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This is an interesting piece of empirical research that poses the important question 'Does gang membership have a direct affect in increasing a young person's level of delinquency?'. What Morash is asking is, I think, is whether, on the one hand, gangs attract already delinquent-oriented young people, or alternatively, whether gangs attract young people per se and then influence or change their behaviour.

Morash reviews the classic studies of gang membership and criminal activity, from both the US and, to a lesser extent, the UK, and addresses the extent to which the gang itself has an influence, and recognises that, although this is not addressed by al lsubcultural theorists, there is a variety of views about the impact. Some question the direct influence of gang membership at all, and the extent to which delinquency is the sole preserve of gangs. Other writers suggest that gangs are critical in deciding both the extent and nature of delinquent activity.

In her study, she sets up other key questions to consider: to what extent is a gang, in reality, different from other peer groups; what is the nature of the relationship between a 'member' and the gang grouping; how do individuals 'learn' from the group; how important is group solidarity in predicting delinquency; what is the differential affect for young men and women? These questions are critical, and are often overlooked in contemporary, popular discussions of 'the gang' in non-academic (and some academic!) publications. 
Her conclusions raise some important critical points about how criminology has (at times) treated the issues of gangs. She raises the possibility that the case for focussing on gangs may be overstated: note that this is not saying there isn't violence and delinquency etc. going on, it just that it isn't triggered that often, by gang membership. She questions the amount of crime accounted for by gang activity; she asks whether there may be more important relationships in young people's lives, both to the young people themselves and to the causal influence on crime; and she raises the possibility that "the gang" is, in reality, a social construct.
I personally think this is an exemplary piece of research. I have edited out the reasonably complex statistical analysis, which is important, but you should probably, at this stage, focus on the results and implications of her work. If you want to follow up any of the references, or read the full article, it is, of course, in the British Journal of Criminology, available online through the MMU Library Computer.

Questions

1. Summarise the conclusions of 
a. Miller
b. Cloward and Ohlin
c. Patrick
d. Shaw and Mackay
2. What is the problem (on page 3) with the way “gangs” are operationalised / defined here?
3. In my preamble (above) I suggest that gangs might be considered as a ‘social construct’. What does this mean, and what evidence does Morash bring that might justify such a view?
4. What do you think the ‘effect’ of gangs are for the potential member?
Are these ‘effects’ the same for non-criminal and criminal groupings i.e. could they be achieved by a group engaged in legitimate activities?

5. On page 9, Morash makes reference to Stan Cohen’s famous study “Folk Devils and Moral Panics”, and in particular his, and other’s, use of the term “amplification of deviance”. Describe how the use of the term ‘gang’ could result in the amplification of deviance, and with what effect.
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ACCORDING to several major American sociological theories, teenage gangs play some part in stimulating members to be delinquent. Although the various theories are distinct from each other, the picture drawn of the gang is quite consistent. Members recurrently congregate outside their homes and primarily with each other; they see themselves as having rights to a "territory "in proximity to their homes and their meeting-place; they are structured partly according to age, have a well-defined leadership, and they engage in a wide range of activities together. Miller's (1975, p. 9) national survey of law enforcement and social work personnel confirms that this description is widely accepted by practitioners. 
The theories differ somewhat regarding the specific relationship of gang membership to delinquent behaviour. Thrasher wrote about the Chicago slums of the 1920s, and his work marks the beginning of sociologically oriented interest in gangs. Unlike subsequent theorists, however, Thrasher (1963, pp. 339-342) did not spell out a strong causal relationship between gang membership and delinquency. Instead, he described gangs as just one of several symptoms of the tendency towards a "free life" with few external constraints for teenagers. In Thrasher's view, not only gang members but also other teenagers who do not belong to gangs but who do lack constraints, engage in delinquency. Also writing about these Chicago neighbourhoods in the early 1900s, Shaw and McKay (1931, 1969) began a trend to give more prominence to gangs in the causal sequence leading to delinquency. They observed that gangs, and older offenders who interacted with them, passed on "traditions of delinquency ", and as a result delinquency rates increased. Expanding Shaw and McKay's cultural deviance perspective, Miller (1958) even more clearly identified gangs as influences-on delinquency. From studies of city slums in the 1950s, Miller concluded that in the lower classes there is stress on gang membership as an affirmation of masculinity in areas where female-headed households predominate. In Miller's theory, gangs' typical value orientations, which are called "focal concerns ", lead members to break the law. 
Gangs are also strongly implicated in delinquency causation by the "strain" theorists of the 1950s and 1960s, who assume, that-lower-class or working class boys are frustrated in their striving to achieve middle-class goals. According to these strain theories (Cloward and Ohlin, 1960; A. K. Cohen, 1955), some youths join gangs as a way to- resolve-their frustration, and one form of resolution is delinquency by the group.
Although most British research on delinquency has concluded that British society is characterised by an absence of the highly structured type of gangs described by the American theorists, there are exceptions. Most notably, Patrick (1973) observed a structured and delinquent gang in Glasgow. He stressed that Glasgow is unique among British cities, for it has a long history and tradition of gang culture, and in the 1960s, when his data were collected, there was high unemployment among youths. Patrick (1973, p. 94) observed that, in the Glasgow gang, the youths provided group pressure "to force a young boy into delinquency ". Thus, the Glasgow gang was clearly a causal influence on the delinquency of its members. 
The attention to the effect of gang membership on delinquency persists in much of the current American literature and in popular beliefs about delinquency. Notably, Miller (1981) concluded from his recent national survey that gangs increasingly exist in small cities and towns and commit serious crimes involving lethal weapons. 
Key Issues 
My interest in this paper is the relationship between what the American theorists and practitioners commonly picture the teenage gang to be and the seriousness of gang members' delinquency. Unfortunately, Miller's (1975) comprehensive up-dated study of gangs and delinquency did not address this question directly. Since his respondents (law enforcement and social work professionals) classified groups as gangs if violent or criminal behaviour was a major group activity, the gangs were by definition quite delinquent. In a parallel way, many other studies of gangs have relied on informants to identify the gangs to be studied. For example, Tracy and Piper (1982) linked police records of gang membership to the violent delinquency of gang members. As in Miller's research, if the police share a preconception that gangs are violent and delinquent, the members of the gangs studied will by definition have these characteristics. (Dan’s note: This last paragraph relates to Q2)
In order to study fully the relationship between gang membership and delinquency, it is necessary to address five key issues. First, gangs must be distinguished from other types of peer groups. In agreement with this point, Miller (1975, p. 8) noted that an unspecified proportion of youths are organised into groups and cliques rather than gangs. Much earlier, Bernstein (1964) wrote that in nine U.S. cities teenage groups were best described as "clusters ", not gangs, and Sherif and Sherif (1964) argued that the study of gangs should not be separated from the study of adolescent groups in general. The need for a distinction is highlighted by studies (Suttles, 1968 Gans, 1963; Liebow, 1967; and Whyte, 1955) showing that street-corner groups of all ages characterise many working-class and lower-class American communities. If all street-corner groups are mistakenly assumed to be delinquent gangs, the untenable conclusion is that the vast majority of people in these neighbourhoods are prone to serious law-breaking. 
Second, some attention must be paid to the strength of the relationship between being in a stereotypic gang and members' delinquency. Kornhauser (1978, p. 58), for one, raised this issue by reasoning that Thrasher differentiated between delinquent and other gangs, and that if a survey were taken of all gangs, the [delinquency] rates for gang boys should be increased only slightly by the "group process ". Suttles (1968, p. 220) confirmed the tenuous connection between street-corner groups and members' delinquency in his study of all street-corner groups in a Chicago ghetto, where arrest rates were only slightly higher for the street-corner group members. One could argue that the street-corner groups studied by Suttles were not gangs of any type. However, even in groups that more clearly fit the image of a gang, the amount, seriousness, and frequency of members' delinquency has been questioned. Miller (1966, p. 110), for example, noted that in the U.S. gangs, "a major objective of gang members was to put themselves in the posture of fighting without actually having to fight ". Sherif and Sherif (1964, p. 231) observed that many adolescent groups, some of which are called gangs, expend considerable energy in trying to avoid conflict with other groups. In the Glasgow gang, Patrick (1973) found that a reputed gang fight resulted in very minimal casualties and that the most frequent activity was "doing nothing ". Bloch and Niederhoffer (1958, p. 177) also reported much repetitive monotony in the gangs that they observed. Further questions about the influence of gangs on members' delinquency revolve around the assumed over-commitment of individuals to one group of peers. In this vein, S. Cohen (1980, p. xx) noted that "individuals may in their personal life careers move into one and out of one, or indeed several subcultures. Their relations to the existing subculture may be fleeting or permanent, marginal or central". As a result, many youths in gangs may be only slightly influenced by them. 
A review of recent revisions of theories that focus on the importance of learning from peers, regardless of their being structured into a gang, provides a third reason for distinguishing gangs from other types of peer groups (for a summary of this research, see Weis and Sederstrom, 1981). For example, in a test of an integration of differential association and social learning theory, Akers et al. (1979) found that factors related to learning from delinquent peers were strong predictors of delinquency. Similarly, Poole and Regoli (1979) found that having delinquent associates was an important predictor of delinquent behaviour, and again the organisation of peers into a gang was not necessary. Such findings are a basis for questioning whether the special attributes of a gang predict more about delinquency than just peer group involvement in delinquency. 
Downes (1966) more directly addressed the question of the necessity of gang organisation of peers in promoting delinquency in his study of two boroughs of the East End of London. He concluded that "adolescent groups responsible for the bulk of delinquency were simply small cliques whose members committed illegal acts sometimes collectively, sometimes in pairs, sometimes individually . . . While these street-corner groups persisted over time, and invariably possessed a dominant personality, all the other features commonly attributed to the delinquent ' gang ' were absent ". (p. 199). Downes concluded that peers provided an important reference group for youths who had chosen a "delinquent solution "to their problems, but that peers' organisation into a gang may be unrelated to delinquency, or may be just one of several "carriers "of a delinquent subculture or orientation. 
A fourth issue relevant to the study of gangs and delinquency involves the effect of peer group solidarity in delinquency causation. Several people (see summary by Empey, 1978, p. 236) have argued that empirical research shows that American delinquent gangs are characterised by low solidarity. British research has been particularly consistent in showing so-called gangs of the 1950s and 1960s, as well as in the present, to be very loosely structured (Spencer, 1964; Downes, 1966; Patrick, 1973; S. Cohen, 1980). However, when social work services were given to gangs, solidarity increased, and there was a concomitant increase in delinquency (Klein, 1969, pp. 68-69; Yablonsky, 1963, p. 196). If solidarity leads to an increase in delinquency, and most gangs tend to have limited solidarity, how can gangs effectively stimulate delinquent behaviour? 
Given the importance of considering peers' similarity to a gang, their involvement in delinquent and other activities, and solidarity with peers as separate variables, it is potentially fruitful to explore selected combined effects of these variables. In particular, perhaps a peer group that is like a gang stimulates delinquency only when members feel a strong sense of solidarity with the group. Moreover, it may be that gang-likeness is related to individual delinquency only in combination with members' delinquency, or that solidarity combined with peers' delinquency is the predictor of individuals' delinquency. 
The degree to which the relationship between gang membership and delinquency exists in different communities and specifically for males is a fifth pertinent issue. Popularised ideas about gangs are applied to youths of all types in various sorts of communities. Miller's theory, and the earlier theories of Shaw and McKay and Thrasher focus on disorganised communities as the location of delinquent, predominantly male gangs. A. K. Cohen's work focused on males in working-class communities. To avoid over-generalising these theories, it is important to examine the relationship between gang membership and delinquency for both females and males within the context of specific types of urban communities.  …….
Discussion 
The purpose of the present research was to demonstrate the relative association of two variables, membership in a stereotypic gang and peers' delinquency, with individuals' seriousness of delinquency. Although peers' gang-likeness was statistically significantly correlated with delinquency, the correlation was weak, accounting for less than two per cent, of the variation in delinquency. There were no major deviations from this general pattern for males or females in either of the communities studied. Thus, there is evidence that peers' organisation as a stereotypic gang is not a sufficient condition to stimulate serious delinquency among members. 
For boys in both communities, combinations of the variables—peers' delinquency, gang-likeness, and solidarity—did not explain significantly more variation in individual delinquency than did these and other peer group variables singly. However, there was a trend in both communities for a very small number of the highest delinquency boys to be concentrated in the gang-like, high-delinquency groups. It would seem that these are the very groups that are the focus of many of the theories linking gangs to delinquency. Yet it is important to note that the majority of highly delinquent boys were in peer groups that were also highly delinquent but did not conform to the image of a stereotypic gang. Thus, gang-likeness is not a necessary condition to stimulate members' delinquency. Furthermore, some boys were members of gang-like groups, but neither the groups nor the boys were particularly delinquent. Again, for the boys gang-likeness is not a sufficient condition to promote high levels of delinquency. 
The relationship of peers' gang-likeness to delinquency is even more tenuous for girls than for boys. In the working-class community, it was the combination of high solidarity and peers' delinquency that was the significant interaction term, and thus gang-likeness was not an important predictor even in combination with other variables. In the pluralistic/disorganised-community, high-delinquency, gang-like peer groups did have the most delinquent girls, but they were still few in comparison to boys. Also, because the interaction terms did not significantly increase the total amount of variance explained, the peers' delinquency and gang-likeness combination is clearly not a very important predictor. Girls were consistently lower in delinquency than were boys, even if their groups were gang-like and exhibited high levels of delinquency or solidarity. This may result from the socialisation of girls to avoid delinquency or their less active participation in group activities. 
There is no doubt from previous descriptive research and from the present study that some youths who belong to gangs as popularly conceived do break the law and are among the most seriously delinquent of youths. Indeed, one needs only to hear or read the news to know that, in some American cities, some gang members are extremely violent. In the present research, however, questions are raised about the extent of the coincidence of the seriously delinquent individual and the stereotypic gang. The conclusion of the present research is consistent with Thrasher's early explanation of the relationship of gangs to delinquency, as well as the conclusions of several others. For instance, in an early review of Cloward and Ohlin's opportunity theory, Toby (1961, p. 284) concluded that, according to their definition of gang delinquency, such delinquency "does not amount to 10 per cent, of the cases handled by American juvenile courts". Faced with the relative absence of structured gangs in Britain, Downes (1966, p. 20) also concluded that it is erroneous to assume that structured delinquent gangs are a necessary antecedent for learning from a peer subculture that promotes delinquency. Based on his study of youths in a New York ghetto, Lerman (1967, p. 69) reached the nearly identical conclusion that "subculture does not refer only to gangs but cross-cuts the social boundaries of specific groups, pairs, and triads ". In the light of the present research findings and examples of prior supporting findings, what then are the explanations for and the implications of the theoretical strong relationship between gangs and delinquency? 
One explanation is that a strong gang-delinquency association is often taken as a starting-point in theory and research, but is not actually tested. Cloward and Ohlin, for example, specified that delinquent gangs required members to be delinquent and held delinquent activity as a central group activity. As Toby (1961, p. 283) has noted, by limiting the scope of the theory, they avoided the question of whether peer groups structured like gangs produced more delinquent members than did other groups. In a more recent example, Tracy and Piper (1982, p. 12) concluded from an analysis of police records that gang membership was associated with high delinquency levels. However, their measure of gang membership was the Philadelphia Police Gang Control Unit's categorisation of youths, so there may be other interpretations of their findings. The police might classify repeat violent offenders as "gang members "regardless of other characteristics of their peers; or they might be prone to investigate and arrest the members of groups that they have categorised as gangs. Again, officially recognised gang members may by definition be serious delinquents, and therefore these data cannot be used to discern whether belonging to a stereotypic gang is related to members' delinquency. 
A second explanation for the disparity between past and the present research findings is inaccuracy introduced by generalising from studies at other historical periods and in other community settings to contemporary urban youths in the Boston communities. This would seem to be less problematic, however, insofar as A. K. Cohen's theory is concerned, for the East Boston community was very similar to the working-class communities that he described. With regard to theories like Miller's that focus on the gang's effect on delinquency in severely disadvantaged racial ghettos, the Allston-Brighton community may not be an adequate setting for the test. Although the area was marked by mobility and had pockets of poverty and a sizeable black population, it was not comparable to the worst of urban ghetto areas. As noted in the presentation of findings, black youths were not concentrated in the lowest social class. It is not possible meaningfully to examine the subcategories of the "other "race group, which included different types of Orientals and Hispanics, for a small number of youths were in each. However, there does not appear to be any large minority group of the lowest social class. The type of gang that is a major stimulus to delinquency might be prevalent only in urban areas marked by extreme poverty and racial segregation, where a majority of people are economically disenfranchised. 
A third explanation for the disparity between past theory and present study findings is that characteristics differentiating gangs from other groups have changed, and the indicators used to reflect gang membership are no longer appropriate. In agreement with this possibility, Miller (1979, p. 17) was quoted as saying that gangs in Boston "generally do not have names or leadership hierarchies and their members do not wear identifying jackets or maintain clubhouses or arsenals ", though they do have a "turf". This is at odds with two of the five most frequently cited criteria for defining a gang used by practitioners surveyed in Miller's (1975) national study of the United States. At the least, we can conclude that the specific qualities of today's gangs are unclear from the literature. If gangs must now be pictured differently, the specific criteria used to identify them have yet to be listed and empirically verified. This listing and verification are needed to draw conclusions about whether the "new gangs "produce youths who are more seriously delinquent than those influenced by other peer groups or psychological factors. 
As a fourth consideration, it should be noted that the present research focused on serious delinquency of the type emphasised in the Uniform Crime Reports. Miller's (1976, pp. 100, 103) recent documentation of Boston youths considered to be gang members showed that "the most common form of offence is ' creating a disturbance '—a variety of activities such as noisy rough-housing, obscene conversation, impeding public passage, and the like. Next most common are relatively mild forms of the ' violent crimes '— assault and property damage—also in a variety of manifestations, such as stoning passing vehicles, small-scale set-to's, breaking school windows, and so on ". If gang-like groups stimulate trivial acts but not serious delinquency, this still suggests the need for a major revision in theory. This possibility, though, may explain the difference in findings between the present study and Miller's work: the gang-like indicators may be related to trivial, repeated acts rather than member's involvement in serious delinquency. 
A final, but not unimportant, explanation for the prior theoretical linking of gang-like peers with members' delinquency, in the face of a limited correlation between these two variables, rests on the idea that delinquency is a social construction. Using this idea, Empey (1978) argued that the way in which we see delinquents is a "construction "which grows out of popular ideologies, social forces and theories during the particular historical period. Chambliss (1973) reported on his research findings that provide support for this viewpoint. He discovered that, of youths who were similar in delinquency, lower-class groups were seen by American law enforcement authorities as gang-like, whereas middle-class groups were not seen in this way and were treated more leniently. In the same vein, theories about lower-class peer groups have more often incorporated the word "gang" in their terminology, whereas theories about middle-class peer groups have more frequently used less negative terminology (Sherif and Sherif, 1964). Patrick (1973, p. 24) also observed that in Britain the term "gang "was used in an imprecise manner, writing that "many of these so-called gangs are no more than spontaneous and essentially harmless friendship groups of adolescent boys meeting irregularly on street corners ". The notion that the delinquent gang is a social construct, existing separately from behaviours and attributes of adolescents, is further illustrated by Miller (1976). He demonstrates that mass media attention to gang delinquency has varied independently of gang activities. Taking this one step further, it is possible that the popular image of a gang, which has grown out of a series of theoretical advances and popular attention, varies quite independently from members' seriousness of delinquency. 
Implications 
The present research finding of a negligible association between membership in a stereotypic gang and delinquency has implications for the understanding of societal reactions to delinquency as well as for understanding the etiology of delinquency. It is possible that the reactions of police and others to youths whom they perceive to be gang members can amplify the delinquency of members. This is particularly important as an unnecessary stimulus to delinquency, given the present finding that youths who belong to groups that look like gangs are not much more delinquent than others. It should be noted that the argument is not that social reaction alone leads to delinquency, but rather that some additional amount of delinquency, beyond that stemming from social conditions, peer group influence and individual factors, can result from the reaction. 
Perhaps because they have most consistently questioned the prevalence of structured gangs, British researchers have provided several studies of the potential effects of applying the term "gang "to less structured groups. In a particularly important piece of work, S. Cohen (1980) documented the amplification of delinquency that resulted when the initially amorphous teenage groups of holiday-making Mods and Rockers came to be defined as organised trouble-making gangs at seaside resorts. In addition to attributing threatening characteristics to youths associated with the Mods and Rockers, social control agents reacted to unassociated youths, including "all teenage weekend campers ", "beatniks", "beach sleepers ", and teenagers in a very wide geographical area as though they belonged to "warring gangs "(S. Cohen, 1980, pp. 84-85). Resulting police actions against the teenagers made them more cohesive and polarised them against the community, thereby amplifying violent acts. 
Armstrong and Wilson (1973) documented a similar process of amplification as it occurred in the Easterhouse area of Glasgow. A number of street corner groups had been involved primarily in violence against peers. Police and the media viewed them as "warring gangs ", and thus tightened social control efforts, resulting in greater tension between the youths and the police and an expanded definition of the actions (e.g. loitering) by the youths that were considered to be delinquent. One result of the increased tension was that the youths themselves prepared more for potential conflict, for example by carrying weapons. Such actions increased the potential for serious violence. 
An additional example of the amplification chain is offered by Downes. He (1966, p. 120) noted that the word "gang "was applied to the Teddy Boy group not because it was structured but rather because it was viewed as violent. He described the delinquency amplification process: "the advent of the Teddy Boy garb seems to have focused these large groups into the cohesion of the gang, due to the dramatic reaction of adult, conventional society to the menace inherent in its distinctiveness."
It should be noted that, although American writers have not so consistently addressed potential for amplifying delinquency by reacting to the "gang imagery ", they have recognised the importance of outside factors, including the reaction of social control agents, in producing teenage group solidarity, and thus potentially increasing delinquency. For example, Klein and Crawford (1967; also see Empey, 1967) concluded that the sources of gang cohesiveness are primarily external to the group, and in addition to rival groups, police, teachers and other adults can promote cohesion in their hostile reactions to alleged gang members. 
Conclusion 
The findings of the present study reinforce an initial scepticism about whether the popular image commonly held of gangs is strongly related to members' seriousness of delinquency. Although there was a weak relationship, and a relationship between a combination of gang-likeness of peers and delinquent oriented peers with individuals' delinquency, gang-likeness alone was not a strong predictor. The findings provide evidence to support the prior conclusions of others (e.g., Toby, 1961; Lerman, 1967; Downes, 1966) that the gang structure is not a sufficient or necessary condition for peers to influence delinquency and is thus only a weak correlate with individuals' delinquency. Peers' delinquency, in contrast, is quite strongly correlated with individuals' delinquency, irrespective of community type and sex. 
The popular definition of gangs may lead us to allocate delinquency prevention and correctional resources erroneously. Perhaps of even more concern, the definition may lead to severe treatment of individuals because their gang-like peer group is mistaken to be a strong influence towards serious delinquency; this could have the undesirable effect of amplifying delinquency. Whether the concern is with theory or practice, there is a need for conceptual clarity regarding peer-group attributes which may affect delinquency, and for consideration of the strength of relationship between these attributes and individuals' delinquency. 
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