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ABSTRACT
Title: Values and Sclf-=Reported Delinquency
Authors: Harsha N. Mookherjee (USA) and H. Wayne llogan (USA)

Contact: Harsha N. Mookherjee, Department of Socivlogy, Tennessce
Tochﬁ%logical University, Cookeville, TN 38501 USA

This is a study of the association between lower- vs. middle-class
values and self-reported delinquency amonyg 485 Caucasian male and
female high school and university students in rural, middle
Tennessee, USA.  The typical student's lamily background was
lower-middle-class, as determined by his/her father's occupation.
For the 20 catepories of delinquency studied, males almost
invariably admitted to substantially more invelvement than did
females.  Contrary to expectation, however, there was a slipht
tendency for propertionately more delinquency to be admitted to
by students [rom middle- rather than lower-class lamilies, though
the percentage differences between these two groups were quite
small. Repardless of the students' sex or their family's social
¢lass, consistently more delinquency was, reported by students who
tended to reject rather than accept the statements contained in

a measure of middle=class values. On the other hand ,
self=reported delingqueney was much more ambiguously associated
with the students' acceptance or rejection of statements in a
measure of lower-class values. Several theoreticul and practical
implications of these findings are discussed.
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VALUES AND SEL%-REPORTED DELINQUINCY AMONG RURAL YOUTH IN

MIDDLE TENNESSEE

.

Singly and, to a lesser extent, collectively, the concepts
of values and deliAquenc& have been matters of sociological
1ntercét tor some time (cf. Clark & Wenninger, 1963; Clinard,
1968; Cloward & Ohlin, 1960; Cohen, 1955; Durkheim, 1954;
Kluckhohn & Strodtbeck, 1961: Merton, 1967: Rokeach, 1973).
There is considerable evidence that both factors play a very
ipfluential role in each individual's life agl in the social
system at large. Thus the more or less obvious links bétween

the high price'p;aced on such human values as honesty, religion

’

and justice and the degree to which the individual is drawn

to and/or repelled by deviant/delinquent involvement. It must

of course be noted tha:t adherence to some values~-that of

-honesty, say--may equ%%ly lead to either the support of a

criminal or a non-criminal gode, that, ultimately,
"doviance}delinquency" remains very much in the eye of the
beholder (cf. Becker, 1963),

This qualification aside, the relationships between values
and delinquency seem necessarily mediated by such variables as
the individual's sex and social class. But while ﬁhese two
dimensions have frequently been separately related to
delinquency, these same relationships are not known to have
been previously corrclated with measures for values (for two

-

f : . . . :
relevant studies, sce Landis & Scarpitti, 1965, and Clark &
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Wenninger, 1963). This, in spite of the reasonably well
developed literature directly linking values to sex and to
social class. The intention of our own research, then, was
to desbriptively explore the empirical connections between
values and self-reported delinquency as thesé associations
may‘differentially relate to males and females and to middle-
and lower-class individuals.,. \6ur effort was thus guided by
the following working hypothese§: (1) that ma;es will report
¢ more delinquency involvement than will females, regardless of
soaial class backgrounds and value orientations and (2) that
subscription to middle-class and lower-class values will be
associated negatively and positively, respectively, with
éelf-repprtéd delinquency, regardless of the individual's sex
or social class background.

Bota juvenile and adult delinquency have generally been
defined and studied aé mostly urban phenomena. We believe,
however, that for conceptual and empirical reasons alike,
increased attention should be given the etiology and correlates
of delinquency among rural residents as well. Our modest
eiffort is intended as nothing more than a preliminary step
in this dircction. We encourage others to modify and build

upon our beginnings.

METHOD
The 1+ spondents were 229 white males and 256 white
females, approximately half ot whom were mostly high school

sentors with the remainder beina mostly university sophomores.
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All were raised in the esscntially rural Cumberland Plateau
region of middle Tennessee and, on the average, came from

families in which the fathers' occupations were characteristically
‘ :

lower-middle~class,

The students completed a self-administering questionnaire
distributed by their instructéfs_during regularly schedgled
class periods. Among the dimén§ions measured were those
regarding.the students' acceptanle of and orientation toward

J;arious values, some of which are said to be subscribed to more
by middic-class persons and others more by lower-class
individuals;' Specifically, the values statements useé-were
Cohen's (1955) 9 middle-class items--e.g., "Working hard at
trying to get ahead"--and Miller's (1958) 6 lewer-class item. --
e.g., "Being able to handle myself; being tough" (also see
Clark & Wenninger, 1963). Previcus.analysis of the present
data revealed Spearman-Brown reliability values of .91 and
.82 for the respective measures:; the item~total score correlations
ranged from ,59 to .74 for Cohen's measure and from .61 to
.70 for Miller's (Hogan & Mookherijee, 1979),

The study's dependent variable--delinquency--was measuroed
with a 20-1item listing of delinquent acts for which the studenti:
were asked to report their involvement or non-involvement
during the year preceding the survey date (1977-1978).
Variations of this self-report measure for delinquency have
been used previously and found generally reliable and valid

{(ct. Cernkovich & Ciordano, 1979: Clark & Ti: , 1966;
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Clark &‘”bnninqor, 1963 Empey & Frickson, 1966; Hindelang,

’

1971: Kelly, 1975; Voss, 1966; Wallerstein & Wyle, 1947).

RESULTS

.In general confirmation of our first hypothesis, the
present data show that the female stuéents reported less.
de;inquency involvement than did their male counterparts
(see Table 1), Only for 7 offense categories--involving theft,
the use of an automobile, drugs,.and running away from
ro>me~--were the male/female delinquency proportions similar.
For all other delinquency categories, .the sex-specific.
differences were considerable. For both me}es aéd'females, the
ene delinquent act engaged in at least once by the largeég
percentage of students was "driving a car 10 ﬁ.p.h. over the
speed linit" (the respective involvement proportions being
— - """ "90% and 85%): on the other hand, the delinquent act engaged in
by the smallest percentage of both male and female students
was "taking things of large value.($50 or more) from others"
(9% vs. 4%, respectively).

Indir=ctly disconfirming our second hypothesis, the cata
suggrst that at least [or our sample the admission of involvement
at lcast once in the various forms of delinquency during the
previous year did not markediy distinguish between middle-~
(vwhite—-collar") and lower- ("blue-collar") class respondents
(sce Table 1). 1In fact, there was a slight tenﬁency for

proportionately more delinquency to be admitted to by middle-

-y
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than lower-class students. The percentage differences between

these two groups, however, were consistently small, with the

middle=

acts engaged in by the largest and smallest bercentages of

and lower-class students being the same as for the

male and female comparisons made earlier,

Turning next to the associations between the scores the

students made on the delinquency measure and Cohen's middle-class

and Miller's lower-class scales, the aggregate data in Table 2

indicate that with Miller's items it was only for middle-~class

~males that the values/delinquency scores were positively and

significantly correlated as anticipated (for related but not

strictly comparable values/delinquency discussion, see Feather,

v1975, and Rokeach, 1973). On the other hand, «the results to

some degree support our second hypothesis.with their indication

that for male and female and middle- and lower-class students

alike, admitting to delinquency was inversely and much more

strongly related to subscription to Cohen's middle-class values

h><:.01). The data in Table 2 also give added support for

our first hypothesis by showing that the males!' delinquency

score was significantly h3<:.05) higher than the females',

regardless of the students' social class kackgrounds and value

oricntations.

In
middle-
linking

cach ot

Tables 3 through 10, we present for male and female and
and lower-class students the individual correlations
cach of Cohen's and Millert's value statements with

the 20 selt-reported acts of delinquency. These data
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/// bear on our sccond hypothesis }n more detail than do those in
Table 2. We encourage the reader to carefully examine the
details of these tables for the interesting and sometimes
surprising turns they take. But because of space/time
considerations, we limit ourseclves to presenting only the
summary statistics relating values to delinquency.
o Looking first at Cohen's middle~-class values given in
Table 3, we sce that of the 20 correlation coefficients linking
total values and delinquency scores for the males, 19 were
expectedly inverse (18 of them being significant at least. at
the .05 level). For the females, all 20 of these correlations
were negative, with 17 of them being statistically significant
ksoé Table 4). FEsscentially these same results are noted when
comparing thé middle~ and lower-class students® values/delinquency
correclations (see Tables 5 and 6): for the fgrmer, 20 were
inverse (18 being significant at least at the .05 level): for

the latter group, 19 of the correlations were negative, of

which 17 were signiticant.,

Turning next to Miller's lower-class items in Table 7,

the assoaclation between values and delinquency for males is
' far more mixed than was the case with Cohen's measure for
mididle-class values.  Of the 20 correlations in Table 7, hald
woere predictably positive, with none of them being statistically
signiticant, Almént itdentically the same result was notoed for

the female students (see Table #): 11 of these correlations

woere positive, as hypothesized, though none was significantly oo
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on -the other hand, contrary to the expectation we expressed
. with our second hypothesis, 9 of the values/delinquency
coefficients were negative, with 3 being significant at least
¢ at the .05 level. The pattern of these findings 1s repecated
when the data are o%amined in terms of the students' social
class backgrounds (sce Tables 9 and 10). Thus, for the
midile-class students, only 12 of the values/delinquency
correlations were positive (one significantly so); for the
students coming from a lower-class family background, only 9
4

.of the correlations were predictably positive, with none being

statistically significant.

DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

In our study of rural youth in middle Teﬁncssee, we
hypothesized and fouhd males reporting significantly mcre
at-least-once involvement in delinquent acts than was admitted
to by their female counterparts. And thqugh declinquency
studies typically focus upon urban youth, this same general
finding has been repeatedly reported not only for the United
States but for many other industrialized nations as well
(Lunden, 1964)., For the 20 categories of delinquency presentl::
studied, for only 1 was the involvement percentage of females

arcater than the males'. Moreover, the females' f{requency of

delinguency involvement was invariably less than the malest,
and significantly so in 12 of the 20 cases. Essentially thesce
N

samn patterns were also found by Cernkovich and Girordano

1
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(1979:139), who, though 26 of their 36 delinquency categories
were involved in significantly more by male than female ’
respondents,.nOVQrthciess concluded that their "data reveal-
a striking male-female.uniformity_in delinquency involvement,"

The art of interpreting "social facts" is difficult, at
best. 1Its pfactice’almost invariably leaves one considerably
short of the definitive resolution of whatever problematic
aspect of human life the researcher chooses to study. Perhaps
these caveats are especially applicable to the issue of
-maln/female differences, a topic about which there is curfémtly
so much debate (cf.:Maccoby & Jacklin, 1974). fThus the tempting
pressure, always, to emphasize those aspects of our data that
éive us some grounds for challenging the Convantional wisdom.
It is in just this airection that the social scientist is
pushe@ by a paradigm that gives its highest rewards to "new"
discoveries of "new" relationships rather than to the "new"
discovery that "old" correlations do or do not bear up under
repeated testing. Whether or not these or related considerations
aprly to the Cyrnkovich-Giordano work, we cannot say., We do
think, however, that this gcneral socioloqy—of-scicnco issue
bears much closer examination than it has received so far.

FF'or our part, we arce inescapably led by our own data,
our review of the literature, and our understanding of the
value structure and socialization forcos.bommon-to the Amorican
society that at least for the more traditional forms of

delinquent behavicey, such acts remain more characteristic of
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males than females, whether they have been raised in predominatcly
urban or predominately rural settiégs. |
As. with the male/female issue, the literature is'af&e »
. —~——

2 .
generally of one voice with, respect to the associations

_t?pically»found between delinguency and the factor of social .

‘class. Thus, with rare exceptions, it is the middle-class

individual who both theory and research say is much less likely
than the lower-class individual to either actually or reportedly \
engage in acts of delinquency. We did not find this to be the
case- -for our.}espondents, howéver.' In faét, we found middle-class
students tending.ever so slightly to report more delinquency

involvement than was admitted to by their lower-class

counterparts, though, overall, the social clags/delinquency

associations were quite inconsistent (similar findings have beon

repor ted 5y Fmpey & Frickson, 1966, Kelly, 1975, Polk, 1966,
and Voss, 1966).

Perhaps the most obvious explanation af our somewhat
anomalous finding is that (a) university and near-university
atudonts are so homoqénizod by their common socioccononmic
aspirations as to ronder irrelevant the fact that they may
hnave been raised in families that differed at least in tofms
ot their respective fathers! occupational levels, and that
(b) as a conscquence, such students are not meaningfully
ditferentiated by social class labels with respect to
contemporary behavior pnttérns. llence our very mixe! results”

~oncerning our students’ social c¢lass backgrounds and thear
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admitted degree of delinquency involvement.

Perhaps a not«so-obvious explanation of' our unexpedted
social class/delinquency finding is the twin possibility that

(a) middle-class students may over-report their involvement

in delinquency as an anonymous expression of socioéultural
"liberation" (much as the more sophisticated female in the
1970s might enlarge upon the recality of her delinquencics
as a way of subscribing to the¢generally egalitarian cthic
currently pervading most all male/female comparisons in the
Amecrican socicty), while (b) lower-class students may

corrospondingly under-report their delinquency involvement as

a means of being psychologically consistent in their seclf-identity
as would-be members of the middle-class, .

Turning next to the issue of values and their relationship
to delinquency, we expected and consistently found the
nLud?nts' subscription to Cohen's middle-class values to be
1nversely correlated with self-reported acts of delinquency.
These associations were equally true of males and females and
of students trom both middle- and lower-class family backgrounds.
What we further found, but did not expect, was a positive/nceqgativ:
correlational split in the assoclations between admitted
del inquency and Miller's lower-class values.  Again, those
resulis wore virtually the same for males and tfemales and for
those trom middle- and lower-class families,  These results
tnittially suggest that at least for the would-be middle-clas:s

ctidont s owe surveyed, middle=clans values wore mach more
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salient than lower-ciass value: in influencing their reported
involvement in doLiAquont behavior, and that aolinquoncy was
more a function of the students! class~of-orientation than

their class-of-origin, We would therefore expect Miller's
lower-class values to be predictably correlated positively

with self-reported delinquency tor samples of decidedly ﬂ
lower-class réspondonts. Ultimately, perhaps the relationships
between delinquency and value oricentations may be more a matter

of today's population accepting or rejecting what may be

. the culturally common denominator of middle-class values

rather than a matter of accepting or rejécting lower—classl
values which, at least for American adolescents in the 1970s, i
6ay simply be passe. R
The first concluding point we make is. that our rese;rch
with rural youth extends and reaffirms results other investigators
8
have obtained with largely urban samples in presently
demonstrating a consistently greater degree of reported
delinquency by males than females., In the A%erican soqioty
over a long period of time, this has bceen a repeated findirg.
Among the future challenges it poses is the need to answer the
aquestion "So what?"  That is

how may this apparent fact

positively and/or negatively contribute to the welfare of

individuals and of the society as a whole? 1Is the male/female
imbalance in delinquency involvement a form of sociocultural
"balance" to be dicsturbed at the society's peral? I not, can

we roduce delinquency among males by applying insights obain o

Q ‘ ’ 14
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from closely #xamining the kinds and contexts of delinquency
common to females? In this connection, of what practical
benetit would it be te learn how the concept of sex-roles-
-

relates to value orientations and ultimately to delinquency?
Are androgynous males and females less delinquency prone than
cither "feminine" males or "masculine" females? Finally,
what are the cross-cultural’ applications and implications of
such queskions as these?

‘Our second concluding point is that while for our own
rural sample of middle Tennessee youth we have fairly conclusively
demonstrated the inverse association--equally for males and

r

females and for those from middle- and lower-class backgrounds--
’ »

between delinquency involvement and middle-class value
oricntations, we are left with at lcast one central and
unanswered question: Do middle-class va}uos'inhibit delinquency?
Alternatively, do people who for whatever roaéon find delinquency
"inexpedient” tend naturally to find the tenets of middle-class
rather than lower-class values more to their liking? Corollary
aquestions concern whether contemporary social science has
correctly identitied middle-class vs. lower-class values.,

Corrvespondingly, can greater concentration on upper—-class and

under-class value . ystems get us any closer to understanding

the nature of delinquency?  Is either the  frequency or mode o
delinquency involvement different for those who subuscribe to
unds-r-class rather than lower-class values? 1, an our data

!

suriest ) class-ol-orentation in g more ot fective bulwark than

1%



Page 13
cither one's aclass-of-origin or sex against delinquency, what
steps can a society take to insure that its citizens at least
psychologically identify with thodimperatives of middle-class
vilues, even though the objective facts of their lives may
b ¢described as lower-class? At the same time, how likely is
it that what the society may gain in delinquency reduction
through the greater adoption of middle-class values may be
lost precisely because of just such a narrowly defined
orientation? 1In other words, what cultural price is.a given
society prepared to pay for lowering its.rato of delinquent
behavior? And how may these concerns have cross-cultural
application?

It is obvious that in the end our exploratory work has
generated many more cquestions th;n it has found answers for.
To come up with these answers, and even with more questions,

is the challenge for the future.

1
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_'}l:‘\i}l.i.' 1. PEACENTACE OF SIUDENTS REPORTING INVOLVEMENT IN DELINQUENT ACTS ONE 0L MORE TIMLS DURING
YEAR PRECEDING SURNVILY DATE
Percent of Students Involwved in Each
Act One or More Timwes

Delingeent Aots Male Fermale Middle-Class lLot;er-Class’
eSSV Susiii s SRS — P S

e — e e —=

l Drivea a car without license or permit. 43 51 47 5z
2. Taken things that belonus to others (less than $2). 37 31 35 32
oo Purposels dataged or destroved public or private
Properts 0f Otiers, 29 16 22 23
L)

4.0 Had sexual relations with a person of opposite sex. 69 49 6l 55

5. Talen tiinss of larse value of others (more than $50). 9 4 7 5

o
o~
19
€
[
o~

e Uod o wald narcotics, 28

7o briver acar 1O miles (mph) over the speed limic, 90 85 90 85

w
i~
(1]

g, Chieated o made a sucher out of somchody, 58 39

b percd er reoled with anothier peraon's car, tractor,
or bicecle dn their absence,

o
~1

14 21 19

—
w
(W)
—
-~
[
<

Lo TTacen thitlass of others,value betwoen $2 to $§49,

Plo Ganbled for monev or senething else with pcopl_c\
OLer than own o by membhers, " 6% 20 40 41

H T L S 1 R S Cr A 3 FURY A G N BT ECRTI B S| X
cavy brove e aa e agy, \; 29 16 20 21

AT 3\ .
ERIC | ’

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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13, Kept or

14, Broxen down or helped to break down a feuce, gate,
or door oun another

15, Taken

l6. Ran away from hoow.

TALLE

L.

(CoqLinucd)

[VESIRLE

part

sometaing, had been stolen by other.

1

or othwer public buildin,.

13. Threw roces or stices
or street

19.
other
20.  Buen wiv
O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

puop le,

i

[N

VLY

li:\"sll.

or

ass oor

'gan,, iznt"

wrson's place.

—

-

Broge or helped brear the furaniture in school, church,
, or othur to break a window,

._’- ._‘
Got sene meney or other things tolI%pg lies to

schiool for acting up.

24

14

19

10

14

24

32

10

21

19

10

12

10
© 17

32

20

2

&
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TABLE 2, PEARSON CORRELATIONS  AND MEAN SCORES LINKING VALUES AND

DELTNOUENCY TOTALS FOR CONEN'S MIDDLE=CLASS AND MILLER'S
LOWER-CLASS VALUES SCALES

T T e e e Bt e = Pt - i S - - e
e e e e e ot e A B e o o e

- [V

- e ———- 404 Wt——

Students’ Social Class

1o rmpe— .

- et e

Middle-Class Lower=Class

Values Scales Hale Female Halge Fomale

Cohen (middle-class) = 340% -, 32 =, 2 ~, 34

diller (lower=c¢lass) L -, (3 -, 06 -, 07

—— e

A e e b e @ T et - e p—

Meau boelinquency Scoro 2311 27.5 29,8 23.4

)'.")<' 05 e p<' 01
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TABLE 3. PLARSON CORRELATIONS  LINKING INDIVIDUAL DELINQUENT ACTS AND COLLN'S MIDDLE-CLASS VALUES.FOR

MALE STUDENTS . @
T LTI LT TSI I NTInIIST IS LITT T T = TSI TN I T TIUTIT n = = TR

Values ltemns® . Values
' Scores

beLinguent! dcts 23 4 56 _1 _s 3 1o

l. briven a car without license or

pernit. ~08 ~17° <10 -09 -04 -17
hY
2. Taken things that belongs to others :
(less than $2). . -09 -17® -08 -13® -03 .05 -20¢ -o1 .18P -1sb
3. Purposely damaged or destroyed
public or private property of - b a
others. ‘ C=p6 =15™ -1sP 143 <03 117 -21¢ -07  -11% 0 -2p¢
4. Had scexual relations with a person | . .
of oppusite sex. 10 00 02 10 02 -03 06 00 =06 03
5. Taken things of large value of ~ .
otiwers (mere than $50). 149 —g8b -1gb —pratog2a oppa@ L22c 133 Q5 -24€
A, Uned or sold narcotics. ~05  -11% -13® 03 -08 -15" -16® -0 -20°  -16P
7. uriven a car 10 miles (mph) over the ) .
speed linit. 02 00 03 07 -0l 117 -112 -09 -0l 00 .
§. Cheated or mide a sucker out of e
o ] . - a r 90C < 7€ - _924C 21 ¢
sonebody, -05 -11 -14 =20 -07- =09 -28 ~-09 24 =21
Y, Taspered or fooled with another
peroontsocar, tractor, or bicycle b ‘ b o eh .
in their absence. -16 ,‘25( -18 -26° -10 ~21¢ =15 ~0¢ -10 -28¢

<



- . —— —

10.

11.

16,

L/,

19,

TABLE 3 (Continuced)

Tawen things of others,value between

$2 to $49. -12%  =25€
Gambled rot money or something else
with people other than own family
menbers. -05 -G
Threw rocks, cans, ‘sticks, or other
things at a passing car, bicycle, or b
person. -05 =20
Kept or used something, had been
stolen by other. -05 -148
Broken down or helped to break
down a fence, gate, or door on b
: a

another person's place. - =127 -19
Taken part in a "gang fight." 02 -10
Ran away from hone. -03 -07
Broce or helped break the furaiture
in school, church, or other public

L a
building. -07 -13
Threw rocks or sticks, or other to b
break a window, or street light. -08 ~-16

Got some money or other things
teliing lies to other people. 00 -09

-20°¢

-08

-10
-11@

-128

- —

N

-24¢

-09

-14%

-07
16
06

~16?

-10

-124

-08

~15P

-31¢

-29¢

03

-07

-01

-03

-06

~02

-06

-08

-08

-148

~124

-10

-134

-20¢

Sb
~17
~24¢

-149



TABLE 3 (Continued)

20. Been kicked out of class or school
for acting up. 0l =03 -08 -12% -04 -16P -19® _—07  -04

——

Note: a = p<.05; b = p<l.0l; ¢ = p< L 00!,

#*]l = working hard at trying to get ahead
2 = showing I am good envugh to be on my own sometimes

—_ 3 = learning to do things 1 will need to know when I grow up
4 = being able to pass up things now so I can have things later
5 = planning what lies ahead as much as posgsible
6 = having good manners and getting along with others
7 = keeping out of fights
8 = nmake good uke of my time

9 = being careful with other people's things

9

Ty
-r

Ny

LUt



RN
FABLE 40 PEARSON CORRELATIONS LINKING INDIVIDUAL DELINQUENT ACTS AND COUEN'S MIDDLE-CLASS VALUES FOR
. FEMALE STUDENTS
- - = - N LR AL, = "=z orip g e — e w TSP RATT —_— — e —— gy == '1~OL‘;{1-
Values Items* Values
_ Scores
Delinguent Acts ~’///i\ﬁ 2 3 4 5 6 7 S _9 10
l. Driven a car without license or -10% -84 -17b -20° —17b -12% 09 -21¢ <108 -21€
permit.
2. Taken things that belongs to others b a _ . b c )
(less than 32). =157 -13% -28° -23¢ o137 Lt C18® -19¢ J19¢ _pgc
3. Purposely damaged or destroved
public or private property of
others, -04 -09 —18b —lbb -14% -11® o -13% -04 -16°
4. Had sexual relations with a person -
of opposite sex, -03  -11?% -p4 +01 +02 -0l -09 +03 405 -03 et
>, Taxen things of large value of ' b '
others (more than $50). -07  -12% -17° -02 -07 -06 -02 -06 -03  -10
0. Used ot sold narcotics. —le +04 -15b -25¢ 22 o8 -09 -09 +02 —16b
7. briven a car 10 miles (mph) over
the speed limit, -02 00 -04 -05 -08 =02 -09 -08 00 -08
8. Cheated or made a sucker out of a a .
somebody. -127 -1l =23% -21% 21 -p2€ L0 L23C _p0¢ -oge
9. Tampered or fooled with another
person’s car, tractor, or bicycele b t
in their abscnce. -l67 -09  -21% -25¢ -28¢ 18" 01 -26% -p2 -25€
(Y W4
‘dti : 13(1




TABLE 4 (Continued)

—

0. Taken things of othurs,/valuu

between $2 to $49. ~07  -04 -06 -13% 07 -137 -10% -16°
11. Gambled for money or something

else with people other than own '

family members. ~19€ -31? -34¢ -24¢ -29¢ -08 -08 -23€
12. ' arew rocks, cans, sticks or other

things at a passing car, bicycle, -

or puerson. -02 -21¢ -27¢ -10® -21° -12% -08 -20°
3. Rept or used something, had been o ‘

stolen by other. -04 -05 =205 -09 -23¢ -13% -19¢ -11°
14, Broken'down or helped to break

down a fence, gate, or door on c

andther person's place. -02 -10% -23¢ -05 -21¢ -09 -09 -20
15. Taken part in a "gang fight." -02 -0l -20¢ -06 -23F —15b -03 -128
16,  Ran away from liome. -06 -10% -19€ -122 —18b -21¢ -08 —18b
17, bBroke or helped break the

furaiture in school, church, or b

other publis building. 00 -03 -21° -08 -21¢ -08 -06 -18
18, Threw rocks »r sticks, or other b b q

to break a w.ndow, or street light., -05 -04 -16 -13% -15 -139 =09 -148
19.  Got sowme money or other things q a c c o b h

telling lies to other people. -11% -119 =287 -19 =23 -17 -15 -20°¢




TABLE 4 (Continued)

20.

Been kicked out of class or school
for acting up. -09 -08 -27¢ -19°¢

Note: a = p<l.05; b = pL.01; ¢ = p 001,

L 4
*See descriptive labels for values at bottom of Table 3.

35




TABLE 5. PEARSON CORRELATIONS LINKING INDIVIDUAL DELINQUENT ACTS AND COHEN'S MIDDLE-CLASS VALULS FOR .
H[UDLE-CLASS STUDENTS '

- o o e —— o= - - - ro=- - e oy et s - - s va ——

Total
“ g e e
Delinquent Acts 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

1. Driven a car without license or .

permit, -06 -08 00 =08 +01 -06 -03 -0l -09, -08

L

2. Taken things that belongs to X ’ b .

others (less than $2). ‘ ~14% -20% -24¢ -21° -16" -09 -26° -14® -23¢ 28
3. Purposely damaged or destroyed

public or private property of

others. -01 -08 -13% -11%8 -06 -16 -18%> -o1 -23¢ -16P
4. Had <exual relations with a person b a

of opposite sex. -03 -17° -13% -02 -07 -13® -07 -04 -06 -12
5. Taken things of large value of

others (more than $50). -04 =06 -11% -06 -06 -128 -20° -02 -12% 142
6. Used or sold narcotics, -133 -07 -22¢ -26¢ -23° -06 -23¢ -07 -148 ~24%
7. Driver a car 10 miles (mph) over b b

the speed limit, +01 -02 -06 ~-08 ~16 +04 -13 ~-10 +01 -09
8. Cheated or made a sucker out of a )y c c b b c b

somcbody . ~11% -157 -20° -24° -<17° -17° -31% -16° -32¢ -3
9. Tampered or fooled with another

person's car, tractor, or bicycle . b b b . o

in their absence. -11% -128 -18° -28° -15° -24¢ -15° -09 -18° -7
10, Taken things of others, value

between $2 to $49, -03 . -15P --15b ~22¢ 1P -lib -28¢ -112 —-16b -24¢

35




13.

14,

15,

16.

18,

19.

- - - —

family members.

TABLE 5 (Continucd)

el

-~ n—— —— r—— et e et s et e oty § S ———

Gambled for money or something
else with people other than own

Threw rocks, cans, sticks, or
other things at a passing car,
bicycle, or person,

Kept or used something, had been
stolen by other.

Broken down or helped to break

down a fence, gate , or door on--
another person's place.

Taken part in a "gang fight."

Ran away from home.

Broke or helped break the furniture
in school, church, or other public

building.

Threw rocks or sticks, or other to
break a window, or street light.

Got some money or other things
telling lies to other people.

Been kicked out of class or school
for acting up. °

148 -09 -20° =21

© 15D g9 -1gd 1128 133 Lp4C

~18° -07  -24% -07  “25° 20

~143 -14% Z12% _1sP 21 0 -182 -2
-23% -133 .27

~21¢ -23° =118 -18b -3¢

~01 =07 ~15P —123 _12@ "_19¢ _17° _g7 <123 17

~03  -09 -13% -—18% -14% _19% 34 _p7  -20° —23€
b

_04 -15° —23% -14® 16 -13® -26%. -18° _40S  —2g€

b c c b ¢

-07  -05 =22 =-25% -17° -23° -31¢ _08 -1

Mote: a = p<.05; b = p<L.0l; ¢ =

“See descriptive labels for values

p<.00l.

at bottom of Table 3.

3%
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TABLE 6.
LOWER-CLASS STUDENTS

4

T PFARSON CORRELATIONS LINKING INDIVIDUAL PELINQUENT

- - - - — e -

‘.

N

¥

[

ACTS AND COHEN'S MIDDLE-CLASS VALUES FOR

et .

. —— - — ——- - —— - - § ———

<

Delinquent Acts

l« Driven a car without license or
permit.

3. Purposol? damaged or destroyed
public or private property of
others.

4. Had sexual relations wi h a person
of opposite sex.

Ln
)

Taken things of large value of
others (more than $50).

6. LUsed or sold narcotics.

2. Driven a car 10 miles (mph) over
the speed limit,

§. Cheated or made a sucker out of
somebody.

9. Tampered or fooled with another
person's car, tractor, or bicycle

in their absence.

10. Taken things of others, value

\\ buetween $2 to $49.

°

. Taken things that belongs to others |
; (less than $2).

) “Total

’ Values ltems™ Values

\ Scores

1 2 T e T At T e
128 -13® -25¢ -21¢ -21f -23° -19P -21° -08  ~28°
. ?

11 -0 -16® -17® -02 -117 -147 08 -l4 ~17°
11 -19® -2 —208 -16° -10 -14® -20° 404 -23¢
+08 404 406 +05 408 405 03 +06 0l +05
_18® -25¢ -22¢ -09 -14% -07 03 _16° 403 -20°
o8 402 -08 -05 -05 -19° -02 -06 02 -07
-03 401 00 +05 +96 =0l -128 -07 =07 -05
07 -08 -205 -20° -1&% -17b -22° —18b -16®  -24°
3¢ 26° -21° -24° -24° _19° —06 -25° 404  -~28°
20 -16% -13% -18° -06 J1sP o17® 22 o1 -22f

3




TABLE 6 (Continued)

.ll.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

20.

FEDPOUIIE S RN

.- 0 l‘

— ———" b - - - -—

Gambled for money or soncthing else
with people other than own family

members. -09  -10 =209 -13% -19® -23% -22¢ -15% 09 -22
Threw rocks, cans, sticks, or other
things at a passing car, bicyvele, ) a b

person. -10 =24 215 -4 2100 -16" -06  -24¢ -0y .-23
Kept or used seomething, had been a ¢ c .
stolen by other. 10 -12 -28% -21¢ -23° 147 -25% -22°. e ~28

. L ¥}
Broken down or helped to break down
a fence, gate, or Jdour in another b
person's place. -10 -08 -16° -11% -12% 401 -09 -03 +05 ~11
Taken part in a "gang fight.," 06 -04 --16b -08 -15b -124 -16b -02 -12%  -14
Ran away from home. -05 -02  -14% -08 -14% -15°® -09 -05 -01 -1l
Broke or helped break the furniture
in sche 1, church, or other public b )
building. -07 -11% -18° -128 -13% -03 -09 -112 00 ~-15
Throew rocrs or sticwks, or other to b b . a b a
break a window, or street light. -117% -15 -17 -20 ~153 -14 -15 ~12 -08 -21
Cot some noney or ovher things b a . 7
telling lies to other people. -08 -03 -16 -148 13 -1 -11" =05 -08 -14
boeen Kicked out of class or a )
school fer acting up. -0l ~-06 -13% 05 -09 -08 -09 -11 +02 -11'
dote: a = pec.03; b = p<l.0l; ¢ = p<.001

- e

Fhee Jdesoriptive labels for values at bottom of Table 3.

4 ¢
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TABLE 7, PFARSON CORKRELATIONS LINKING LNDIVIDUAL DELINQUENT ACTS AND MILLER'S LOWER-CLASS VALULES FOR
MALE STUDENTS

i

- G LT SN IITILETR i - e m e ae
-l rTIRITVIIR O IIYTSLS T oY L

M
!
1

i
+
n
o

_ Total
g Valuvs Items= Values
Scores
Delinguent Acts 1 2 3 4 > _ 6 7
c
l. Driven a car without license or perniit, - =200 403 4129 -02 407 +07 +02
<. Taken things that belongs to others (less than $2). -20°¢ =01 +11% +10  +14° 20 '+05
3. Purposely damaged or destroyed public or privﬁte e a
propurty of others. -23 -12% +08 +04 o0 -04 -0%
4. Had sexual relations with a person of opposite sex. -06 +01 +02 +04 -02 -04 -03
5. Taxen things of large value of others (more than $50), —17b -09 -01 -08 -09 -02 -08
6. Used or sold narcotics. —le +01 00 -01 +07 ~-02 -0l
7. Driven a car 10 miles (m&&é over the speed limit, -05 405 +11  +14? +01 -07 +03
8. Cheated or made a sucker odx_of s ebody. -21¢ 00 4148 +08 +08 -02 +07
9. Tampered or fooled with another person's car, tractor, c )
or bicvele in their absence. -24- -05 00 -09 -12% -05  -08
Lo Take» things of others, value between $2 to $49, -26%  -02 +04 -02 -10 +03 -02
L. Ganbled Yor money or something else with people
other than own family members. -09 -05 409 401 -02 -12% _Q5
12, Threw rocks, cans, stick., or other things at a b b
pansing car, bicvere, or person. -19 +02 +17/ +01 -05 +06 +03
13, Kept or used something, had been stolen by other. —19b -03 +10 +06 +08 +04 +08
Ly, Broken down or helped to break down a feney, gate, or .

+02 406 -03 -11 “+13? 403

door on another person's place. -20



P = . ——c . ——— - e s m—an as e - emem s

1'5.
16.
17'

18.
19.

20.

-

TABLL 7 (Continued)

Taken part in a "gang fight."
I

Ran away from home.

ielped break the furniture in school,

Broke 03/?

church, for other public building.

Threw rocks or sticks, or other to break a window,
or street light.

L4
Got some money or other things telling lies to other

people.

Been kicked out of class or school for acting up.

-26° 10
~18° ~-17b
~19P 401
~25% 08
-11% -07
-139  +07

+17P

+07
+01

+09

+16°

+03

-08

+04

+04

-04

+05

+08

-03

+03

-06

+06

Note:

a

%]

2

t

p<.05; b = p<L.0l; ¢ = p<L.001.
being able to stay out of trouble and to
getting fun and excitement

being able to handle self and being tough

]

being smart enough to stay one jump aheaa

pluying luck or breaks to get the most out of others

being one's own boss

handle any that comes in the way

of others



TALLE 8,

P e T

FEMALE STUDENTS

e . e v et s e mt e eees  smem—a it dve e s v S = W el fhime em i e am v me men s
. s N B vert o G —re et e ¢ A e it s o et e Vs G S MRS ——— @Y o .

pelinquent Acts
Driven a car w thout license or perait.
Taken things that belongs to others (less than $2),

Purposely damaged or destroyed public or private
property ot othors.

Hoad sexual relations with a persen of opposite sex.
Taken things of larpe value of others (more than $30).

Uasvd or sold narcotics.,

Driven a car 10 miles (mph) over the speed limit.

somebody.,

v

Chivated or made a sucker out of

.auther jerson's car, tractor,

dabsern,

Tampered or fooled with

er o bicvele in their e,

Toaken things of others, value boetween $2 to $49.

Gamhled Vor smoney or something else with people

other than own family members,

Fhrew rocks, cans, sticks, or other things at a
passing car, bicycle, or person.

Kept or used something, had been stolen by other.,

Browen down or helped to break down a fence, gate, or
door on another person's place.

e oo — ——— e e e ©

——— e -

— - c—

-02

~17°

-05

1
)
15

-09

-19¢

~-17

~15P

~16P

PLARSON CORREIALLONS LINKING INDIVIDUAL DELINQUENT ACTS ARD MILLER'S

Values ltoemss

f——— . - =

00
+114
+04

102

30

+07

+07 .

+06

P&

-07

+J6

~06

-03

+373

+04

-uUl

-Q05

J0

+0§

'f"\') b]

00

LOVER-CIASS VALUERS

02

+13

=05

TR

Total
Values

+10
-20°¢

+02
-03
~-07

403

+U5

-03

~-03

+()2



TABLE 8 (Continuced)

—_— | —— e —ap————— Y " - —

13.
16.

17.

18.

200

Taken part fn a “gang “ight.” : -134 ~14b

Ran away from home, =24 -05

B:oke or helped break the furniture in school,

church, or other public building. ~-04 -06

Threw rocks or sticks, or other to break a window, .

or street-light. - -08 -05

[ ]

Got some meney or other things telling lies to . a

-other people. ' =21 -11
b o3

Been kicked out of cluss or school for acting up. -15

+114

+08
+15

+14P

+08

+17P

+07

+1

+01

00

+03

Nete: o = p<,05; b = p<<.01; ¢ = p<£.00l.

*Suve descriptive labels for values at bottom of Table 7.

41




TABLE 9. PEARSON CORRELATIONS LINKING INDIVIDUAL DELINQUENT ACTS AND HMILLER'S LOWER-CLASS VALUES FOR

MIDDLE-CLASS STUDENTS

j——

10.

11.

13.

Delingquent Acts

Driven a car without license or permit. o
Taken things that belongs to others (less than $2%.

Purposely damaged or desfroyed public or private
property of others.

Had sexual re¢lations with a person of opposite sex.
Taren things of large value of others (more than $50).
Used or sold narcotics.

Driven a car 10 miles (mph) over the speed limit.
Cheated or made a sucker out of somebody.

Tampered or fooled with another person's car,
tractor, or bicvele in their absence.

Taken things of others, value between $2 to $49,

Gambled for money or something else with ;cople
other than own family members.

Threw rocks, cauns, sticks, or other things at a
passing car, bicycle, or person.

Rept or used something, had been stolen by other.

Total

Values Items*™ Values

Scores
12 3 4 5 6 7

-08 405 +15° 407  +20¢ 402"  +12°
-25% 404 +11% 408 409 =04  +03
-21¢ -08 * +08 +19¢ +16° +04 +08
-19 -06 ~-10 +10 403 -05  -08
-13% -11% -01 404 -0l -01  -02
215 408 409 401 402 01 403

~01 +08 406 +09 402 -0l  +06 .
-26% -01 +10 +08 +07 00 +03
-27¢ -06 =02 =02 -05 -01  -04
-23% 401 401  +l0 0 +09 +07
-18® 09 00 +04 403 -08  -05
~20¢  pe +17° 407 —02 407 +05
-27¢ -11® 409  +12% 405 +10 407

4%,

)



TABLE 9 (Continued)

—— s

14,

15,

16.

17..

18.

19.

20.

Taken part in a

Broken down or }elped to break down a fence, gate,
or door on another person's place.

"gang, fight."

Ran away trom home,

Broke or helped break the furniture in school
church, or other public building. .

Threwv rocks or sticks, or other to break a window,
or street light.

Got some money or other things telling lies to
other pecople.

Been kicked out of class or school for acting up.

-26° -03
-30°% -15
-29% ~16
-21¢ 07
~28% 148
-22¢ @7
-21¢ 404

+119
+11

+02

+07

+01

+06

+20

+11

+112

+04

+118

00

+06

+02

+02

+162  +0¢
+02 =0
+06 -0
+12% 407
+05  ~0:
-02 -0f
+07  +0€

c = p<:.Odl.

at bottom

Note: a = p<.05; b = p<.01;

*Sve descriptive labels for values

of Table 7.
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TABLE 10. PEARSON CORRELATIONS LINKING INDIVIDUAL DELINQUENT ACTS AND MILLER'S LOWER-CLASS VALUES FOR

LOVER-CLASS STUDENTS

10.

11,

13.

=== -

7/

L.

Delinguent Acts

Driven a car without license or permit,
Taken things that belongs to others (less thae $2).'

Purposely damaged or destroyed public or private

property of others.

Had sexual relations with a person of opposite sex.
. n
Taken thingé of large value of othefs (more than $50).
Used or sold narcouics.

DriQen a car 10 miles (mph) over the speed limit.

Cheated or made a sucker out of somebody.

Tampered or fooled with another person's car,
tractor, or bicwcle in their absence.

Tanen tliings of others, value between $2 to $49,.

Cambled for money or something else with people
other than own family membeis.

Threw rocks, cans, sticks, or other things at a
passing car, bicycle, or person.

Kept or used something, had been stolen by other.

Total

Values I}ems* Values

.~ Scores
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
-148 -05 +06 -13% -03 -05 -08
~13% 408 405 408 404 403  +04
-11% -0l +09 -06 . =02 403 -0l

-04 -08 -07 -11% -158 -01  -138
-128 404 00 +1 =03 +03 -2
-05 +04 +04 +01 403 -06 00
-11% 402 403 40l =01 =05 -03
~167 405  +07 402 406  -11%2 -0l
=11 405 403 =04 +05 +09 402
-15° 405 409 -08 -06 -03. -04
-11% 401 +13% 00 405 402 401
-16° 405 408 =07 -0l -0l  -02
-06 00 +07 -0l  +02 00  +01

o



TABLE 1O (Continued)

{

4,

TN

6.

|7.

18.

—— W e e e A e i e e = fe e e e AR . G § v e § m——— = e i e e e $hm § ettt - - ——— —

Broken down or helped to break down a fence, gpate
‘ ’ ’

or dovr on another persem's place. ~03

Taken part in a "pang fighc." . -10
- .

Ran away frowm hone. ' -11

Bruke or helped break the furniture in school,
church, or other public building. ~Gb

Threw rocks or sticks, or other to break a window,
or street light, -09

Got some money or cther things telling lies to
other people, -10

Been kickeé:gut oi class or scheol for actiung up, -06

A

+05
-04

-04

+06

()7

-10

UQ

i}/

-1l
+08

~-05

;Ul

-2

+(3

+ul

tl

~04

+08

+()2

410

+0)2

-02

+0)2

MU U PSS T LT e

+5§
+04%

00

-~

—

+0

-

note: a = < 05; b = pl0L; ¢ = p<i.001.

“See descriptive labels for values at hottom of Table 7.




