a~d negative school attitudes are generally considered 

sources of motivation to del~nquency. Delinquent behavior is supposedly 

a means of "adapting to" or relieving the school-induced frustrations 

(Kvaraceus, 1945; Cohen, 1955; gtlnchcomhe, 1964; Rhodes and Kiss, 

1969). 
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Although no study traces any of r-hose proposed causal sequences 

through time, available evidence does indicate that official delinquency 

is positively related to bo~h a dislike for school and educational fail- 

ure, as reflected in grades, achleve=-ent test scores, and school retarda- 

tlon (e.g., Abbott and Breckanridge, 1917; Gold, 1963; Rhodes and Reiss, 

1969; Frease, 1973a, 19735). 

Gold (1970) found poor grades to be related to boys' but not to 

girls' self-reported delinquency. He reasoned (as would strain theo- 

zls~s) that ic~" acade~nlc perfor-.ance may have more dire consequences for 

boys than for girls: "Ines=uch as a boy's future in general is more 

closely identified ~Ith his future occupation, which in turn is deoen- 

dent on his academic perfor--a~ce, especially in his junior high and high 

school years, poor school perfor---amce is more problematic for a boy" 

(Gold, 1970: 125). Because ~he only two offenses w~ich girls committed 

as frequently as boys (i.e., hitting parents and running away from home) 

are indicative of poor family role:ions, Gold believed that the principal 

pzovocation of female del/nqvtency is family conditions, no~ school ex- 

perlences. Eowever, using a step%-ise regression procedure, Elllott and 

Voss (1974) found no substantial sex difference is the relation b e t w e e n  

school varlable~ and frequency of delinquent behavior. They concluded 

that "[f]emales report lower rates of delinquent behavior than males, 

hu= i t  a p p e a r s  c h a t  t h e  conO~r~ons r e f l e c t e d  by t h i s  s e t  o f  [ s c h o o l ]  

T a r i ~ b l e $  a r e  e q u a l l y  c o n d u c i v e  t o  d e l i s q u e n c y  among m a l e s  and  f e m a l e s "  

( K i l A o t t  a n d  V o s s ,  1974 :  178) .  
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Educa tlonal Expectations 

Frease (1973a) argues that the curriculum and status re-.'ard 

s~stems of high schools are chiefly oriented toward producing students 

who will a~tend college. The teachers u~r~ittingly instill their educa- 

tional values in students by encouraging =he development of college- 

oriented personalities and rewardi=g the proper "orderly" and "coopera- 

tive" behavior. AS a result, school becomes meaningless for Lhose 

studeu~$ not going on to college (Frease, 1973a). 

51m~larly, Cohen (1955) argues thaz Lhe school is a situation in 

which the noncollege-bound boy is at a particular dlsadvanzage %-hen com- 

peting with college-bound boys for academ/¢ status. The perception that 

a good job w/ll not be forthcoming as a result of low educational ex- 

pectations is one form of blocked goal attainment that can lead to 

delinquency. 

On the other hand, grlar and Pillavln (1965) argue that @eclslons 

to commit delinquent acts are rationally determined, given the indivld- 

ual's potential costs and risks he runs of loslng hls previous "invest- 

ment" in conventional behavior. Thus, The adolescent with "h~Eh stakes 

in ¢onform/ty" (i.e., one %~o plans to attend college) is c~tted to 

meetlDg c~nventional expectations and is less l~kely to engage in 

criminal actlviry than is one for whom these stakes are L~. ~rschl 

(1969) also contends that delinquent behavior Jeopardizes one's chances 

of success. An Indlvldual who loses his incentives for co1~ventlonal • 

achleve~ent (i.e., a college education) can co=~/t delinquent acts 
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w i t h o u t  t h e  "normal" fear of educational reprisals, such  a s  receiving 

failing grades or being sent home from school by the principal. 

Despite these theoretical differences, Stinchco=be (1963), 

Hirschl (1969), Na=en~Irth (1969), Polk (1972), and Polk and Burke~t 

(1972) all found higher rates of delinquency among ~ncollege--bound 

youth than among their college-oriented counterparts. However, none of 

these studies determined ~he~her the relationship he~een ednca:iona! 

expectations and delinquency is dependent on the adolescen~Vs age or sex. 

Involvement in Extracurricu/ar Activities 

l~volvement in school-related activities and organizations is 

co~sldered an importamt criterion of success in the infor=~l system of 

the school (rlllott and Voss, 1974). Indeed, Gordon (1957) maintains 

that achievement in activities is the most important status dete~t 

in school. Polk and Halferty (1966) have described involvement in e.xtra- 

curricuIKr acti%~itles as a ~u~ber of "side bets" that keep students 

interested in school and out of trouble by reinforcing the scudencs' 

commitment co success ~rlthin the school system, h~reas Schafer (1972) 

axgues that school is less llkley to be a source of frustratlon for the 

achlete than for the nonathlete, Hirsch$ (1969) claims that an adoles- 

cent i n v o l v e d  i n  s p o r t s  m~y n o t  have  t ime f o r  l a ~ - b r e a k i n g  b e h a v i o r .  

Conger (1976: 20) =a/ncalns that "involvement In couvenclou~l 

acclv~ties is fairly unimportant unless it is concerned ~rlth coz~/cment." 

For exampiep Involvement in homework is negatively related to delinquency 

(Hlndelang, 1973), but it is also an i n d i c a t o r  of cc~itment t o  co~ven- 

~onal goa TM. T h u s ,  Conger (1976) arEues chat "Involvement" is not a 
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variable i~ c.outrol cheory. Lndeed, research by ~.~-s~--! (!969), 

~tndela~ (1973), and Elllott and Voss (~74) all fc-,-~ mo assc~--.a:ion 

between parr/cipation in various accivicies (e.g., clubs, spot--s) a~d 

measures o f  self-reported delinquency, although S-~er (1972) ~-/~ find 

a s~ll, negative relatio~ be~--een a~hle~/c par~iz!~arlcn azd cfflcially 

recorded de -llnqueney. Hoverer. even a s-.a~isticai!v s-E"-/f'la2-~z :~ga-- 

rive re!aticrn does no~ necessarily, indicaze ~na~ =i:_--volv~:~n * " _  _ :e~./s" to 

reduced frequency of delinquent behavior, since ~ assoc!a-_!m= c:~uld 

reflecl selec~vlty. Tha: is, nondel!n~uemr_~ =aT si~iy be ~cre ~--ikely 

Co partlc/pa~e in sports or clubs. ~!-~ough se!ez:/%iry By ~ accoun~ 

for the associa=ions 5e~'een de!inq'uency and ~he o:~er schc~! -~ari~bles 

under investigation, the rela=~ons bet~e~n "i~vo!veme~t" a~d ~uency 

arc parr/culaxly susceptible to selec.~ive influ~r~es. For ~!e, even 

t hough  part~clpatlon in ~ports and orl~er activities can provide ~ alder- 

nat/we source of s ta tus  or recognition in school, Rhodes ~d Ee/~s (1969) 

~alntaln "~hat these act~viEies tend ~o be restricted to a tal~:ed few. 

Research Rationale 

b/though many researchers have ~nvest£gated the relat/mcs ber~en 

varlo~zs s c h o o l  f a c t o r s  and o f f i c i a l l y  r ecorded  dellmq**ency, f ~  hzve  

stucLted ~he e f f e c t s  o f  educa t i ona l  v a r i a b l e s  c.n r~.as~res of s e l f - r e p o r t e d  

delinquency. The studies by Birschl (1969) and Elllocc a:~ ross (1974) 

suggest  r ~ t  at least one school variable (academic achievem~=:) ~ry be 

m o r e  h lSb /y  assoc ia ted w i t h  o f f l c l a l l y  r ecorded  ~ w l t h  s e l f - r ~ p o r t e d  

deL4.nquenc7. 
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~.~ereas  p r e v i o u s  r e s e a r c h  and t h e o r y  were  ~ d / - y  conce~'~ed o n l y  

~ i t h  ex~lairdng sex or age differences in the frequency of delinquent 

behavior (e.g., .~rris, 1964; Harris, 1977), in the preset study the 

relations between certain school variables and dellnqu~-~cy are sDecifie.________~d 

by. age (or grade level) and sex. T~at is, sex and gra~e level are 

treated as contingencies, not as theoretically interestizg variahles in 

of themselves. In fact, even if grade level and sex ~-mzera=t with 

school factors and delinquency, they are relatively ~c:--~ative or 

"prlm/tive" (Harris, 1977) variables. In other words, ~e~i~uce theoriz- 

ing should be directed toward better understanding the reles of sex and 

age in produc/ng del/nquen= behavior. 

Only Gold (1270) and Elliotr and Voss (1974) hate specified the 

relations between certain educational variables and self-reported delin- 

quency by sex, and these researchers reached opposite comclusions. 

~nereas Gold (1970) found a negative relation between aaad~-ic achieve- 

~t and delinquency for males but not for females, Elllott and Voss 

(1974) concluded that school antecedents lead to beth -=a/e and female 

d~llnquency. However, neither Gold (1970) nor Elliott a~d Voss (1974) 

formally tested for interactions. Both conducted separate analyses for 

=ale and female ado2escents, which aSsumes a r12_~2_~ ~kat the relation 

between school varlables and delinquency is depende=~ ~ sex. Thus, 

eve~ if "acad~=ic achlevememt" was found to be more highly associated 

%rlth male than with female delinquency. It would mot be  ~ whether 

sex difference was statistically slgnlflcanto 

Specifically, strain theorists would predict that school-related 

antecedenfis have a greater effect on the delinquent behavlor of males 



75 

rham retries and of older than younger ado lesce~r .s .  On the other hand, 

ccmrrol theorlsts do not anticlpate such interactions. Educational 

fau:ors should b a r e  separate or  independent effects on delinquent 

behavior, regardless of age and sex. The present investigation will 

for-..al/y =e-s= for t hese  3-~ay interactions ( i . e . ,  age and sex by school 

factors by dellnguency) by me=hods ~hdeh ~Ii be e x - p ~ n e d  later. 

l'ne SadDle 

The data for this study were gathered i~ !~7-" by the ~'ayne 

County Juven/le Faci!ity Ne~ork from public school districts in grades 

seven through elevem (ages I! to 17) of the "out county" area of Wayne 

Cc~mcy, Y-ich/gan. This includes all but the Detroit, H/ghland Park, and 

H~mcra--~ school districts. A Pao--stage sampli=g design vas utilized. 

first stage consisted of a sample drawn with replzce~=c from the 

33 publlc school districts in this "out county" area. Each district 

=hen ~elghted accordiog to its total seventh through eleventh grade 

~ ' o : L l ~ e ~ t  so =hat each child in the collect~ve district had an equal 

of being drawn. In =his manner, eSght different school discrlcts 

~re drasrn, and two dlstricts were each repeated ouce. From =hls initial 

dl--~.-ing, three districts could no= partlclpate (ooe declined and the 

other two were tco involved in labor negotlaclons to participate) and 

replaced in a s u b s e q u e n t  d r a w i n g .  

In =he s e c o n d  sampling stage, names w~re selected at random from 

all se1~en=h through eleventh grade girls and boys in proportion to  the 

a c t u a l  ~ r o l l ~ e u t  i n  e a c h  g r a d e  a t  e ach  s c h o o l  i n  e v e r y  s e l e c t e d  

• LBtr lc t .  A t o t a l  o f  385 £ntervlews (199 males  and  186 f e n a l e s ) ,  
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constituting 79 percent of the original sample, were conducted. Of the 

102 unsuccessful interviews, only four occurred because of refusals by 

t h e  Juvenile to be questioned. Change in residence and inability to 

contact parents accounted for the balance. However, there is no reason 

to  suspect that nonresponse bias resulted from a '?mobility" factor, such 

that those students moving into or out of the selected school districts 

were either more or less dellnquent than those already residing in the 

areas (Rankln. 1976). 

The geographic area under consideration includes not only 

densely populated, blue-collar, urban industrial co=~unltles, .but  also 

wholly residential co.unities, some of ~ich were high income and 

whlte-collar and others which were moderate to low income. The western 

edge of the county includes some sparsely settled rural towns with 

occasional farms. The blac k population of the "out county" area is 

less than 5 percent, most of which is clustered in a few co~unltles 

not included in the sample. 

Operat iona l  Heasures 

The present research spec i f i es  the r e l a t i o ~  between c e r t a i n  

s c h o o l  f a c t o r s  and d e l i u q u e n c y  by s e x  and g r a d e  l e v e l  to  t e s t  f o r  the  

i n t e r a c t i o n s  p r e d i c t e d  by  s t r a i n  t h e o r i s t s .  A l though  t h e  Wayne County 

s u r v e y  c o n t a i n s  a number of  measures  ana logous  to  t h o s e  used by p r e v i o u s  

researchers,  some educa t iona l  va r iab les  were not r e p l i c a t e d .  
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Independent Variables 

"Academic achievement" was ascer=aimed through two questions: 

(a) "Have you ever been held back a grade ~n school?" ("yes" or "no"); 

(b) '~tnat do you think your chances are of graduating from h/gh school?" 

("very bad," "bad," "falrp" and "very good"). Ability to estimate 

"chances of graduating from high school" may reflect the student's educa- 

tional aspirations rather ~an achievement. ~'~Is :~ay be especially true 

of the Jur~or high respondents, since they may have llttl@ knowledge 

of how they will fare academically in high school. ~ile some error is 

therefore involved in using an "estimation" item as a measure of achieve- 

~ent, there is probably a positive relation be:ween educational aspira- 

~ons and academic achievement. Although grade point average would also 

have been of interest, the requisite data were not available. 

The measure of "attitudes toward school" was provided by the 

question, "In general, how much do you llke school in terms of the fol- 

lowing choices: not at all, not very much, souewhat, pretty well, a 

great deal." "Educational expectations" was ascertained through the 

question, "After high school do you expect to get any more education?" 

("yes" or "no"). 

Several It~ served as separate ~-asures of "involvement in 

extracurricular activities:" (a) "Have you ever worked on a school 

Dewspaper or for some other school club apart from sports? About how 

many times in the past year?'* (b) "Have you ever been elected a class 

officer in school, or an officer in a club at school or outslde school? 

About how many times in the past year?" (c) "Have you ever played on 
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a school athletic team? About how =any t~ in the past year?" 

Finally, the adolescents' "grade level" and "sex" were a/so obta/ned by 

the Wayne County Interviewers. 

Dependent Variable 

Measures of delinquency are rarely ~e~'.Ical fro= one study to 

the next, and i~ is therefore questionable ~bether ~he findings of those 

studies are truly co~parahle. Although Hirscbl (1969: 55) uncenwiuclngly 

argues that "the findings of delinquency res~rch are not as de oendent 

On the operational definition of delinquency as has ~ide!y been assumed," 

variation in the measurezen~ of ~he depen~eut variable could result in 

differences in (i) the magnitudes of the correlaticus, (2) the statisti- 

cal sigu/flcance of the relations, and (3) ~he direction of ~he assocla- 

tlons. H/rschi's (1969) delinquency index ~ms thus repl/cated in the 

present s~udy to =inlmlze ~hese ~hree potential differences in research 

findings. Although replication and analysis of ocher researchers' 

delinquency indices (e.g., Cold, 1970; Elliott and Voss, 1974) would 

also be of interest, only Hlrschi's (1969) index could be ¢insely 

approximated w~th the Wayne County data. 

H/rschl (1969) asked adolescent boys if they had co=mltted each 

of six delinquent ac~s (flghtlng, vandallsm, car theft, grand theft, 

and two gypes of pe~ty theft) in the previous year. Each adolescent 

scored "0" If he had not ¢ou~/tted the offense and "I" if he had. 

The scores for these six acts were su~ed and then rrlchoto=dzed into 

the categories "0, I, and 2+" offenses. The ~asure of delinquency used 

i n  t h e  p r e s e n t  s t u d y  i s  b a s e d  on  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  s i x  i c e = s :  ~ many 
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times do you chink you have do~e chls in the past year? (I) Taken 

something worth less than $5.00; (2) taken something worth between $5.00 

a~d $50.00; (3) L~en so.aching worth more than $50.00 (except car); 

(4) takem a car %~thout the uwuer's perm/ssiou; (5) damaged property on 

purpose ~hat wasn't yours or your family's; (6) gotten into a fist fight 

w/ch someone else either by yourself or as part of a group." A delin- 

quency index identical to that of Eirschl (1969) was then created from 

Lhese six diets. 

.~!et hods 

Various ~-way con~/ngency tables (delinquency by grade level by 

sex by each of ~he school varlables) were ~.~alyzed by the procedure 

described by Duncmn (1975). As in Goodma='s (1970) technique, this 

procedure involves the exam/natlon of a set of hierarchical models, each 

of which is described by a particular =omb lnatlon of main and interaction 

effects of the independent variables with the dependent variable. Each 

model is characterized by its "goodness of fit" to the observed data, 

as evaluated by t'ne model's likelihood ratio chd-square statistic (~) 

and degrees of freedom. H/erarchlcal models are co~-pared by subtractin E 

c.hl-square values and degrees of freedom ~o yield new chl-square statls- 

t/cs w h i c h  are then exam/ned for ~mprcvement of fit. A preferred model 

is selected on the basis of "goodness of fit" and "parsimony" and cannot 

be slgn~flcantly improved upou by the Inclusion of additional effects. 

Interpre~atlon of the preferred model is clarified by computing 

odds and odds ra~os (from the expected frequencies) whdch describe the 

magnitude of each effect. "Odds" are computed in a fashion famillar 
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t o  those acquaimted ~ l~h  b e t t i n  8. For e~z=ple,  ~he (observed) odds on 

"2+"  d e l i n q u e n t  ac ts ,  r e l a t i v e  to  ( i . e . ,  d i v ided  by) "0 "  de l i nquen t  

acts are .37 because 36 adolescent g i r l s  were scored "2+"  and 97 were 

scored "0." Since the co~cesponding odds on "2+" del imquenc acts are 

1.20 for adolescent boys, the odds ratio "~ale:f~-~le" is 1.20 di,~ded 

by .37, or 3.24. This ratio (3.24) is greater than 1.0, indicating 

that the odds on co~ic~ing "2+" delinquent acts are greater for hales 

than for fe-~ales. 

{ ~ i k e  Good=~'S (1970) tec.~L~ic.ue, however, ~ e  procedure 

described by Dunc~ (1975) cain reveal how the several categories of an 

uncollapsed polytomous var iable inte=act ~ t h  the other variables, since 

these categories o£=en do not behave s i ~ l a r l y .  Thus, mo~els can. be 

specified in ter~s of the ~articular categories o£ the polvtomy that 

enter into relations ~th Lhe ocher variables under investigation. 

Deterninimg hc~ a polyto~ous variable relates to the other variables, 

in turn, is logically prior co the decision on how to combine categories 

of ~his variable (if such a step can be Justified at aJl). Combining 

categories of polytomous variables ~igates ~he problem of average 

smal l  c e l l  f r equenc ie s  in  ~ u l t i - ~ a y  contingency cable  a n a l y s i s .  

P i n d i n ~  

Each of r.he c,,.-o measures of acade:~.c achieveu~en~ ( i . e . ,  flunking 

and chances of g r a d u a t i n g  from high school)  was c r o s s - c l a s s l f l e d  by 

8rade l e v e l ,  s e x ,  and del lnquency i n  a ~-~ay cont ingency  t a b l e .  A~- 

chough previous  r e s e a r c h  has revea led  a p o s i t i v e  r e l a t l o n  between school 

retardation and official measures of delinquency, no a~sociatlon was 
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detected between "flunking" and the index of self-reported delinquency 

in ~he present study. Using the procedure described by Duncam (1975), 

models were specified %~ich allowed different contrasts between response 

categories of "chances of graduating fro=- high school" and the other 

v~riahles. The dichoto=y "very bad/had[fair v. very good" captured all 

of the significant contrasts and was r~erefore used in the fo!lo~ing 

analysis of the L-way table. 

F~odels were next specified ~-hic~ ~!lo~-ed different contrasts 

between grade levels a~d ~he other variables. ~-ne preferred model 

(~ - 22.2, d.f. ~ 20, p > .3) contains a separate effect of "chances 

of graduating" with de ~linquency: {5CJ~XIi}, {DST}, {DJ}, {DC}, where 

D " delinquency, g = sex, C - chances of graduating from high school. 

J - Junior h~gh (grades seven and eight), N - ninth grade, T - tenth 

grade, a~d E = eleven~ grade. Regardless of sex or grade level, the 

odds ratios "very bad/had/fair:very good" are 2.3, computed on the odds 

I:0 and 2+:0 of delinquency. Thus, a~olesce~ts who responded "very bad," 

'~bad," or "fair" were more likely to be delinquent than those who re- 

sponded "very good" to the question on "chances of graduating," regard- 

less of sex or grade level. This suggests that i=~ediate problems 

rather them commitment to long-range goals are more salient in determ~n- 

Ing Lhe frequency of delinquent behavior among adolescents. Although the 

relation between sex and delinquency does depend on whether or not the 

adolescent is in the tenth 8rade~ this 3-*.-ay interaction does not 

Include the measure of academic achleve~ent. Since similar 5-way 
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l n t e r a ¢ ~  w e r e  ~ e r e d  i n  t h e  o t h e r  r .~b!e~ . ~ d e r  l n v e s t i g a c ~ .  

the odds ratios for graEe level and sex ~-ii he ~4/scussed later. 

AS in previo~s research involving the self-reported measures of 

dellnque~cy, no siE---ifi~a~ relax/on ~s fo~ be.'c~een dellnquen~ behav- 

ior and imvo~vemau~ eisner in s mcrts or in clubs. However, a significant 

relation was deteczed beseem involv~--~ent, as --easured by "officer in 

clubs," and de ~I/nquency. i~ is interesting to note ~nat when models 

were specific/ %-hich allied different contrasts be-~.'een the respo~se 

categories (i.e., 0, i, 2+) of "officer in c!uhs" and the other varl- 

ahles, ~he dichotomy. "0/! v. 2+" captured 8/1 of =he significant con- 

trasts. ~vious re&earchers have usually di~ho=c~/zed such variables 

as "0 v. I+," but such a d/cho=o~y ~uld have masked ~ny significant 

relation in ~.he pr~sen~ study. 5k)dels were nexK specified which allowed 

d/ffere.u= ¢~n=rasts 5a~ween the grade levels and the other variables. 

The fitted odds and odds ratios for ~he preferre~ model are presented 

in TaBle I. 

AS indicated by  the odds rat/os in TaBle i, the relation between 

"officer in clubs" and delinquency depem~s on whether or not the a~oles- 

cent is in Junior high or high school. The ratios 0,1:2+ for high 

school stu~em~s (i.e., grades nine through eleven) are 2.91 and 5.79, 

computed om r-he odds I:0 and 2 + : 0  of d e l i n q u e n c y ,  r e s p e c t i v e l y .  H o w e v e r ,  

t h e  c o r r t s ; ~ n d l n g  r a ~ i o s  f o r  J u n i o r  h i g h  a d o l e s c e n t s  a r e  b o t h  l e s s  cha~ 

1.0 (.73 and .07), or in the opposite dlrec~on fro~ tha~ e~cpectad. 

T h u s ,  ~ u n ! o r  h i g h  s ~ e : ~ t s  %'ho w e r e  o f f i c e r s  i n  r = o  o r  more  c l u b s  w e r e  

a c t u a l l y  = o r e  l i k e l y  ~o b e  d e l i n q u e n t :  than r .hose who ~ e r e  o f f i c e r s  i n  



T a b l e  i. 

g3 

Odds on Co~-/tting Delinquent ACts (D), by Sex, Grade Level, 
and Involvement (as Measured by Officer in Clubs): Kayne 
C~unry, .~iichigan~ 197& 

Ratios 
Odds** 0 1:2+(o) Y~ie:Fe~a!e 

Grade Offlcer(O)* Sex(S) n i:0 2~:0 I:0 2~:0 i:0 2+:0 

Jr. B/gh(J) 0,i Female 62 .55 .26 .73 .07 2.38 2.80 
.Male 81 1.31 .72 

2+ Fe=ale 4 .75 3.50 
Male 3 1.79 9.75 

9th(N) 0,i Female 42 .&9 .6& 2.91 5.79 2.38 2.80 
Male 32 1,17 1.79 

2+ Female 2 .17 .ll 
Male 1 .&0 .31 

10th(T) 0,I Female 3& .67 .05 2.91 5.79 !.3& 2S.50 
M a l e  40 .90 1.50 

2+ Female 4 .23 .O1 
Male 2 .31 .27 

llth(E) 0, I Female 36 ..49 .6& 2.91 5.79 2.38 2.80 
Male 39 1.17 1.79 

2+ Female I .17 .11 
Kale 1 .~O .31 

*Using the partitioning procedure 
found that the responses "0" and 
any slgnificam~ effect. 

described by Duncan (1975), it vas 
"I" could be co=blned wlthout loslng 

**Computed from fitted frequencies under  model: {OSJN'£E}, {DST}, {DOJ} 

(X 2 - 16.81, d.f. - 18, p > .5). 
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one or v~ clubs. Al~hough the relation between "officer in clubs" and 

delinquency is not greater for older than for younger adolescents (as 

would be pred/cted by strain theorists), the association is in the ex- 

pected direction only for the older (h/gh school) adolescents. .This 

associatlon is expressed more clearly in Figure i, which graphically 

illustrates =he fitted odds of ~he preferred model. The relative 

magnitude of the association between "officer in clubs" and delinquency 

is indicated by the slopes representing ~he fitted odds; a steeper slope 

indicates a greater effect. 

~ue effect of sex on delinquency is indicated by the odds ratios 

"male:f~-ale" in Table 1 and by-the'~e~l'cal:~ti~d~b4rween lines of 

the s~me grade level in Figure i. The relation between sex and delin- 

quency depends on whether or not the adolescent is in the tenth grade. 

Although males are more likely to co~--./t delinquent acts ~han females 

at each gra~e level, tenth grade boys are much more likely to co~mlt 

two or more delicts (relative to no dellcts) than are tenth grade girls. 

Whereas =he odds ratio "male:female" is 28.50 (computed on =he odds 

2+:0 of delinquency) for tenth graders, the corresponding ratios are 

2.80 at all other grade levels. 

Final/y, the association be~4een grade level and delinquency 

can be ~ost clearly elucidated in Figure i (although the reader can 

compute the ratios for grade levels from the fitted odds in Table I). 

Grades nine and eleven did not differ significantly from each other in 

regard to thelr association with delinquency and are therefore repre- 

sented as a single I/ne. Whereas ~he assoclatlon between the tenth 
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g r a d e  ar.d d e l i n q u e n c y  depends on s e x .  t h e  r e l a t i o n  bet~aeen g r a d e s  s e v e n  

and  e i g h t  ( j u n i o r  h i g h )  and d e l l n q u e ~ c y  i s  d e p e n d e n t  on w h e t h e r  or  n o t  

~he adolescents are highly involved as officers in clubs. However, 

~ne-~e associations will not be further discussed, since 3-way i~ter- 

aetlo-~ not involving one of the school variables is only tangential 

to the focus of this paper. 

A significant 3-way interaction between delinquency, grade level, 

and expected education was detected in the 4-way table, delinquency by 

sex, grade level, and expected education. The fitted odds and odds 

ratios for d%e preferred model are presented in Table 2. AS indicated 

by the ra*.!os "no:yes," the relation between expected education and 

dellnqu~mcy is dependent on whether or not the adolescent is im junior 

high or hlgh school. AS would be predicted by stralm theorists, the 

effect of "expected education" on delinquency is greater for the older 

than for the younger adolescents. The ratios "no:yes" (computed from 

the odds 2+:0) are 2.37 and 1.72 for high school and junior high 

students, respeccively. Moreover, the ratio "no:yes" (co=puted from 

the odds i:0) is 3.11 for adolescents in grades nine through eleven but 

is .67 (and in the direction opposi=e fro= that expected) for seventh 

and niEhth graders. However, when tested separately~ this latter ratio 

(.67) was vo~ statis=ically significant (or slgn/ficantly different 

from l.O)o The assoclation between educational erpectatlons and delin- 

quency is n~t dependent on sex, although a signlfican~ sex/grade level/ 

d~uency interaction was again detected. 



Table 2. 

8Y 

Odds on ~--.it=ing De~e=r Acts (D), by Sex, Grade Level, 
amd Expected Educa=ion: ~a:--ne Coum=y, Ylchigan, 1974 

Grade 

Patios 
Expected Odds* No:Yes 

Education(X) Sex(S) n i:0 2+:0 1:0 2+:0 

Jr. KIgh(J) No Female 13 .A0 
.Male ~--0 .98 

Yes Female &B .59 
~le 64 1.47 

3th (N) No Fe~ale ~ 1.09 
~!e 5 2.69 

Yes Female 33 .35 
Male 25 .87 

10th(T) No Female 13 1.25 
~Liale ~ 1.96 

Yes Female 35 .40 
,Made ~ .63 

ll=h(E) No Female ~ I.I0 
Male ~ 2.70 

Yes F~le 25 .35 
~lale 28 .87 

.45 .67 
1.22 
.26 
.7! 

1.19 3.11 
3.25 
.50 

1.36 

.08 3.11 
2.70 
.03 

1.13 

1.19 3.1/ 
3.26 
.50 

1.36 

1.72 

2 .37  

2 .37  

2.37 

*Computed from fitted frequencies ~er model: {XSJS'[E}, {DST}, {DXJ} 

(x = - 14.99, d . f .  ,- 18, p :~ . 5 ) .  
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The od~s and odds ratios ~or r.he preferred mode/ Ir~m ~he 4-way 

contingency table, delinquency 5y grade level, sex and attitudes toward 

school are presented in Table 3 and graphically illus~rated in Figure 2. 

Using the partitlon~ng procedure described by Duncan (1975), it %~s found 

thac the response categories "not at all" and "not very much" as well as 

"pretty well" and "a great deal" could be combined without losing any 

significant effect. .Models ~re then specified which allowed different 

contrasts between grade levels and the o~her variables. As indicated 

in Table 3, a significant 2-way in:erection was detected; the associa- 

tion between attitudes toward school and delinquency depends on sex. 

Unexpectedly, however, the effect of attitudes toward school on 

delinquency is actually greater for fe~les than for males! ~ereas the 

odds ratios (computed on the odds 2+:0) "noc at all/not ve~- much:pretty 

well/a great deal" [or (I):(3) in T~61"e 3] and "{~{fp~e£6y we~l/a great 

deal" [or (2):(3)2 for female adolescents are 12.14 and 3.43, respec- 

tively, the corresponding ratios are 5.69 and 2.15"for males. Mmreover, 

the ratios (computed on the odds i:0) (1):(3) and (2):(3) for females 

are i0.77 and 1.81, respectively, while the corresponding ratios for 

males are .69 and .35. 

Although the odds l:O are gzeater for males who responded "not 

aK all" or "~oK very much" than for ~hose who answered "fair" (see 

Figure 2), these odds (i:0) mlexpectedly increase for those boys who 

zesponded either "pretty well" or "a great deal." Thus, school attitudes 

may have llttle effect on %~echer males are scored 0 or I o~ the dellm- 

quency measure. Indeed, although the relatlcm between attitudes toward 



Table 30 Odds on Co.~.lttlng D~ltnquent Acts (O), by Sex, Grade Level, and Attitudes toward 
Schoolt Wayne County, M/chtga., 1974 

A t t i t u d e s  gn t lo~  
Toward ()(ida** ~ 

Grade School* Sex(S) n ~ [ ;0  ~l~O j[; f-L,.._~d2~ 

J r .  High(J) ( l )Not  a t  a l l /  Female 1 5.35 2.73 10.77 12.14 1.81 3,43 
Mot very much Hale 8 1.21 3.27 .69 5.69 .35 2.15 

(2)Somewhat Female 8 .87 .75 
Hale 20 .61 1.21¢ 

( 3 ) P r e t t y  w e l l /  Female 57 ,Aft .22 
A g rea t  deal  Male 56 1.79 .57 

9th(N) (1) Female 8 9.62 4.69 10.77 12,14 1.81 3.43 
Male 2 .85 5.85 .69 9.69 .39 2.15 

(2) t:e~a l e  6 .62 1 . 3 h  
H/de 7 .43 2,21 

(3) Female 90 ,31, .39 
Halo 24 1.26 1.03 

1Orb(T) (I) l:emale 3 4.82 .Si 10.77 12,14 1.81 9.69 
Hale 5 .75 5.83 .69 5.69 .35 2.15 

(2) Female 8 .81 .09 
Male 13 .Sg 1.83 

(3) Female 27 .65 .03 
Male 24 1,O8 .85 

llth(g) (I) Female 5 3.(,2 6,69 10.77 12.14 1,81 3,63 
Male 4 .89 9.85 .69 5,69 ,35 2.15 

(2) Fentale g .62 I. 36 
Male 11 .43 2.21 

(3) Female 26 .34 ,39 
~]ale 25 1.26 1.(13 

O0 %0 



T~ble 3, Continued 

*Using the p a r t i t i o n i n g  proceduce de sc r i bed  by Duncan (1975)~ I t  ~ s  fo~Lud t ha t  the Cesponse 
categories "Not nt all" and "Not very much" ag well as "Pretty well" and "A great deal" could 
be combined wlChout l os ing  any s i g n i f i c a n t  e f f e c t .  

**Computed [ tom £L t ted  f requenc ies  under model= {AS,INTE}~ {DSA), {DST}, (DJ} 

(X 2 - 27.36p d . f ,  = 30, p • . 5 ) ,  
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school and the  odds (!:0) on 6 ~  for a~o lesce~t  boys appears t o  

be noumono~oni¢,  wSen tes=ad  s e '~a r a : e !y  i~  was n o t  s t a t i n t i c a l l y  s i ~ f i -  

can~. However, ~he od~s 2+:0 ~e .~.~ns!s~e~ly in the expected direction 

wi~hln response categories of a:r/~udes ~o~ard school. 

S t r a i n  ~ h e o r ~ s  ~ o  ~ , - ~ s ! z e  ~ e  =egacive consequences o f  ~oor 

grades and l o v  educacio~_ai e ~ a ~ - - s  f o r  the a d o l e s c e n t ' s  eco~c~.~c 

future wou/d expect educa~f~-~a/ ~:e~e~;eu:s ~o have a graa~er effec~ on 

the delinquent behav~cr of 5cys -.ham ~-/is and of older than younger 

adolescents. On ~he other kau~, ~se theorists %%o argue that ~dlate 

probleas (e.g., the s=~--~-a a.--=-~.~=he~ to --hose sK~dem=s %%0 receive poor 

grades) are more saHemt ~ a :=~---.../~=enE to long-range goals %~uld 

expect school variahles ~o ka~e sa~rarate effects on delinquent he,taylor. 

These arguDents are aklm =o %4: Briar and Pilia~n (1965) refer to as 

"stakes in ¢onform/ry." In =a.-=s ~f a ~tmen= to future economic 
\ 

goals, higher "s~a~es" are su~--p~se~!y assoclated ~th ~ales than re-tales 

and with older than y~u~ger adz!ascents. However, in regard co the 

Immedlate problems that r~mnfr~: poor students or noncollege-bound 

adolescents, these "s~akes" are low, regardless of sex or age. 

The p r e s e n t  s C u ~  f ~ y  r e s t e d  f o r  g rade  l ~ v e l / s c h o o l  f a c t o r /  

d e l i n q u e n c y  and s e x l s c h o o l  f a c ~ r / d e L t ~ u e n c y  i n E e r a c c l o n s  to  d e c e r - ~ a e  

w h e t h e r  t h e  a s s o c i a t i o n  b e L ~ e ~  c e r t a i n  s choo l  v a r i a b l e s  and de l lmquency  

is dependen~ on g~ade level a:*d ~ex. A/though no slgnlflcan~ assocla- 

~ion was detected between school re~ardarlo~ and delinquency, "chances  

o f  g r a d u a t i n g  from h i g h  ~ h o o i "  u~s s ~ a r a t e l y  r e l a t e d  to d e l i n q u e n t  
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behavior .  Those s tuden t s  who responded "very bad," "had ,"  o r  " f a i r "  

were more l i k e l y  to be de l inquent  than chose who r e s ~ a d e d  "very good," 

r e g a r d l e s s  of  grade l e v e l  and sex.  

Although involvement in sports and clubs at school was no~ 

sign/flcaQtly rela~.ed to delinquency, the association between "officer 

in clubs" and delinquen~ behavior was dependent cu grade level. Even 

though the effect of "officer in clubs" on dellnquency ~ms not greater 

for older than for younger adolescents, this association was in the 

expected direction only for the older students (see Figure I). This 

indlcates that this measure of Involvemen~ has an L~nibiting effect 

on delinquent behavior for the high school but not for the Junior high 

students. AS suggested earlier, an asso¢laEion between involvement 

and delinquency may merely reflect selec=Ivlty, However, if nondelln- 

quents are simply more likely ~o be officers, it is d/fficult to under- 

stand why th/s selective influence opera~es in high school but not in 

J un/or high. 

Why Is only one of the three maasures of "involvement" signifi- 

cantly related to delinquency? Gordon's (1957: l) =aln c~ntentlon is 

~hat "the dom/nant motivation of the hish school student is to achieve 

and malntalu a ~eneral social status wlthfn the or,~aplzatlon of the 

school." Participation in formal student orgahizatlons (e.g., clubs, 

sports) are che means by which students can achieve chelr stacus. Rob-- 

ever, par~¢Ipatlon in certain actlvltles can provide more or less 

s~atus chart participation in o~her activities. "Scarify of positions," 

"intensity of ¢ompetltion" necessary to achieve the positions, and "high 
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visibility ~ are three criteria vhlch provide relatively high prestige 

value for the participamts. Certain/y, club officers are scarce posi- 

~ious in co=par~gn to club membership and the number of athletic 

partlclpants. Mmreover, is:ense competition in school elections for 

prominent club offices as "~ell as the duties which accompany these 

offices can prove-de a r~rgin of high visibility not a/ways associated 

~rlth athletic partlclpat~a ¢r club membership. Also, the elections 

for club officers can pro~ide as much ¢ompeZitlon as earming a position 

on an athletic tea~ a~d relatively more competition than voluntary, club 

membership. 

Gordon (1957) further =~intalns that the s~udeut's behavior 

reflects his general s=at~ in the schoolts social system. School 

expecta~lons for confor-m~ng behavior are positively related to the 

studentgs social status, since behavioral conformity is necessary, to 

maintain one's general status and office. Thus, club officers (who 

have relatively high status) may curtail their delinquent behavlor even 

though club members and athletes may not. 

Furthermore, ~he low frequency of delinquent behavior for club 

officers in grades v/ne to eleven but not in grades seven and eight of 

th~s study probably reflects the differences in social structure between 

Junior h/gh and high school. Athletics. clubs. ~d other actlv~tles are 

not as dominant in Jun/or h/gh as in h/gh school. Therefore, the social 

structure is less deflned in Junior b/gh because there are usually fewer 

activities in which to pa£tlclpate. Since Junior high students thus 
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ha~e fewer means ~hrou~h ~ch status can be attained, school 

expectations for behavioral conformity may not be as great. 

The effect of educational expectations on delinquency is also 

dependent on grade level. As ~u!d be predicted by strai~ theorists, 

the association between expected education and delinquent behavior 

~a9 greater for older (high school) than for younger ~unior high) 

adolescents. 

Finally, a si~ifi~a~ ~y interaction "was detected among sex, 

attitudes t~'ard school, and delinquency. However, contrary to strain 

theory and previous research (Gold, 1970) which suggest that school 

factors affect boys' but not girls' delinquent behavior, the associa- 

tion between attitudes =~r~ard school and delinquency was found to be 

greater for girls than for boys! 

The results of this study thus provide mixed support for both 

control and strain theory. A/though "chances of graduating from high 

sch~ol" had a separate effect on delinquency, the associations between 

del~nquent behavior and both "officer in clubs" and "educational expec- 

talons" were generally greater for older than for younger adolescents. 

Moreover, neither siren nor control theorists would have predicted that 

the effect of "attitudes Koward school" on delinquency is greater for 

female than for male adolepce=ts. 

F~lly, the explanation of age and sex differences in the 

of delinquent behavior should not be the only concern of future 

research. Indeed, the present study reveals a need for specification of 
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relationships by age ~nd sex. Thus, subsequent research should be more 

concerned ~th examln~ng the differential impact of antecedent condi- 

tions on the delimquency of adolescent subgroups. 



A.~P~IX A 

QD'ESTION ~.'O.~D~';G, RESPONSE CATEGORIES, .~\~D YL~R OF St.~%--EY 
FOR EACH OF ~ VARL~LE-S L~YiLIZED IN A-~L%LYSIS 

¥ (Capital punisP~ent) Do you favor or oppose the death peneity 
for perse~s convicted of murder? (Favor, Oppose, Don't Know) 
1972-76. 

V 1 (Robbery) D~ring the last year, did anyone take so~e:h~ng 
directly fro=- you by force -- such as a ~tick-up, ---agg!ng, or 
threat? (Yes, No) 1973-74, 1976. 

V 2 (Assault) Eave you ever been punched or beaten by another person? 
(Yes, No) !973, 1975-76. 

V 3 (Threat) P~ve you ever been threatened with a gun, or shot at? 
(Yes, No) 1973, 1975-76. 

V 4 (Burglary) D~rlng the las~ year -- that is, between }~rch and 
now -- did a=yone break into or somehow illegally get into your 
(apt./home)? (Yes, No) 1973-74, 1976. 

V 5 (Concern with spending on crime) We are faced with many problems 
in this country, none of which can be solved easily or Inex- 
penslvely. I'm going to name so=e of these problems, and for 
each one l'd like you to tell me whether you think we're spending 
too much mo~ey on it, too little money, or about the right amount 
• . . F~Iting the rising crime rate• 1973-76. 

V 6 (Concern wlth spending on ~he space program) . . . Space ex- 
ploration program. 1973-76. 

v 7 (Pres. 68) Now in 1962, you remember tha~ Humphrey ran for 
President on the Democratic ticket against Nixon for the Republi- 
cans, and Wallace as an Independent. If voted: Did you vote 
for Humphrey, Nixon, or Wallace? 1972-73. 

V8 (Pres. 72) In 1972, you remember that HcGovero ran for President 
on the Democratic tlcket, against Nlxon far the Republicans. 
If voted: Did you vote for HcGovern or Nixon? 1973-76. 

V 9 (Pear) Is ~here a~y area aroumd here -- that is, %~thls a mile -- 
where you would be afraid to walk alone at night? ~es, No) 
1973-74, 1976. 
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VII 

VI2 

V13 

VI4 
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(Courts) In general, do you think the ¢ourts in this area deal 
too harshly or not harshly enough with criminals? (Too Harshly, 
NO= harshly enouEh, About risht) 1972-75. 

(Hit) Are there any si:uations you can ~--magine in ~+ich you 
would approve of a Do!ieezan striking an adult =ale citizen? 
(Yes, No) 1973, 1975-76. 

(Hit.murder) If yes or not sure: ~ould you approve if the 
citizen was bein 8 questioned as a suspect in a murder case? 
No) 1973, 1975-76. 

(Yes, 

(Wiretappins) Everything considered, would you say that, in 
general, you approve or disapprove of wiretapping? 1974-79. 

(Gun o~ership) Do you happen to have Hn your home any guns 
or revolvers? (Yes, No) 1973-74, 1976. 
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