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ABSTRACT

JOHN TIERNEY

POLITICS AND DEVIANCE: THE POLITICAL STATUS
OF WORKING CLASS DELINQUENCY

The thesis looks at the question of whether working class

adolescent delinquency can be conceived of as a form of
political action. Beginning with the 1960s, when major
changes in terms of models and perspectives occurred within
the sociology of deviance, the first.section traces the
development of various attempts to formulate a relationship
between deviance and polities., Particular attention is
then given to the so-called new criminology, where a
rigorous application of Marxian method and theory to the
area of crime has been attempted, and to the work in
deviance and ybuth sub-cultures produced by the Birmingham
Centre for Contemporary Cultural Studies.

One of the central arguments is that an analysis of the
political status of working class delinguency must consider
the forms of consciousness involﬁed, consequently part of
the fhesis is devoted to a discussion of working class
consciousness and its relationship to ideology.

The final part of the thesis represents an attempt to
construct a theoretical framework within which the politics
of working class adolescent delinquency may be analysed,

and includes detailed consideration of specific studies

of delinguency.
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INTRODUCT ION

This paper addresses itsélf primarily to the question
of ﬁhether certain types of working class adolescent
delinqdency, such as paki-bashing, "mugging", truanting
and vandalism, can be regarded as a form of politiecal
action. As the discussion unfurls it will be necessary
to situate this main theme within the broader issue of
the relationship between politics and deviance.

I will take as my starting point the 1960s, and
attempt to show how major innovations in models and
perspectives in the sociology of deviance, especially
in America, laid doﬁn important foundations for its
subsequent development. This "Renaissance" in the
sociology of deviance will be linked to wider social
and cultural changes - involving principally the counter-
culture and the New Left - and particular attention will
belpaid to the development of an interest in the political
dimensions to deviance.

‘Much of this paper will be concerned with quite
rapid changes within the sociology of de&iance over a
relatively short period of time. At the outset it
should be stressed that the subject is still very much
in a state of flux, with controversy and disagreement
continuing to separate not'only the "traditionalist"
from the "radical", but also those who are ostensibly

within the same "camp". The political status of deviance
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remains high on the list of controversial issues,

As I will try to illustrate, of particular importance
has been the move away from the "soft" politics of the
1960s to the "harder" politics of the 1970s, where a
more,rigoroué_application of Marxian method and theory
tg the area of crime and deviance has been attempted.

In the ma1n the discu581on w1ll be €Garrled out

- at the theoretical level, though I will include

:examples of empirical research where it has been
suggested,that the delinquencies concerned represent

. a form. of working class political action,.
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CHAPTER ONE

NUTS. SLUTS AND PREVERTS: NEW DEVIANCY AND A FRESH IOOK
— AT POLITICS

Changes in Perspective

Developments in the sociology of deviance during
the 1960s marked an important break with earlier orthodox
crimindlogy.' These developments'shoﬁld be seen aé part
of a wider socio-cultural process involving the so-
called counter culture and the New Left. The new
deviancy fashioned in the 1960s, and variously called
labelling thedry, social reaction theory, transactionalism
énd intéractionism, produced subversive orientations and
perspectives, though in essence what was subverted was
net so much the wider society as academic sociology.
It was thus incestuously subversive, It did not provide
a fundamentél critique of advanced western capitalist
societies, and generally would not have wanted to,
"though it raised questions which subsequent writers,
usipg different perspectives, utilised in the construction
of a very much mére radical sociology of deviance: a
sociology of deviance very much to do with the underlying
political and économic structures of capitalism.

Orthodox criminology had reflected the caqsal/
cbrrecti?e concerns of the judicial apparatus: brime
was by definition bad because it.was against the law,
deviancy was bad because it was against the norms, All
right-thinking people would appreciate the logic in this,

Authoritarian versions stressed the individual's personal
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responsibility, and the need for punitive action by

the agencies of the state. More liberal versions
emphasised more or 1ess_@eterministic "social factors",
or individual/family "problems" on the psychological
level; problems which could be cured, or Solved, or
adjusted to, pro%iding help was given.by those-with
the (professional) expertise. In each case it was
assumed that deviancy represented a pathology, and

the important questions were what caused it? How can
we stamp it ouf?

The new deviancy theory was part of a much wider
revolt in the social sciences against a set of assumptions
‘contained ih the positivist paradigm. Hargreaves very
broadly defines the debate as being between positivism
.and phenomenblogy:

"In an oversimplified form the debate can be
characterised as a battle between the more
traditional social scientists of this century,
who are grouped together under the general label
.of 'positivists', and the growing supporters of the
alternative paradigm, who are grouped together
under the generai label of 'phenomenologists'...
Nowhere has this debate been more sharply felt
than in that area of social science...ﬁhiéh is
traditionally referred to as deiw}"iance."1
Stan Cohen described the new deviancy theorists as

ngceptical theorists", and for him the new deviancy was
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part of a revolution: |
"This reorientation is part of what might be
called the sceptical revolution in criminology
and the sociology of deviance., The older
‘tradition was canonical in the sense that it
saw the concepts it worked with as autheritative,
Standard, accepted, given and unquestionable."2
Wiles spéaks of a "renaissance":
. WPhe 1960s saw a renaissance in sociological
criminology in Britain."3
Making the point that:
w_..while labelling theory was the vehicle for
change, the majority.of the new criminologies
which were to emerge were not derivitive of it.
Labelling theory is perhaps best seen as a
transitional stage in the move from tnéditional
criminology to.the new clx'ifninologies."l'L
In a recent book Geoff Pearson has attempted to draw
together a number of important cultural threads which formed
the backcloth to these changes in the sociology of deviance.
He describes the new persPectives which gathered momentum
in'the'1960s as follows:
"This area of scholarship is an odd theoretical
~ cocktail, constructed out of sociology, psychiatry,
criminology, social administration, media studies,
law, social work, political'science, cultural

criticism, social psychology, and even some strands

of popular culture and music. This interdisciplinary
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migfit finds its focus in the study of
deviants... the sociology of labelling is only
oné of its elements, Within the same domain one
finds what passes for 'phenomenology', and also
-a sort of 'Marxism', Anti-psychiatry has left
its mark, and Schur, again, points to the
affinities with existential psychology. To add
to this mix, one of the central contributions in
the area owes a considerable debt to Durkheim,
Here, clearly, is an area of high theoretiéal
dispersion, a zeitgeist of sorts which allows
for an apparent harmony between some widely
" differing perspectives.' It is also, righﬁly or
wrongly, a theoretical jigéaw which has earned
the reputation of being 'radical'...I call this
space which opened out in social thodght in the

. 1960s, misfit sociologx."5

The New Left, the Counter Culture and a New Politics

This period is important for the purposes of this
paper in that some connectiohs between politics and
deviance begin t6 be explicitly made, and in the process
politics takes on a wider meaning than was found in the
orthordox criminologies, where the term was usually
reserved for discussion of political parties and the
formal machinery of government, Deviancy theorists such.
as Becker saw the creation of social rules as political,

whilst Horowitz and Liebowitz argued that deviant behaviour
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itself may bé conceived of as political.

In his study of the period Pearson shows how the
New Left searched for a fusibn of the personal with the
polifical; For the New Left advanced capitaiist societies
were characterised by a soul-destroying consumeFiSm.>
Social order was maintained, nof by overt measures of
social control, but by focusing men's minds on an over-
riding concern with consumer goods. Important social and
political questions took second place to questions about
the best after shave or washing machine to use. Capitalist
societies were, to use Marcuse's term, one-dimensional,
In the midst of_this fundamentally pessimistic picture
(containing, incidently, similarities with embourgeoisement
: theory) stood a hint of the one hope for mankind: a persenal
.11berat10n of thought, which w111 create a critical basis
révolutionary change, The libidinal subjectivism of the
counter culture represented this hope. Yet, ironically,
it was commercial interests which followed on the tail of
fhé counter culture, eagerlj seizing and marketing, in a
vulgarised form, anything that would sell. If the
"politics of Ecstac§" meant little to the working class
boy in the East End of London or the ex-Ted in Manchester,
in the Summer of 1967 on his holidays in Southend or
Blackpool he would have seen Indian leve beads, cardboard
headbands and plastic daffodils by the score. Whatever
was happening within the counter culture that representéd ~
a "new dawn", it is important to remember that those

jnvolved still had to be content with the mighty force
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of capitalist consumer culture. dJeff Nuttall paints the
image well:

"From UFO the fad for freakouis on a San Francisco
scale spread through 1967 - UFO held freakouts at
Wésker's Roundhouse and the Alexandra Palace and
commercial promoters picked up the habit and put
them on thrbughout the country. The national
.press assisted splendidly, particularly the People
and the News of the World, bandying around the
Castalia Foundation's term 'psychedelic' like
any popularised psychoanalytic phrase, talking

.about 'flower power' and drug-crazed youths
with that menopausal tone of total scandal that
is guaranteed to bring the English clustering
like flies to the subject as participants or sight-
seers., Nine months after the first gatherings in
Haight-Ashbury mill girls and office workers were
wandering down ££e Brighton and Blackpool seafronts,
jangling their souvenif.prayer-belts, trailing their
Paisley bedspreads, brandishing daffedils and trying
to look tripped out. The Beatles had gone 'flower
power' and it was up to the kids to do their best
to follow."6

The source of the "great refu@@fﬁﬁg as Marcuse called

it, represented by the counter culture of the 1960s was white
affluent middle class youth, though the enthusiasm with which

individual members of this stratum attached themselves to
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the counter culture varied enormously. And it should also
Be noted, though it often is not, that it would be wrong
tolbelieve that working class youth was totally excluded
from the action;

Basically the counter culture was a reéction against
what affluence was reputedly dqing-to men's minds:

"For here were people protesting not against

maﬁerial hardship, but against the emotional

.containment of affluence, a feelihg that

afflﬁence was not all that there was to life

énd that public success in the affluent world

might bé personally ineaningless.“7

This, of course, was a sentiment that had been voiced
by the Left in Europe for a long time. For the New Left,
though, groups-Buch as the Communist Party had become
moribund; their strategies and political equations had
ceased to provide a meaningful alternative vision.

Pearson argues that the arrival of the counter
culture, born not -out of material hardship, but out of
the very affluence that was supposed to have welded a
- post industrial social harmony, marked the end of the
"end of ideology" thesis. However, we must be careful
here. In the late sixties the New Left (the overtly
political wing of the counter culture) had made a
- gignificant impact_on this social harmony dear to the

hearts of the end of ideology theorists by generating

social ﬁﬁrest e.g. events in France in 1968, but to

generalise that the counter culture as a whole led to
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the abandonment of thel'end of ideology' is perhaps
going too far. The end of ideology thesis not only
assertéd that affluence would lead to the accommodation
of all interests as partners in prosperity - thus creating
social harmony - but it also contained the promise of
classlessness ("we're all middie-class now"@, and it is
| this latter element in the end of ideology thesis which
a nqmber of commentators.actually saw the counter culture
as offering., Thus the dawning of the Age of Aquarius
became a romantic celebration of youth, leading us back
to the Garden of Eden, though_ﬁe éould take our electric
" mixer with us. For those within the counter culture, of
course, electric mixers were anethema, identified as they
were with middle class suburbia, though, paradoxically,
certain produgts of capitalist technological affluence
were allowed: synthésisers, records, electric guitars,
stereo units wefe infused with non—perjorative social
meaning. It ﬁas a "classlessness" age, for divisions in
society were between the young and the old, and no longer
between classes. Youth would change society, but capitalism
would still exist, There was no middle class or working
~class adjective in front of the term youth, the new
consciousnéss,éf youth had transcended old fashioned
notions of class.

The whole flavour of this kind of analysis is captured
in dharles Reich's literary‘hotpot "The Greening of America".
In Britain the ex-editor of Oz, Richard Neville, argued

that members of the counter culture were prophets of a new
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era of computerised 1eiéure, harbingers of new personally
fulfilling strategies for coping with a future based on
leisure., The American sociologist Fred Davis, in a paper
entitled "Why all of us may be hippies someday", also
celebrated the prophetic nature of the counter culture,
arguing that the hippies were:
"Rehearsing in vivo possible cultural solutions
to central life problems posed by the emerging
society of the futureo"8
The "society of the future" would be middle class,

freed from the antagonisms laid down by the first
Industrial Revolution, a SOciety built on affluence and
leisure., By the 1970s major economic crises throughout
Western capitalism had altered. the whole picture, and
relegated those halcyon days of the 1960s to the status
of another short-lived temporary (though influentiai)
period in hiStory.  More than all the academic arguments
froﬁ the Left against the proponents of the end of ideology
thesis, cold economic events have effectively demolished
bourgeois complacéncyo

:' In the 1960s the New Left did confront capitalism
as a system, though in a manner which many older European
socialists found strange. In the main this was because of
the iﬁportance attached to the relationship between the
personal and the political mentioned earlier. The term
politics was itself conceptually expanded, so that it
céme to be used in ways quite alien to standard political

discourse. - And this expansion of meaning is important in
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any discussion of politics_and deviance, In this context
Pearson quotes Marcuse:
| "Can we speak of a juncture between the erotic
and political dimensions?"9
Adding:

"The 'new sénsibility' of the counter cultural
deviant imagination was, for Marcuse, a highly
significant political eveht."lo

Pearson then goes on to indicate the intellectual

" roots of Marcuse's work in the Frankfurt School, which

was at its mdst creative inpre-war Germany, and during

the war when its members were in exile in America. There
is no doubt that the frankfurﬁ, or "Critical", School held
a formidable array of intellectual talent: Adorno, Marcuse,
Horkheimer, Erich Fromm, Walter Benjamin and Leo Lowenthal
for example, The Frankfurt School believed that the view
of man's relationship to nature which grew out of the
Enlightenment, although it discarded the naive animism of
an eariier period, was not fulfilling the promise of real
| social progress. As men had manipulated nature, so men
ﬁsed technology to manipulate men, but not simply in a
physical sense, for their consciousness and senses were
also manipulated, and the Frankfurt School argued that
men were in need of a "sense" liberation. Marcuse saw

in the sometimes serious, yet at other times silly and

childish behaviour of the counter culture the possibility

of the liberation taking place, A later member of the.

Frankfurt School, Jurgen Habermas, commenis on the.
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political content of the counter culture:
"I consider the politicisation of private conflicts
a singular result of the protest movement,. What
is peculiar is the short term displacement of
the culturally normative border between private
- and public conflicts; Today, difficulties that
a mere 2 or 3 years would have been passed for
-private matters,..now claim political significance
and ask to be justified in political concepts.
Psychology seems to turn into politics - perhaps
a-reaction to the reality that politics, in so
~ far as it relates to the masses, has long been
translated into psychology."ll'
 Habermas also wrote (and quoted by Pearson) that in the
new prbtest movement there was a convergence of politiecs
and deviance which:
";.,brings to light the cryptopolitical substance
of derivative psychic disturbance."12
The last quotation has some significance for Pearson's
own view of the relationship between politics and deviance,
in that the term "cryptopolitical" is used by him in an
account of one example of deviant behaviour, namely
paki—béshing, in a North East Lancashire town. The
argument put forward by Pearson in this study is vefy
relevant to-the basic theme of this paper, which is one
reésoh why I have spent some time outlining his

interpretation of the relationship between the New Left

and the counter culture in the 1960s. Indeed it is
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wortpwhile pursuing_Pearson'e-work further, in order to

see how he views the development of a "new" sociology of
deviance - misfit sociology as he calls it - in the 1960s.
As I have said earlier, deviancy theory was influenced by
what was .going on around it;and what is of especial interest
for our pufposes is the introduction of a political
dimension,

Using one of the best known statements on the
political status of deviant behaviour written at this
time (Horowitz and Liebowitz)lB, Pearson illustrates
how some of the new devianey theory extended the argument
presented by Becker earlier in the decade. Becker had
stressed that tﬁe labelling process was subject to an
unequal distribution of power, i.e. it was a political
process, however, by the late sixties some sociologists
were attempting to show how deviant behaviour was itself
political., As Pearson puts it:

"Or, more specifically, that deviance should be

grasped as a primitive crypto-political action,
in the same way that social bandits in peasant

,_societies, or the éaching smashing of the

Luddites, represented a primitive political

§1)

. .force.,"

It is here that ?earson latches onto Habermas's
term "crypto-political“, and he underlines the point by
referring to Hobsbawm's concept of "primitive rebel",

He then,qutlines examples of research where the authers
"have also broken with treditional approaches to deviance

and attempted to show how certain deviancies may be viewed
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as political acts. Goldman's study of'school-dirécted
vandalism15 is an attempt to show that such behaviour
is far from arbitary'or'aimless, but is frequently
directed at the vandal's own school (where he has
expériencéd'problems associated with high staff
turnover, poor equipment, low teacher morale etc,)
Such vandalism is thus seen as revenge against felt
' ihjustices, Likewise, truancy represents a "political"
comment by the children as they "vete with their feet",
- His final example is the well known study of
seccer hooliganism by Ian Taylor., Here the "trouble"
associated with football matches is seen as an
inafticulate.attempt to recapture earlier working class
links with a game which, because of increasing
professipnalisation, supporters have become more and
more isolated from at club level.

Whether one views a particular type of deviant
behaviour as pélitical depends, of course, on one's
definition of "political"., The world of academic
sociology is not without its fights over concepts,
though rather than being simply a semantical squabble
for its own sake, this in-fighting is an expression
of the'paradigmatic heterogeneity of the discipline.
Concepts such as "political", "glienation" and "class"
have been defined and used by different sociologists in
different ways, depending on preferred orientations to
the study.bf society in general, "True" definitions

of such terms do not exist, of course, in the sense,
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that is, of being hewn on stone tablets as absolutes;
they are human concepts, culturally derived in thé
on-going process of man attempting to understand his
social world, The usefulness of concepts is measured
by their status as heuristié devices,

_In the 1960s the fusion between the New Left and
the éounter culture preduced definitions of "political"
'notable for their extreme fluidity and flexibility, In
a range of publications almost anjthing was likely to be
prefixed by the term "the polities of": the politics of
ecstacy, of madness, of sexuélity, of shoplifting, and
so on. 'Although part of the New Left counter cultural
configuration, those involved in making everything
6political" did so from a number of perspectives, and
-with varying degrees of sophistication. Poets, journalists,
novelists, psychiatrists, sociologists, as well as a
rénge of "turned on" cultural pundits, carried forward
this break with traditionalism., Many of them also began
to usé the term "radical"® to underline opposition to
traditional ways of thinking, thus there appeared meve-
ments such as radical social work, radical education and
radical philosophy.:

Although influential writers from other discip}ines
are important, e.g. R.D. Laing, it is the work of
soéiologists studying deviant behaviour that is of
primary concern in this paper. Both Becker16 and
Lemer;tl7 stressed that the power to impress the deviant

label was concentrated in the hands of the powerful few,
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éand a% least té'this extent they saw the deviant process
as'politicél. Others, e.g. Horowitz and Liebowitz and
Stan Cohen took the discussion further, and argued that
traditioﬁal divisions between "ordinary" social deviance
and'"politipal" deviance were suspect and in need of being
redrawn., The arguments put forward by these and other
. theorists will be examined in mofe detail later on, for
" the present I wish to briefly return to the work of Geoff
iPéarson'on the felationship between ﬁolitics and deviance,
I would suggest thaﬁ his own poéition is not as clear-cut
as_it might appear to be from a first glance. Although
there is an apparent elegant simplic¢ity about his basic
aﬁguﬁent, there is also a certéin mbfal, or'jddgemental,
ambivalénCe pervading his work, '

Pearson and Political Deviance

During his discussion of the influence of the New
Left and the counter culture on the "misfit“ socidlogieéj,
of the 1960s he gently eases himself into the position of
an ally of some of the writers he is dealing with. When
he takes up the argument put forward by Goldman on the
pdlifics'of vandalism (and includes the work of others
sdch-as Iaﬁ Taylor) we can educe certain parallels with
hig) own work -on paki-bashing, and it is here that Pearson
introduces some indications of his own thoughts on what
constitutes Wpolitical“ deviance:

‘"Vandalism in terms of the preceding discussion,

is a primitive inarticulate attempt to 'right!'
 ﬁrongs:'in that sense, it is a crypt-political

éct."l8
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What is of interest here is how does Pearson view
the people whb actually engage in this type of deviance?
At ene moment he seems to be casting them in the role
created by the counter culture of the sixties, i.e, as
Robin Hood figures, striking out against an unjust
society, yet at other moments he is well aware of the
naivity and over-romanticism of writers who in the
sixties said this.

His-own study of paki-bashing is offered as further
evidence of "primitive rebellion", comparing paki-bashers
with'the maching-bashing handloom weavers of 19th century
Zancashire. Rather than view the racial violence as
méaningless pathology, he attempts to endow those
involved with rational ( from their point of view) purpose,
ana locate the behaviour in the socio-economic changes
taking'place in-that part of Lancashire at the time of
the violence. Thus (some) vandals, truants, football
hooligans and paki-bashers (as well as the machine
smashers) are lumped together within the same analytical
scheme as representatives of crypto-political action, as
"folk heroes". The problem, however, is in what sense
does Peérson conceive of these groups as folk heroes,

. or Robin Hood Figures? Whilst we do not expect-Pearson
to make'moral judgements regarding each type of behaviour,
the use of thenterm "folk hefo" implies that some kind

of judgemental position is being adopted by someone,
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Indeed this raises é whole range of problems

relating to the nature of deViancy itself, e.g. if

a deviant is also a folk hero, then who is applying

the social censure whereby the deviancy is defined?

It is worthwhile pursuing Pearson's definition of a
"félk hero", or, put another way, how he is able to
define certain deviants as "folk heroes". The label
"hero" is ordinarily applied to someone who achieves
admiration'fbr'great-deeds. The prefix "folk"
presumably indicates that the admifation comes from
among the rénks of "ordinary" people, thus a folk hero
would.be, literally, a hero of the people, whether they
be rural peaéants or an urban working class, If this

is the.case, then_Pearson must be arguing that "the

| people", or a section of the people, admire the deeds
__of-the vandal, truant and paki-basher, yet at the same
time this social audience is at variance with another
(and presumably more_powerful) defining audience who
successfully apply the deviant label., Whilst it is
perhaps slightly vulgar within the sociology of deviance
toTSPEak of a quorum of definers, a minimum number of
people necessary for the deviant to qualify as a folk
hero; it is ﬁecessary to identify the definers if the
term is to have any meaning. Calling someone a folk
hero implies a moral judgement on the part of some social
audience; those doing the labelling must approve of the
" deviant behaviour invo;ved. The obvious question to ask

is who in society is approving of the behaviour of (séy)
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vandals, truants and paki-bashers? Those who approve of
tﬁe "primitive rebellion" of the vandal etc., may be
cléssmates,,neighbourhood mates, or various individuals
or groups dotted about society, however, could we not
take any form of deviant behaviour and find someone who
admireslit? It is possible for some deviants to be
admired by comparatively large numbers of people, but are
these folk heroes? Pearson's way out of this is to relate
folk hero to "crypto-political" action i.e. it is not Jjust
the size of the admiring group that gqualifies the deviant
as a folk hero (this is necessary, though not sufficient)
the deviant must also be engaged in "erypto-political®
action, We thus return to gguare one, and must attempt
to‘fathpm what "crypto-political" action means.

As mentioned earlier, when reading Pearson it is
sometimes difficult to know whether he is simply
describing the viewsof a parficular author; or whether
ne is also endorsing those views. For instance he
suggests that for the counter culture: |

MPhe misfit's delinquencies surface as &n

inarticulate political consciousness: personal
distress turns into the murmerings of personal
and crypto-political dissent whether it finds its
expression through running away from home,

- illicit drug use, marital infidelity, truanting,

' vandalism, thieving, promiscuity, suicide,

psychosis, hooliganism, or whatever...No longer

a marginal conglomerate of paki-bashers, telephone
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kiosk wreckers, and feckless psychopaths".19

‘ Certainly Pearson would agree with the counter
culture/misfit sociologists as far as at least some
of the abové examples of deviant behaviour are
concerned, but he does not make it clear where he
draws the line., He is fully aware of the dangers of
romanticism contained within the counter culiure, as
is Paul Rock who criticises the:

»_..romanticism which views all criminals as
primitive innocents whb are engaged in
inarticulate political conflict with
ihstitutional.authority“,zo

Though curiously enough Pearson strongly criticises

Rock.- Rock states his case simply and solidly:
n,,.politicised deviancy may be defined as that
activity which is regarded as expressly political
by its participants“.21 |

Pearson objects to this bécause it:

_"..oreduées politics tg a 'meaning': specifically

the meéning which any act has for the actors" 22

.Thus, paradoxically, eéch is in effect criticising
fhe-ofher for misplaced romanticism - Pearson for making
_eriminals into Robin Hood figures, Rock for equating
deviance with subjective intent. Furthermore, and to
'adqito the confusion, each views the other as being

misled'by the counter culture/misfit paradigm of the

sixties. Rock is seen by Pearson as unwittingly
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expressing "misfit" sentiments in his-attack on the
misfitlparadigm:
"~ wrt is ironical that he thus becomes contained
within the romantic,'libertarian, subjectivist
politics at which he aims his criticism. Such

is the force of the misfit paradigm, and so

extended are its boundaries, that many who

believe that they are its critics use tools

of criticism which express its core sentiments."23

(emphasis in original)

‘This debate does raise the important question of the
place of consciousness in deviant behaviour, and
speéifically the piace of consciousness in Pearson's
'bolitical deviance: fhis will be returned to later on.
Aggin, we are reminded here of Pearson's ambivalence,
for although he attacks Rock for introducing subjectivism,
the final section of his chapter reads as a celebration

of subjectivism, and a critique of more recent criminology

which emphasises "objective"™ conditions.

The Main Features of the New Deviancy

Developments in the sociology of deviance in the
19605, producing the so-called new deviancy, made for
important re-orientations in the study of deviant
beha&ibur. Although most of the new criminologies
that emerged in Britain during the 1970s were not,
as such, derived from the labelling perspective, the
impact -of "labelling theory" was sufficient to raise

a number of issues eventually taken up by the new
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criminologies. These new criminologies, in so far
| as they relate to fhis paper, will be examined later.

Labelling theory%ﬁ%}marked an important break
with the éaﬁgal/corrective approach of traditional
briminology, where crime and deviance were investigated
ana explained'within the context of social pelicy and
_ legal ana penal processes. In orthodox criminology
cfime and deviance tended to be conceptulised as being
'pafhdlogical, and the search for causes (ofgﬁemore or
less positivist nature) was linked to the eradication
of the .crime or déviance. Implicit iﬁ this approach
was a deniél of the authenticity of the deviant's
éccount, thus subjective motivations and purposes
were rendered invalid.

Labelling theory had its roots in’'the earlier work
of G.H. Mead and the symbolic interactionist school,
- though it did come in a number of somewhat different
'-guiées. However, certain essential elements allows a
general oveérview to be made. Following the symbolic
| interactionists, the focus was on the individual,
" and the brocesses whereby social actors develop self
perceptioﬁs and perceptions of others through social -
interaction, And it was this subjectivism within
~labelling theory which allowed for the assimilation
- (albeit sometimes crudely) of certain phenomenological
notions. More importantly thqugh, from the point of
view of the subsequent development of the sociology of

_ deviance, it brought into the open a number of problems
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which eventually formed the focal concerns of those
sociologists working within a phenomenological
framework.25 |
| Matza, whose "naturalism" derived from a

phenomenological oerspective,'introduced in the late

sixties the influential concept appreciation, This

concept came to be used as a counter to what were
' séen'as the corrective concerns of orthodox criminology.
As Wiles points out:
"The stress on methodological individualism
ﬁhich was injected into criminology by
*  interactionist sociology created a long-
tsrm interest in the authenticity of deviant
action and in the social processes by which |
"such authenticity is acknowledged or denied."16
For Matza sppreciation meant that the sociologist should
sim'for-truthfulness and accuracy in his descriptions of
social phenomena. Thus instead of carrying out one's study
on the basis of presuppositions regarding the (immoral)
nature of deviant behaviour, with the aim of eradicating
it,.the sociologist should attempt to present the behaviour
in its-own'terms, As Matza puts it:
"7Po appreciate the variety of deviant
enterprises requires a tehporary or
permanent suspension of conventional
moralit&,_ and thus by usual standards
iﬁescapable elements of irresponsibility

and absurdity are implicit in the appreciative
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stance. Deviant enterprises, and the
‘persons who engage them, are almost by
definition troublesome and disruptive,
How silly and perhaps evil, therefore,
seem the appreciative sentiments of those
who have been guided by the naturalist
spirit. These appreciative sentiments are
easily summarized: We do not for a moment
wish that we could rid ourselves of deviant
phenomena, We are intrigued by them, They
are an intrinsic, ineradicable, and vital
part. of human society."27
.This has taken us away from the new deviancy and into
later developments; it will, howéver, be useful to now
return to the early and middle 19§Osland the labelling
perspective itself. The extraction of certain features
from thé symbolic interactionist tradition led labelling
theorists to plaée emphasis on the social psychological
implications for the actor of being labelled "deviant",
The relationship between definers and defined was conceived
of as processual, that is individuals are involved in a
process of subjectively constructing a symbolic world on
the basis of their interactions with, and, specifically,
labelling by others., A deviant is .someone who.has been
so labelled, and who in the process comes to accept this
label on the psychological level. The acceptance of the

deviant label is then understood to have crucial

implications for his future behaviour.
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The notibn of deviancy'amplification2 was

intréduced as a way of explaining the consegquences of the
societal reaction For behaviour labelled deviant. In simple
terms this postulated that the actions of the rule enforcers
aimed at stamping out the deviance, or at least containing
it, could under certain coﬁditions-lead to the opposite
effect, that is to an increase in the amount of deviance,
In this way a vicious circie of reaction and counter-
reaction is put in motion.
For the labelling theorists, then, the actions of
the rule-makers and the rule enforcers are at least
equally as important as the-actions of the rule-breakers.
This stands in Gontrast to traditional criminology where
attehtion tended to be focﬁsed on the rule-breakers and
the "social factors" causing the infraction. Lemert's
statement illustrates the change of focus:
"Phis is a large turn away from older sociology
which tended to rest heavily upon the idea
that deviance leads to social control. I
héve come to believe that the reverse idea,
i.e., social control leads to deviance, is
equally tenable and the potentially richer
premises for studying deviance in modern

29

society."

‘It was Lemert who introduced the i@ea of primary and
'seEOndary deviation, described by Schur as "a distinction
that has been central to the work of recent labelling
theorists."Bo Primary deviation is meant to apply to

those instances of deviant behaviour where the deviant
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ié.not involved in any radibal re-orientation of his
symbolic WOrld; the deviation itself has only marginal
implications for his self perception and social role.
In these circumstances the rule-breaker is able to
maintain a picture of himself as a non-deviant, and
feels no heed to change his self identity-in order
'déviation, on the ether hand, occurs when the rule-
breaker is aware of strong disapproval of his behaviour,
and in the process reconstructs his symboiic world and
perceives himself as he is labelled, that is as deviant,

Becker, by stressing the importance of the societal
reaction, wished to show that deviance itself was a
re;ative concept, rather than an absolute quality inherent
within certain acts., This famous quote from Beckér
'{1lustrates his position: |

“uw__ deviance is created by society. I do not mean

this in the way that it is ordinarily understood,

in which the causes of deviance are located in

the social situation of.the deviant or in 'social

féctors' which prompt his action. I mean,

rather, that social groups create deviance by

making the rules whose iﬁfraction constitutes

deviénce‘and by applying those rules to

particular persons and labelling them as

outsiders. From this point of view deviance

is not a quality of the act a person commits,
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but rathér a consequence of the application

by others of rules and sanctions to an

' offender', The deviant is one to whom the

label has. successfully been applied; deviant

31

behaviour.is behaviour that people so label," ™

However, to say that "deviance is created by society"

in the sense that social control leads to or creates

deviance can, as Taylor, Walton and Young suggest, be

interpreted in a number of ways:

"ao

b,

It can simply mean that whilst massive
amounts of rule breaking goes oﬁ in our
society, this is net really deviant
behaviour, or is net to be regarded as

deviant behaviour until seme social audience -

labels it deviant,

It can be'the pdssibility that an actor will
become deviant as é result of experiencing
the social reaction to an initial rule-~-
infraction, 'In short, reactions by 'social
control agencies' to an initial deviant -act
is so powerful in its implications for self

that an individual comes to see himself as

- deviant and becemes increasingly committed

to deviation.

- It ecan mean that the everyday existence of

social control agencies produces given rates

of deviance, In this sense it is obvious



-27-

--that actual indices of crime or deviation
are preduced as a resolt of the everyday

workings of the police, ceurts, social

' workers etc,, which probably do not reflect
actual amounts of deviance, but are merely
indices of the deviance which is processed
or handled by the social control agencies
.themselves."Bz _

By the early 19708 the whole of labelling theory had
come under heavy criticism (Gouldner-1968; Mankoff 1971;
Akers 1968; Schervish 1973; Walton 1973). The .point needs
- to be sfressed though -that it is not so much labelling
theory as a body of knowledge that is directly relevant
to a discussion of the political.status of-delinguency
(indeed labelling:theory as such had nothing to say
regarding the political nature of deviant acts in
.themselves) rather, as mentioned earlier, it is the way
" that labelling theory was received (espeeially in Britain)
and functioned as a transitional stage-in sociological
thinking that is important here. With this in mind we
can try to understand the impaot of labelling theory .on

some British sociologists in Britain in the 1960s.

The Importation of Labelling Theory

Sociologists working in the area of crime and
deviance were in Britain up until the 1960s almost trapped
_wiﬁhin'the imperatives of academic traditionalism., The
csussl/correctivo orientation; employing positivistic

techniques of social investigation, was firmly placed
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within the constraints of sééial policy and legal and
penal practices, .The eriminologist's task was to
"explain crime", Institutions such as the Home Office
financed research as part of the "battle against crime,"
Coupled with.this was a tendency for sociologists working
in fhis field to find their work being treated as peripheral
to the main cbncerns of sociology within the academic
community. Stan Cohen has expfessed this in the following
terms:
"Tn terms of having congenial people to discuss
our work with, we found some of our sociological
colleagues equally unhelpful. They were either
maﬁdarins who were hostile towards a committed
sociology and found subjectsSQQEESdelinquency
nasty, dist@steful or simply boring, or else
they were self-proclaimed radicals, whose
political interests went only so far as their
own definition of 'political' and were happy
to cbnsign deviants to social welfare or
psychia£ry.. For different reasons, both
groups found our subject matter too messy and
devoid of significance. They shared with
official criminology a depersonalized, de-
humanized picture of the deviant: he was simply
part of the waste products of the system, the
reject from the conveyor belt".33
-Caughf up as they were in this sort of climate, any

criminologist or sociologist of a radigal_political bent,
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who was also sceptical of traditional approaches to
crime and deviance, must almost inevitably have received
the new deviancy as it arrived from across the Atlantic’
with some enthusiasm, New deviancy would have been a
breath of fresh air, bringing with it an invigorating
_sense of new possibilities. There was a promise of
' a'radical alternativé to the moribund persﬁectives of
tréditional criminology. We must also remember, as the
: discuésion‘of ﬁmisfit sociology" tries to show, that this
was a period of more general cultural reappraisal, and
sociologists were not immune to the influences and
attractions of the counter culture. Did none of those
'whq embraced the new deviancy not appreciate something
of the cooiness of the poolroom. hustler, the hipness
of being "On the Road", the lyricical anarchism of Dylan's
songs, the myéteries of the acid trip, or the softly
spoken message ahd loose demeanour of the head or freak?
Stan Cohen referring to those who formed the National
Deviancy Conference writes:
"They had all been through the generational
experience whigh only a few commentators
such as Jeff Nuttall (1968) have tried to
Comprehend. Talking or doing something
about deviance seemed to offer - however
misguided this might now look to an outsider -
a form of commitment, a way of staying in,
without on the one hand'selling out or on the

other playing the drab game of orthodox
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politics, whose simplicities were becoming
increasingly :lr'r'it'.élting.."ﬂL

And according to Cohen the two books which did most
to turn them on to the new deviancy in the early days were
Beékeris "Outsiders", and Matza's "Delinquency and Drift".

Thé alternative to positivist criminology offered by
the new deviancy allowed a broader spectrum of sociological
théory and method to enter the arena, as well as the
development of more sophisficated approaches to theory
and method., In the early stages this was tentative, but
the results of the reappraisal became clearer in the post
new deviancy period of the 1§70s, though disagreements and
rifts still flourish, both within the new criminology and
between the new criminology and other approaches. Indeed it
T@{probabiy true to say that the area of deviancy has,
since the 1960s, provided an arena for the coming together
and discussion of the most fundamental theoretical concerns
' of sociology. These are concerns which go beyond the
inmediate study of déviance, and lie at the heart of
sociology itself. I am thinking here of such things as
the relationship between theory and practice, between
ideology and science, and the society producing man/man
producing society tension, as well as the develepment
of specific types of sociological orientation (e.g. neo-
marxist, phenomenological, ethnomethodological).

The question of the relationship between the deviant
and the séciblogistaié of especial importance here. The
sixties saw a move away from a situation where the

" ‘sociologist as it were lined up with the rule enforcers,
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to one where the stance adobted was either ambivalent,
or even explicity on the side of the deviant. Becker,
, fbr'instance, argued that the researcher had no alternative,
_but to take sides. Now this development had, I would
suggeSt, important implications as far as the reception
of_thé new deviancy in Britain was concerned. There are,
hbwever, important differences here between the more
liberal sociologists, and those on the left, especially
the New Left. For the liberal there was, somewhere
within the new deviancy, a promise of a more humane
weifére state, where the "outsider" was treated with
‘dignity arising from a fuller understanding of the
authenticity of his actions. Their stance was what
"law and order" letter writers to the newspapers would
describe (derogately) as "soft". For those on the left
the promise led in a different direction, and brought to
_the surface what may be described as latent moral ambiguities
regarding deviants and their actions, In a review of the
new deviancy Young has written: |

"Attacking a theoretical position to which

one is opposéd 7 often’tends towards the

L3

erection of an alternative position which
is merely an inversion of one's opponent's."35
" .The inversion of traditional criminology created an
interesting situation. If crime was previously pathological
it was now 'normal'; if ériminologists had previously sided
with "official" versions of reality, they now side with

the deviant's; if previous research was aimed at correction,
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it‘was now.aiﬁed at "appreciation"; and.(wherein
lies the crux of the preblem) if previeusly crime
was "wfong", is it now "right"? 1Is there something
. in érime which the left can positively appreciate,
i.e. explicifly approve of?
._The new deviancy raised the idea of relativism.

37 and Erickson38

Writers such as Becker,36 Kitsuse,
argued thaf_no behaviour was instrinsically deviant, deviant
status depended on the power to label. Ieaving aside for
momeﬁt a discuésion of whether or not deviance is a

quality of the act, this relativism does relate te

ene dimensipn—of the societal reaction to deviance which

is érgﬁably endemic td any society. Not only do different
groups within society judge so-called deviant acts
according to different moral criteria, but the same

persdn may possess moral ambivalence regarding these

' acté. Thus, for example, stealing may be thought "wrong",

- whilst -at the same time stealing things from work is
acceptable if you can get. away with it. Sociologists

and criminologists who occupy a more or less conservative
position vis a vis crime may'publicly produce work which
reflects official attitudes to prime, but even here the
potenfial for personal moral ambiyalence exists. However,
for those sociologists on the left, the potential for
morallémbivalence can also operate on énother leyel,

and indicates one of the reasons why they should find

the néw deviancy in the early and middle sixties attractive.
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The orthodox-left (exemplified by the journal "Marxism
Today") in one sense occupied a similar position to
that of the conservative crimiﬁologist in that although
moral-ambivalence on the personal level may have existed,
_publicly erime was adjudged to be "wrong", though of
codrse their respective explanations and solutions
would have been different. For the 01d Left crime was
the brutal respoﬁse of the "lumpen" to the brutalities
of capitalism, and with socialism there will be no need
_for anyone to break the law. For the New Left, however,
caught up as it was with the counter culture, the new
deviancy provided a m;de of analysis which led to
questions over the actual demarcation of crime/non-crime
and deviance/non-deviance. If nothing was intrinsically
immﬁral or evil, why should we accept official (ruling
class) definitions? Put very simply, this general
development raises the notion that perhaps some of the
acts.labelled deviant (and therefore immoral) are in
fact acts to be approved of. ‘This is a mo#e beyond the
argument that more evil things occur which are legal
than illegal (exploitation of labour, land speculation,
arms deals) within capitalism, to one where certain
deviant acts are to be welcomed because they are, say,
harmless, or even beneficial in socialist terms.
This has obvious implications for the relationship between
social science and the social world being studied, and
as later developments showed, led to the introduction of
‘the concept praxis into the discussion. Having said

this, I am not suggesting it invalidates the sociological
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work-on deviancy done by the Reft in the sixties in.
Britain. I stress the above becausé it does felate
to the central discussion in this paper: the political
‘status of delinquency. A great deal of the work on
the bolitics of deviance in this country since the late
1960s has been done by socidlogists who were influenced
by ﬁhe new deviancy, and as a cbnsequence formed the
Nafional Déviancy Conference. Geoff Pearson, for
instanée, was at one time the secretary of the Conference,
I would_sﬁggest that the moral ambivalence I have been
speaking of has since worked its way, in various guises,
inté current criminology and the sociology of deviance.

A sociologist on the left, and especially one who

was ‘a Marxist, in the early and middle sixties found
himSelf with an interesting range of possibilities
.emanating from-knowledge of the-new deviancy:

.é% He could reject the radical promise and
carﬁy on working within a péradigm that
sided with the rule makers and the rule
enforcers.

E_B. ‘He could aim for total "scientific"
neutrélity and fake no sides. Many taking
the'fifst option would of course say they
were doing this anyway.

¢, He could side with some, or all, of the

devieants,
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From these options the last one would seem to |
have been the most likely choice. -However, to say
that'ohe "sides with the deviant" can mean é number
eof things. It can mean that one organises research
and theory around the deviant's version of reality,
or it can mean that one suppérts the actions of some
deviants, or both. The question of supporting the
deviant's actions is where the moral ambivalence
enters, eventually leadiné to statements such as .
"the méss of delinquents are literally involved in
the ﬁractice of redistributing private property."jg
It can also lead to a full-blooded romanticism, where
all deviants are viewed as courageous non—confopmists
fighting an evil system. If the working class are
thought to be frustratingly docile, or at best
wrapped up in strategies based on economism, then
deviance may be latched on to as an example of struggle
égaihst the state apparatus of capitalism. Should a
socibldgist who is also a socialist align himself with
judges, magistrates, the police and prison governors,
all of whom are in the business of maintaining the
' status quo, or with the deviant? This niggling problem,
I would argue, has since the sixties been present in
neo-marxist (and other) sociologies, though it has not
necessarily been given explicit attention. The issue
seems to have been especially confused in the 1960s,

though even now it has by no means been resolved.
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Part of the problem stems from what Jock Young has
called an "inversion" of traditional criminology by
the new deviancy. The left has to face the question
of whether certain deviant acts (as defined within
capitalism) will continue to be strongly disapproved
of in a truly socialist society (even though the
criminalising of rule infraction is removed).'Leaving
aside a metaphysical discussion about moral absolutes,
an@ even a discussion of specific t&pes of deviancy,
the left must bring into its analysi% a élearer
understanding of their own, and the community's moral
sentiments., In fact two issued have merged into one
_here, and should be separated out. Firstly, can all
moral sentiments be condemned simply Because they
developed within capitalist society? And secondly,
accepting (although it is rather vague) Taylor, Walton
and Young's idea of "diversity"-within socialism, will
any behaviour be disapproved of in a socialist society,
and if so, how is this disapproval generated and sustained?
It is the first of these that is particularly relevant
‘here, for this is where the potential ‘for moral
ambivalence on the part of the sociologist is located;

If we go back to the original material published
as new deviancy we can see that whether it was really
"on the side of the deviant" (although initially it
may have been thought to be) is not at all clear cut.
:During-the late sixties and early seventies labelling

theoryw@éﬁ;§§53§gted to a stream of criticism, and the
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fact that this criticism came from all directions -
from the Left, the Centre and the Right - illustrates
this ppint. As Becker has written:
"Moral problems arise in all sociological
research buf are especially provocatively
posed by interactionist theories of
deviance. Moral criticism has come from
the ﬁolitical centre and beyond, from the
political Left, and from the left field.
Interactionist theoriés have been accused
- 'of giving aid and comfort to the enemy,
be the enemy thosé who would upset the
stability of the existing order or the
Establishment., They have been accused
of openiy.espousing unconventional norms,
of refusing to support anti-Establishment
positions, and (the left field position)
of appearing to support anti-Establishment
causes while subtly favouring the status quo.“LLO
The "true" nature of labelling theory is, in a sense,
not especially important here, however,'but what is
importént is ité role in the generation of issues and
probiems and their subsequent development., It is from
the left that the strongest criticisms have come, with
the argument fhat labelling theory was in essence only
-American liberalism, and substantially less radical

-then some_commentators had originally thought. Labelling



-38-

theory, it has been suggested, was at the best only
taking the side of the deviant in a very limited way,
and at worst appeared to do so when in reality it was
supporting the status guo. This, incidently, is my
"own position regarding labelling theory, but the point
rémains that when it was initially received by the
left in the field of devianéy research, it appeared
\to promise radicalism, and seemed to be takiﬁg sides
' against the Establishment. To this extent it provided
a fillip to whét was a rather jaded area of research,
and led to new important directions being taken in
the late sixties and early seventies,

One of these directions was the development of
a phenomenological soéiology of deviance, notably in
£he work of Matza in America and Phillipson and Roche
in Britain. The link with labelling theory is located
in the concept of meaning, one of the central concepts
in the new deviancy. The other direction (and they
are not mutually independent) was developed on the
basis of labelling theory's concern with the social
organisation of reaction to rule breaking. Whilst
labelling theory had tended to fall short of a critique
of the'wider social structure, the new "political"
sociologists were very concerned to analyse the
structural bases of rule creation and rule enforcement.
The. conflict theories of writers such as Turk and the
Marxist influenced Quinney, and the neo-marxist

criminology of, notably Taylor, Walton and Young,



-39~
represented attempts to locate crime and deviance
withip the context of social and '‘economic power
relaﬁionships. For Marxists this entailed not only
seeing and analysing crime and deviance as a feature
of industrial society, but, crucially, as a feature

of capitalist society. It was not, therefore, simply

a question of producing a radical critique of the
state, but the application of Marxian concepts and
miodels to the analysis of the state and its apparatus
as a social formation in a capitaiist mode of
production. This politicisation of the study of
deviance manifests itself in a number of ways, not
all of them directly relevant to the problems I am
addressing in this paper, though inevitably we cannot
avoid these wider issues.

Basically there appearlto be five analytically
distinct ways in which deviance and politics have been
related. These canlbe summarised as follows:-~

1., Following on from the limited beginnihgs

| of the new deviancy wfiters, the creation
and application of rules, and the societal
reaction to devianée is viewed as a
political process. Research along these
lines has involved a wide range of analyses,
including such things as a theory of the state
vis a vis deviance; exposé (of the powerful)
criminology; the law as an expression of

ruling class interests; the importance of
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the institution of private property:
the historical material basis of crime;
the political naturé of criminal statistics.

- é. The fecognition of a convergence between
Wordihary" crime and ideological crime,
especially as more deviant groups are
becoming politicised, and the view that
some or most deviance is in itself political.

. 3. The recognition that deviant acts can have
political cdnsequenées. This is to stress
the results of deviant acts, rather than
thé reasons men and women give for committing
them.,

L, The recognition that the effects of wider

~political étructures create conditions which
can facilitate deviant acts, This is to
place the deviant (and everyone else) within
the context of relatiﬁns of power,

5, A feeling that the sociologist of deviance (or
anythihg else) must recognise the unity of
theory ahd practice, and use his sociological
work politically in the struggle for socialism,

'Aifhough each of the five approaches above are important,

it is number 2 that directly relates to the main theme of
this paper. It should be stressed that the present state
of the‘sociology of deviance in Britain, especially the
disagreements and controversies -within radical Marxian-
informed criminology, makes it impossible to make neat

‘parcels of 1 - 5 above, and allocate them to particular
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"camps": the subject remains in a state of flux.
Pearson has made a similar point:
",..the aggressive noises which misfit
sociology makes towards the social-control
apparatus takes on the appearance of a
politics, and misfit sociology becomes
transformed into a theoretical conception
‘of deviance and deviance cpntrol as politics,
even if it is not altogether clear as to what
Kind of politics this is.m*l

Posf New Deviancy: Horowitz and Leibowitz, Cohen and Hall

Having in a general way discussed some of the
political issues that emerged out of the new deviancy,
and the factors facilitating its reception, I would now

: like to consider examples of research wﬁere the relation-
ship between politics and deviance has been explicitly
anaiysed.

_‘ Both Becker and Lemert had shown how the designation
of certain acts as deviant was determined by the
distfibution of power in society, that is, that the
labelling process was a political process. Leme_‘.ir’c"L2
_aisﬁ_streésed that powerful elites were able to strongly
influence how deviant behaviour would be dealt with:

whether, as Lemert puts it, to "control or decontrol"

deviance.,

43 published an

In 1968 Horowitz and Leibowitz
influential paper on the politics of deviance which

considerably extended the argument put forward by the
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labelling theorists, Not only was the labelling of
cértain acts és deviant a political process, they
argued, but some forms of "socially" deviant acts
should be more'properly viewed as "politically"
deviant acts. Their paper shows how the labelling
lprocess is based on a conéensus welfare model of
society, which leads to a false dichotomy being made
by sociologists, law makers, social workers etc. between
deviant anﬁ ﬁolitical acts, For them society is made up
of Strdggles between groups who are differentiated on
the basis of power, with elites, by definition, holding
positions most favourably sﬁited for determining whether
scts are ta be accorded political status or not. The
'iébels attached will have important implications, in
.tefmé of social response and treatment, for the groups
concerned,

Their charge that traditional definitions of
political are toé narrow andlinflexible was obviously
- in tune with some of the ideas emanating from the New
Left/counter cultural configuration in America and
Europe at that time. This criticism of orthodox ways
of.assessing whether an act is political or not has
already been discussed as a facet of what Pearson
~calls the misfit paradigm.

‘For Horowitz.and Leibowitz_the 1ébelling'of an
act as dgﬁiapt or political is itself a political act,

and the essence of their paper is that in reality these
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traditional labels are becoming increasingly
redundant, In other words, developments in the 1960s,
in ﬁarticular protest based on the experience of the
ghetto, have produced a convergence between the "deviant"
and'the "politiqal":
| "The result of this trend is estimated
to be an increase in the use of violence
as a political tactic, and the development
of a revolutionary potential among the
.expanding ranks of deviant sub-groups."uu
Thus political minorities are increasingly stepping
6utside the repertoire of acceptablé tactics to further
their causes, and taking up methods, és well as life
étyles, normally associated with deviant groups., On
the other side, deviant groups in an effort to make
their voices heard, are increasingly adopting what are
normally thought of as political strategies. Thus:
"The traditional distincti@n between social
problems and the political system-is becoming

L5

obsolete."

Horowitz and Liebowitz argue that. this convergence
has occurred because the "right to dissent", traditionally
enjoyed by powerful political minorities in society, has
come to be questioned by the elites as these minorities
have increasingly used deviant tactics. Obversely,
deviant minorities have become increasingly less willing
to confine their problems to the.private sphere, and so

have adopted modes of protest traditioﬁally thought of
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as:political. However,.powerful interests in society
tend to deny political status to their protests as they
have, so to speak, already been written off as "social
problems", Thus if the actions of political minorities
cbme to be defined in traditionélly deviant terms, so
these minorities will be responded to in ways similar
to the responses given to deviance. A classic example
of this would-be the 1abelling of dissenters in the
' Soviet Union as "mentally ill",

It is important to recognise the limits of what
Horowitz and Liebowitz are saying regarding the political
natu?é of deviant acts. Whilst it is true that they argue
that some socially deviant acts should now be properly
seén'as being politically deviant, this is not the same

és saying that deviant acts are by definition political,

They are referring only to certain types of deviance,
faking place within certain contexts. Pearson seems to
have read more into their paper than is actually there:
"Bqt whatuemerges in the literature of misfit
sociology from the analysis provided by
Horowitz and Liebowitz is the imperative
that one should understand not only the

labelling process as a politically derived

-judgement, but also that deviant hehaviour

itself should be accorded political status,
.Or, more specifically, that deviance should
be grasped as a primitive crypto-political

16

. actiono ooo o'
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The issues réised by Horowitz and Liebowitz have
since been taken-up and developed by é number of
sociologists working in the area of crime and deviance.
In Britain the wofk of Stan Cohen and Stuart Hall is
particularly relevaht.

Cohen's position is presented in a paper published
in 1973,)‘"7 though he presents the same points, in a
simplified form, in an earlier paper published in 1969.LLS
Basically his paper is a reiteration of Horowitz and
Liebowitz's arguments with additional support from other
relevant material, To begin with he is concerned with
making deviance into a political issue in the sense that
(following the transactionalists) the labelling process
and the decision to treat deviance as a social problem
is political. This can have fundamental consequence in
| terms of the_soéial responses to those so labelled. As
Horowitz and Liebowitz had also stated, assigning certain
kinds of political behaviour to the deviant category
negates any social criticism informing the behaviour.
 To'défine the behaviour as deviant classifies it as
ahother example of a "social problem", thus invalidating
the social pfotest involved by placing it firmly within
a sociallpolicy @Tamework. As a consequence the
possibility that the "deviants" concerned are reacting
‘rationally to "wrongs" in the social structure is removed.

Following Horowitz and Liebowitz; Cohen then

extends the argument to show thét’a convergence is taking
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place between criminal violence and ideological violence,
This blurring of the lines separating the two forms of
violence is said to héve led to a serious challenge to
orthodox, common sense definitions of what is meant
by "political":

"There is much talk of clienation, dropping
out, disaffiliation and youth on the streets,
There is confusion about the line beyond which
'stealing' becomes 'looting', 'hooliganism'
becomes 'rioting', 'vandalism' becomes 'sabotage',
- When do 'reckless maniacs' become 'freedom
fighters'? Are the everyday encounters between
the police and urban slum youth throughout the
world somehow stripped of their political
significance if what is happcning.is not
defined as a 'riot'. er 'dis’(‘.ur-bance'?")+9
I have already mentioned the possibility of a temptation
to read into Horowitz and Liebowitz's paper more than is
present, we could make the same point with respect te
Cohen's paper. Cohen himself does recognise the limits
within which Horowitz and Liebowitz's paper is written -
specifically they do not suggest that all, or even most,
deviance is political - and he confines hiﬁiown argument
to the same sort of limits. Cohen is not trying to make
all deviants into political rebels fighting the capitalist
system;-as the following quote indicates:
"Behaviour which in the past was conceived of
as deviant is now assuming well-defined

ideological and organisational contours,
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" The politicisation of groups such as
drugtakers and homdsexuals_is only the
. most obvious manifestation: any attempt
to resist stigmatisation, manipulation
iﬂ the name of therapy'or punishment is
a self-conscious move to change the social
erder and in any conception of the political
process in terms other than looking at matters
such as voting figures, these activities are
political;"50
Thus for Cohen deviance becomes political when it ié
'"politicised", i,e. when it becomes "a self conscious move
to change the social order". This raises a very important
.point,.and indicates the conceptual problems when
analysing the political content .in socially defined
_deviant groups. I would suggest that we have to clearly
distinguish between fhree types of activity:
1. Activities which constitute "ordinary"
deviance_and, according to some pre-
determined definition, are not "political".
2, Activities which afe political according to
this definition, but which are carried out
by a deviant group whose basic deviant
behaviour is not in itself political,
3, Activities which are political according
to this definition, carried out by a
Tdeviant-group whése basic deviance has
become the political activity because of

a change in consciousness,
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Both Hofowitz and Liebowitz and Cohen agree that
some examples of deviant behaviour will fall into the
first category, i.e. will not be political, but neither
paper clearly differentiates between 2 and 3. In both
papers 2 and 3;§eem to merge into each other so that they
become the same phenomenon: one side of the deviance/
politics convergence., In spite of this, though, the’
_two possibilities are present in the papers, and can
be separated out. Therefore, when Cohen refers to the
politicisation of drugtakers and homosexuals, he is in
fact talking about case number 2 above. Here the deviant
behaviour does not become political when the groups
protest, rather the political behaviour occurs when
thdse involved step outside their usual patterns of
behaviour and undertake new kinds of acts as protest.

In othgr words, whereas in the past deviant minorities
éérried dut their deviances more or less privately,
they-are now entering the public realm and taking up
political modes of protest. It is this new activity
which is political, not the basic deviance. Being a
homosexual or eggaging in hbmosexual acts is not
conceived of as political by Cohen (or Horowitz and
Liebowitz) but the militant activities of homosexuals
as part of gay liberation are seen as being political,
It is not being "gay" that represents political activity,
‘but the new tactics involved in attempting to gain
certain rights. Likewise smoking marijuana is not in

" itself political, but if marijuana users take actions
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aimed at a redefinition of public attitudes and responses
'thén they engage in political activities (according to
Cohen's definition of political).
As far as this paper is concerned‘number 3 above
is the important case. Here the actual deviant behaviour
is seen as being political, becausé it is carried out
with a certain form of consciousness. When Cohen says
_that "There is confusion about the line beyond which
'steéling' becomes 'looting', 'hooliganism' becomes
'rioting'..." he is deaiing with this case. He seems
to be arguing that during the 1960s/early 1970s such
types of deviance were inéreasingly accompanied by a
changed consciousness so that we can no longer write-off,
say, ghetto confrontation with the police as "hooliganism',
| Cohen uses the term "reversable images" to express
the process of convergence - political activists engaging
in_deviant acts, and deviants engaging in political acts,
As he ﬁoints out anarchists have'sometimes welcomed the
"political potential of criminais", whilst the "0ld Left"
have usually denounced criminal behaviour as counter-
ﬁ%evolutionary. He does point out, though, that there
has existed a minority tradition within socialism that
has not written-off the revolutionary potential of the
cfiminal: | |
"They might see deviance such as industrial
ISEbotage as some sort of revolutionéry
--conscidusness and would certainly be concerned
- at politicising delinquent working class youth -
such as football hooligans - rather than writing

them off as being merely troublesome."51
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This point about politicising football hooligans
is an interesting one in the light of recent attempts
by the National Front to recruit young working class
football supporters into their ranks, Both Cohen
and Hall (see below) discuss the politicisation of
deviant groups in terms of left wing politics; it
should not go unnoticed that if a political potential
exists .within deviant groups in society, the politics that ,
elierge do not necessarily have to be socialist in
orientation., |
From the obverse side (Ppolitical" to "criminal™)
theh highlights the increasing tendency to conceptualise
political acts in criminal terms. Although, he suggests,
this strategy has a long.history among agents of social
control, a significant development in recent times has
been the emergence of more and more political minorities
"py-passing the established processes.and occupying a
no-man's land between political marginality and privatised
aeviance.or ordinary crime.," Hall's paper addresses itself
to this development, which, as Cohen points out, often
involves a contradiction:
"One might note that the functioné of labelling,
say, demonstrations or protests as delinguent
are often contradictory. On the one hand,
emotive terms such as 'thugs' or 'hooligans'
increase the threat by conjuring up a screaming
horde of atavistic beings. On the other, the
delinquent definition is reassuring; the threat.
can be contained within the familiar limits of

the penal and social services."52
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Héllfs paper53 deals with the relationship between
deviance, politics and the media, and is, as he puts it,
. "largely speculative", He also acknowledges those
labelling theorists who stressed that the-process of
1abelling deviants was a political one, and uses the
notion of convergence expressed ih Horowitz and
Liebowitz's-paper as a springboard for his own ideas,

In pafticular he emphasises that there has been a
tendehcy.fof students and practitioners of law to
play down the political element in the interactions
between deviants and "straight society", and that
studies and practices have been wrongly tied to a
.,ﬁraditional and "highly formalistic" definition of
politics, which in itself is seen as political.

The main focus of Hall'é paper is on those political
minorifies pointed to by Horowitz and Liebowitz who are
mafginal to the more powerful and respectable political
groups, and who freqdently becbme involved in deviant
or criminal activities, According to Coheﬁ, in advanced
capitalist societies an increasing number of such groups
are springing up. Now whilst such political minorities
are, again, not what this paper is essentially concerned
with, Hall's discussion does'ﬁring out certain points
which are very relevant to an analysis of the politics
of délinquency. It is also worth noting that Hall is
the Directpr of the Centre for Contemporary Cultural
Studies at Birmingham, and recent material from the

Cenfre'(discussed'later) is directly connected to the
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main thrust of this paper.
Hall agrées with the convergence argdment put
forward by Horowitz and Liebowitz and Cohen:
"Phe crisp distinction between socially and
politically deviant behaviour is increasingly
: difficult to sustain."ﬂL
And he suggests five reasons why this is so., These
can be summarised as follows:-
| l. Many socially-deviant.groups are becoming

politicised.

2. Many politically activist groubs have
"deviant" life styles_and values,

3. Deviant groups have a poiitical content
(as an expression of their dissociation
from the status gqUo) which is expressed
in cultural or existential terms rather
than "objective" class conflict terms,

i, Such minorities have begun to organise
and thus make their voice into a more
obviously political one.

5. Consensual models of social inguiry are
being increasingly challenged so that
traditional definiéions of politics and
deviange are being guestioned.

An examihation of the work of the Birmingham Centre
'(sée ﬁelow) will show how number 3 of theée reasons
occupies an imﬁortant place. It raises the question
of whether the "ordinary" delinquent, badly treated

'by the bourgeois institutions he comes into contact
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with, aﬁd caught up in wider structural changes,
rgbels on the cultural or existential level e.g.
styles of dress, cultural objeéts and demeanour,
Is the delinquent, using what to him are accessable
modes of protest, in fact engaging in a form of
political activity on the cultural or existential
level? Certainly, more formally articulated modes §f
'_pbiitical prbtest will generally be inaccessable (for
all kinds of reasons) to the working class delinquent
because of his structural location in the class system,

Having rejected traditional approaches to politics

and deviance, Hall is clearly aware that the construction

of alternative definitions is a difficult, though crucial

task, Even Lemert's distinction between "deviant groups"
and "political minorities".is seen as problematic:
"Groups of individuals whose values are being
sacrificed by intoxication and drunkeness may
“have no structure to formulate their vaguely
felt dissatisfactions. On the other hand,
minorities, because their programmes are
-aefined énd their power is organised and
| well timed, more readily have their values
cast into an emergent pattern of social
. action."”? (quoted by Hall).
-Hall's.comMent is:
"This distinction, too, is no longer so clear-
f.cut; Certainly, we need some way of distinguishing

between behaviour labelled deviant, where the
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jparticipants-formulate no pfogramme
of action, and require only to be left
alone by the authorities of control, - -or
more organised form(s) of political
‘activism, Many so-called ‘'crimes without
victims' or 'crimes' where the only victims
ére the participants themselves, fall within
the first category., Such forms of action
differ from the actions of political
minoritieé whose 'values' are more readily
cast fintq an emergent pattern of social
action'. Yet, deviant groups who regularly,
because 6f their deviation, fall foul of the
law, and are harassed by law-enforcing
agencies and the courts, may, in response,
develop programmes, organisations, and actions
directed at ending their stigmatization or
redefining the legal injunctions against them."56
:f:'Hall is obviously aware of the need for some distinction
£o be made between social deviance and political deviance;
.he does not argue that alil deﬁiance is political, though
he does want tQ broaden the concept of politiecal,
Thus he distinguishes here between those who actively
work to alter their status in and treatment by society,
When such groups do begin to take action it represents
for Hall: |
"e.s.at the very least, the inception of a
process of politicization of deviant

subcultures along at least two dimensionSc..
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they undertake to 'alter the shape of the

hierarcﬁy'...(and) define the social stigmas

against them in political terms.ﬁ57

This carries with it an echo of the paper by Stan Cohen

dlscussed previously, for once again the deviant groups
1solated this time by Hall, as becoming "polltlclsed"
are groups which are not acting politically when engaging
in their basic deviance, but when they'begin to employ,
as it were, extra "protective" measurés and attempt to
wglter the shape of the hierarchy"', The difficult
" éuestion, howevér, is are there examples of delinquent
 behaviour that.represent in themselves some sort of
political deviance?

Hall devotes much of his paper to an expansion of
Horowitz and Lieboﬁitz's argument that deviance (at
leasf from 1ibéra1 perspectives) has generally been
ahalysed on the basis of the "majoritarian formulation
.of politicsﬁ. This means that American (or British)
society is seén as operating on the democratic principle
of the right to have one's voice heard, even if it is a
sﬁall_one,-and that appropriaté channels exist to facilitate
this. Large or small political groups therefore have the
righf to present their casés, and their views are respected
and legitimated pfovided that they keep within the
jnstitutionalised framework, within, that is, the accepted
fuies of.the game of protest. In this way, it is posited,
governments can exercise the ﬁwill of the people' As.Hall

makes it clear though, society has become increasingly



-56-

complex, and at any one time many competing interests
' will co-exist., The contest between them, however, is
not an equal one., Those groups who enjoy access to the
more powerful elites will obviously be better placed to
make their voice heard, and have their wishes taken into
éonsideration than weaker minority groups who have no
contacts with elites, Furthermore, the cause with
which a group is associated will determine the reception
which that political group receive and some causes lie
outside what are seen as "legitimate" limits. These
groups, lying at the margins of the "legitimate" political
system, are very vulneraﬁle to being labelled deviant,
and consequently being placed into the category of a social
problem. This acts to invalidate any rationality or
justness which their causes may possess,

We can relate this to an earlier point made during
this commentary on Hall's work: that delinquency may
be a cultural or existential expression of political
activity, this being easily overlooked because its
articulation does not conform to accepted standards,
Working class youth who hold certain grievances or face
certéin problems (e.g. treatment by teachers which they
resent, unemployment) may find that their "cause" is
unacceptable to those with power in the hierarchy, and
that access to this'hierarchy is severely restricted
anyway. To this extent they share the same situation

as marginal political groups. The difference is that
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| unlike delinquent groups, political minorities will
organise around recognisable, articulated ideologies,
For the working class youth delinquency will represent
one of a limited range of 6ptions: lack of knowledge,
education or desire, effectively blocking the formation
of a definite political group. The question we have
to face, then, is whether delinquency can be viewed as
an alternative response to forming a political minority,
a response determined by constraints located in the
youth's milieu., Choice is present, but it is exercised
within structures over which he has had little control,
though delinquency may be an attempt to resolve this.*
Crucially we have to decide whether this response can
be defined as "political® (or primitive political/
crypto-political) or whether it is something else,

Although Hall speaks of a form of politics being
present in the deviant process: |

| "The latent political content of the
deviant process and the deviant element
in radical politics now emerge together

as a single phenomenon.."58

His emphasis on political minorities means that
he neglects to expand in any detail on the possible
nature of this political content within deviance.®#%

Indeed when Hall spells out what he means by

% See Phil Cohen "Sub-Cultural Conflict and Working
Class Community", Working Papers in Cultural Studies,
No.2., 1972, C.C.C.S. University of Birmingham,

#% He does deal with this in more detail in "The Hippies:
An American Moment", Uni. of Birmingham 1968, though
here the focus 1s on hippies.
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politicél deviance he constructs a definition which
.,excludes a whole range of deviant groups - including
"ordinary" delinquents, For him politically deviant
-'groups are characterised by the following:
| a., - The group's projects must contain
some manifest politicél aim or goal
as well as perhaps a latent content
of deviant attitudes and life style.
ﬁ, They use "illggitimate" means to further
or secure their énds.
¢, In life style, attitude and relationships
they are socially unorthodox, permissive,
even sﬁbversiveo
d; They are marginal to more powerful groups.

(6. They challenge the established political
frahework.
f., They by-pass "left" "reformism" and trade
~union "economism",
| He then gives examples of the kinds of groups he has
in mind:
"The types of deviant political activities
involved include student militancy and
protest...militant extra-parliamentary
demonstrations,,,; urban rioting and
rebellion...and urbén insurgency.,;;
sporadic incidents of bombing '

--incehdiarism, attacks on property for

political reasons...; squatters' movements,
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 '_rent strikes, militant tenants' action;
‘ethnically—orientated 'Black Power' or
" Panther-style activities,">?
pIn his 1969 paper Cohen wrote:
"Who now, are the alienated, the drop-
outs, the dispossessed, the youth on
the streets - criminals or potential
_revblutionaries? Hooligans or heroés?
Vandals or Visionaries?"6o
Unfortunately, although Cohen and Hall (and before
them Horowitz and Liebowitz) raise some important issues,
ﬁone of them provides anything like a clear answer.
This is because the task thét still has to be completed
is the conéfrugtion of an overall model of political
deviance, potgntially political devianée, non-political

deviance snd deviance that leads to political action,
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CHAPTER TWO

THE NEW MARXIST CRIMINOLOG!1

I have attempted to outline the wa&S in which,
since the 19608, the explicit infusion of a political
dimension into the sociolégy of deviance has developed.
So faf'this discussion has been located within the
context of two "periods" in the sociology of deviance:
the so-called new deviancy of the sixties, and the
post new deviency of the late @ixties and early seventies,
'Now-I_would like to move on and examine the new Marxist
crimindlogy. |

The Validity of the Enterprise

Although a number of writers in Britain and the
United States (especially since the 1960s) have
produced work.on crime and deviance influenced by
Marxism, it remains true that attempts to construct
what we might call a Marxist theory of crime and
. devience ha&e been rare:

"We can think of no theorist of crime and

" deviancy in this country, and only two in

the U.S.A. (John Horton and Tony Platt who
-could be accused of the 'Marxism' in deviancy
theory he (Hirst) sees to be prevalent, None
of the other 'conflict' theorists of crime...
| borrow in any significant fashion from
Mafxism..."2
:Indeed the dearth of Marxist criminology was such

that unti1 rélatively recently the work of William Boﬁger
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was seen by many as definitive, as the Marxist criminology.
Thus the publication in 1973 of "The New Criminology" by
.Taylor, Walton and Young marked an imﬁortant development,
attempting as it did: |
."...to open out the criminological debate

by pointing to certain formal and substantive

requirements of a fully social theory-of deviance,
a theory that can ekplain the forms assumed -
by social control and deviant action in
'developed’ (capitalist)‘societies."3
Inevitably the book generated a certain amount of
"criticism and debate. The most fundamental question thrown
ﬁp 5y this debate is whether a Marxist theory of deviance
is'possiblelét all, Hirst has argued that Marxistsshould
have nothing to do with deviance:
"There is no 'Marxist theory of deviance',
- either in existence, or which cén be
developed within orthodox Marxism,
Crime and deviance vanish into the
general theoretical concerns and the
specific scientific object of Marxism,
Crime and deviance are no more a
scientific field for Marxism than
education, the family or spor"c.""L
Hirst's essential objection to a Marxist theory
“of deviance revolves around the concept of deviance
itself. For him the theoretical objects of analysis

for Marxists are laid down and structured by the

concepts Marx himself devised:
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"The objects of Marxist theory are
specified by their own concepts: the
- mode of production, the class struggle,
'~ the state, ideology, etc. Any attempt
to apply Marxism to thisbpre-given

field of sociology is therefore a more
or less 'revisionist’ activity‘in respect
of Marxism; it must modify and distort
Marxian concepts to sﬁit its own pre-
Marxist'purposes."5 |

"Deviance", from this standpoint, is a concept given

by bourgeois society, and is not a "preal" object of study.
"It has no meaning for Hirst outside of bourgeois meaning,
anq thus if Mafxists take deviance as their objec£ of
study they are falling into the trap of organising their
work around a.bourgeois rather than a Marxian concept.
For Hirst one of the problems with doing this is to
implicitly assume tﬁat deviant behaviour is of itself
fundamentally_different to non-deviant behaviour,
Hdwever, Ian Taylor is well aware of the dangers
involved, In the Introduction to "Politics and
Deviance" he, together with Laurie Taylor, discusses

thé problems with traditional approaches to deviance
which assume that deviance is a distinctive type of
behaviour, in the sense that all deviant behaviours

can be 1uﬁped together as an object of study.
Unfortunately, in "The New Criminology" Taylor, Walton

and Young do not provide a precise definition of deviance,
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the concept at the centre of their study. If a
Marxist theory of deviance is to be constructed,
then it would seem crucial to define the concept
at the outset, though if they agree that deviant
behaviour is not fundamentally different from
conformity, then how can anyone separate out
deviance for study? Their answer to this'problem
is less than adequate, for they seem to be saying
that;deviance is different to conformity in so much
as it is purposive infraction of (ideological) rules.
Thus people who deviate are aware that they are deviating
because they know that large numbers of people disapprove
of their behaviour. The authors therefore separate
deviance from conformity on the basis of deviants being
committd@ to modes of behéviour generally frowned upon
by society. The problem is that this implies a consensus
in society; a notion that they thoroughly disapprove of
when criticising traditional approaches to deviance.

In my view Hirst's criticism is, up to a point, a
valid one, But this does not mean that we have to accept
his argument in toto, and in so doing write-off deviance
as an object of study for Marxists., As Sumner6 has
argued, the crucial task is to construct an adequate
concept of deviance, so that deviance may be studied
as an integral part of Marx's social theory. One might
alsb add that by following Hirst there is a danger of

cementing Marxism to the 19th century, and embalming
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Mapx'é work as if it were lifeless and unsuited for
development,

Whethér or not a Marxist theory of deviance is
possible, then, depends upon the definition of the object
of study. Taylor, Walton and Young take up Becker's
relativistic view that "deviance is not a quality of
the act", and argue that deviance is a quality of the
act. Basically they say that Becker is conceiving of
deviance as behaviour, rather than as action, and from
this point of view, obviously nothing is intrinsically
deviaht. However, by conceiving of deviance as action
(in a Weberian sense) deviants are seen as generally
endowing their deviancy with subjective meaning, these
meanings being derived from the stock of cultural meanings
present in society. As a result, they argue, the deviant
knows that he is going against approved behaviour at the
time of the infraction, and does so purposiveiy. Therefore,
because Cj deviance takes place in a specific socio-
historical context, it is deviant in itself; as a qqality
of the act. Again, the problem here is that it implicitly
posits the gxistence of a consensus, and it does not
define deviance. As Sumner puts 1t}

., .there is a difference involved in

doing something deviant and doing something

that is approved. From practical experience

we know that is true, but what does it tell

us about the nature of deviance?"7

Sumner's answer to the problem is to begin by locating

deviance in the ideological superstructure, an approach
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which, from a Marxist standpoint, would seem to make
most senée.‘ The essential difference between Sumner
and Taylor, Walton and Young is that he conceives of
deviance not from the point of view of "deviants",
of people doing deviant things, but from the point of
view of a éocial censure existing at the level of
ideology. Deviance is not seen, then, as a gquality
of the act.at all, but rather as a type of ideology.
~ It therefore stands, conceptually, on a different
_level to deviant behaviour or deviant action, and
enters a Marxian conceptual framework bZC being seen
as a type of ideology. Deviance in this formulation
does not exist because people decide to break certain
rules, or because (in a labelling theory sense) people
increasingly have the deviant label impressed upon them
and see themselves as "deviant". Deviance exists as an
objective phenomenon, though at an ideological level,
so that even if someone breaks this social censure and
is totally unaware of having done so, the social censure,
the deviance, still exists. This view of deviance,
therefore, rejects that strand of labelling theory
which implied that deviance only exists when someone
is labelled "deviant": the guestion of whether or not
someone'accepts the deviant label himself is irrelevant
as far as the essential definition of deviance is
concerned., Whilst Taylor, Walton and Young tend t@
implicitly fall back on a notion of deviance as action

that is publicly disapproved of, albeit disapproval
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that is generated ideologically, Sumner defines deviance
by reference to the social censure as an ideological
formation. Sumner argues that we cannot assume that
every social censure, every type of "deviance", is
strongly disapproved of by large numbers of people; in
other words we cannot assume that a consensus exists,
In some cases there will be widespread disapproval,
in other cases a high degree of tolerance: public
attitudes depend on a number of socio-historical
factors, not the least of which will be the amount of
effort invested by the dominant institutions in an
attempt to influence public opinions.

The Politics of Deviance: Marx, Engels and the New Criminology

I want to now leave this wider discussion and return
to the question of political deviance, by looking at how
it is treated by the new Marxist criminology as represented
by Td&lor, Walton and Young., In this context the notion

of purposiveness is crucial to their position. In spite

of a lack of a clear definition of the concept deviance,
they do pose important questions regarding the origins
and functions of rules as they are constituted in law or
as dominant morality. Deviant acts are seen as the outcome
of conscious decisions to go against moral strictures,
and thus consciously challenge approved patterns of
behaviour. Their aim is to recognise:

", ..in 'deviance' the acts of men in the

process of actively making, rather than

passively taking, the external world."8
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" This formulation,'althohgh-it is intended to be
"Marxist", does however seem to be at variance with
Mafx's own writings on crime. In general Marx seems
to view the criminal as "pass{vely taking rather than
actively making" the wérld. Théir resolution of this
problem is to argue that Marxswritings on crime are
misleading, and that one should utilise his general
body of theory rather than those instances where he
takes up empirical challenges. One of the main
problems to be overcome by Taylor, Walton and Young
was the fact that Marx saw crime as being concentrated
in the lumpenproletariat; indeed, this provides Hirst
with one of his strongest critiéisms of "Marxist"
criminology.. From Hirst's p01nt of view Marxists
should follow Marx and treat the lumpenproletarlat
with the contempt they deserve. ‘Lying outside the
relations of production, and living a parasitic mode
of life, they are of no interest to Hirst as far as
revolutionary struggle is concerned, Following Marx
he is viewing tﬁe 1umpenproletariat_not gs individuals,
but as an aggregate forming a definite stratum in
societj, and, moreover, a stratum that has no historical
,revolﬁtionary role to play, except perhaps as reactionary

tools;

Marxisté who return to source to look for detailed
'analyses of the phenomenon of crime are likely to be
disappointed; Marx had little more than a passing

interest in crime., When Marx addresses himself to the
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subject of crime if is treated as a constitutive part
of his wider concern with the political economy of law
and right,9 or as a vehicle‘for making a more general
pdint.- And thére is always the danger of embarking
on a Grail-like quest for original references, and
then treating any that are found as ossified final
words on the subject. Engels spent rather mére time
specifically on the subject of crime, especially in-
"The qonditiori of the Working Class in England". As
Taylor, Walton and Young point out, Marx's treatment
of crime is not typical of his work in general, and
any Marxiap-derived criminology ﬁust be based on a
wider feading'qf Marx's social theory, However,
although I agree that a Marxist criminology must
construct itself around a certain fundamental
conceptual framework, this is not to suggest that
éll we need to know about crime lies somewhere
buried in Marx's work, A Marxist criminology must
not blinker itself from developments in the sociology
of crime and deviance, to do so is to flxate Marxism
at source, and be. left with a sterile orthodoxy. On
the other hand, far-reaching revisions will obviously
produce a situation where to call the end result
"Mapkism" becomes meaningless. The task is to utilise
Marx's conceptual framework and method, and, where
necessary, construct on the basis of this framework
appropriate Marxist concepts for handling the

specific object of study. The above discussion of



the concept of deviance indicates such an attempt,
and aé Sumner says:. |
"This new concept of deviance will arrive
out of a Marxist critigue of the old
concepts: its embryonic space is its
place in the structure of Marxist
thought."lo
A Marxist criminology should also be able to admit
‘that Marx's writings on crime as such are less than
adequate, His faith in criminal statistics and the
correlation between .economic conditions and amounts
of crime, and his lack of interest in criminal
motivations are notable examples of this inadequacy,
and in the context of this paper his identification
of crime with the lumpenproletariat is particularly
impqrtant:
"The 'dangerous class', the social scum,
that passively rotting mass thrown off
by the lowest layers of old society,
may, here and there be swept into the
movement -by the proletérian'revolution,
its conditions of life, however, prepare
it far more for the part of a bribed tool
of reactionary intrique."11
Marx makes no secret of the cpntempt in which he held
the 1umpenproletariat{
"On the pretext of founding a benevolent

society, the lumpenproletariat of Paris

had been organised into secret sections,
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" each section being led by . Bonapartist
'-agents.;; Alongside decayed gggég with
dubioué means of subsistence and of
dubicdus origin, alongside ruined and
adventurous foshoété-of the bourgeoisie,
were vagabonds, discharged soldiers,
discharged jailbirds, escaped galley
slaves, swindlers, mountebanks, lazzaroni,
pickpockets, tricksters, gamblers, -
maquereaus (procurers),; brothel keepers,
pgrters, literati, organ—grinders; rag-
'pickers, knife-grinders, tinkers, beggars -
in short, the whole indefinite, disintegrated
mass, thrown hither and thither, which the
French term la boheme... this scum, offal,
refuse of all classes."12
Engels is equally disparaging:
"The 1umpengroletariéta this scum of depraved
_elements from all classes,'with headquarters
in ali the big cities, is the worst of all
possible allies, This rabble is absolutely
venal and absolutely brazen.'If theFrench
workers, inevery revolution, inscribed on the

houses: Mort aux voleurs! Death to thieves}

and even shot some, they did it not out of
reverence for property, but because they
rightly considered it necessary ahove all

to get rid of that gang. Every leader of
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" the workers who uses these scoundrels’ as
guards or relies on them for support
proves himself by this action alone a
traitor to the movemént.."l'3
In ofder to understand why the lumpenprdletariat is
viewed in this way one must appreciaté the historical
role that Marx associates with particular classes in
society, In this context he is not concerned with
individuals, but with aggregates of people whose
character is based upon their relational position in
qncapiﬁﬂist'mode of production. Only the proletariat
carries within itself the historic role of socialist
struggle; the lumpenproletariat, on the other hand,
is_eéonomicall& parasitic, and stands outside of the
pfoduction process. ‘This castigation by Marx of the
parasitic mode of life of the lumpenproletariat is
not a reflection of some Victorian morality, though,
but is based on a view of this stratum as being more
likely to iﬁhibit than further a revolutionary
socialist cause. |
Now in modern Britain (and on available evidence
perhaps'also at the time that'Marx was writing) whilst
such a stratum may be criminally orientated, it would
be difficult to sustain an argument that the bulk, or
even most of crime is concentrated there;' I am thinking
here of crimes committed by people who on the basis of

Marx's formulation stand well outside of the lumpenproletariat,
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e.8. individual and corporate tax evasion, "fiddling"
at work, -theft from stores and supermarkets and traffic
offences., The fact that there may be high community
tolgrance-of some of these crimes does not alter the
fact of their illegality. To take one of these
examples, Pearce has argued that:

" __ _the .richest 1% of the American

people defrauded the majority of more

thgn ¥ 9 billion in one year alone."lL‘L

Therefore to begin from-a position which states
that the bulk of crime takes place in the
lumpenproletariat is to neglect the wider appeal that
criminal activity has. To argue that Marx was thinking
here of certain kinds of crime only serves to reinforce
my point that Marxist criminology cannot ignore 20th
century criminological research, and where appropriate
use it for its own development. There is a further
- problem when using Marx's notion of the lumpenproletariat,
This is that when Marx was writing, the lumpemproletariat,
created out of major social and ecpndmic changes at that
' time, constituted an extremely significant section of
society, however throughout this century the historical
importance of the lumpenproletariat has been declining.
Thus iﬁ contemporary Britain other strata can be identified,
whose composition and nature within capitalism is rather'
different to that of the lumpenproletariat of the 19th

éentury, e.g; a "sub-proletariat" made up of black

unemployed,
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In order to appreciate how Marx saw the
lumpenproletafiat we need tb understand his concepts
prdductive and unproductive labour. Indeed a frequently
quoted "criminologiqal“ passage from Marx constitutes .
part of his general discussion of these concepts., In
Volume One of "Theories of Surplus Value" Marx has
written a short piece entitled "Apologist Conception
of the Productivity of all Préfessions". Crude readings
of this passage see it as a version of functionalism,
where crime is conceived of as being functionally useful
for society, and hence inevitable. Some have focused
on the reference to the criminal arousing the "moral
and aesthetic feelings of the public', taking it to
mean that Marx is arguing, a la Durkheim, that crime
fulfils the important function of reinforcing the
commuhity's éentiments. Marx's .statement that crime keeps
society "from stégnation" has led some to believe that
he saw crime fulfilling an innovatory function. However,
any interpretation along these lines hopelessly misses
the point,

As Taylor, Walton and Young and Hirét stress,
almost: to the point of overkill, the passage is full of
ironj; taking as its reference point a situation where,

'as.Hirst puts it:
" "The mést upright citizens depend for their
.ﬁ'-livelihood on the criminal classes."15

The passage was written, hbwever, primarily as an attack

oh those "yulgar bourgeois apologists" who ascribed the
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quality of "productive" to an almost infinite range
. Qf human activities, Marx was aware that theoretically
aﬁyfhing could in some sense be described as productive,
but in "Theories of Surplus Value" he was concerned to
put across a precise definition of productive (and,
convefsly, unproductive) labour as it relates to his
concépt of surplus value., The passage cannot be
understood if it is taken out of the context of his
3erificisms of the models of productive labour then
found in contemporary political economy. For Marx it
is:not a question of whether some activity is- "useful"
“(which is a moot point anyway), or even whether, as
some political economists said, the activity creates
physical objects. Productive labour is labour that
produces surplus .value for capital. This point is made
in the "Grundrisse":

"Adam Smith was essentially correct with

his productive and unproductive labour,

correct from the standpoint of bourgeois
economy; What the other economists advance

“against it is either horse-piss (for instance
Storch, Senior even lousier etc.), namely

. that every action after all écts upon some-
thing, thus confusion of the product in its
natural and in its economic sense; so that
the pickpocket becomes a productive worker

too, since he indirectly produces books on
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criminal law (this reasdning at least as
correct as calling a judge a productive
worker because he protects from theft).
br the modern bourgeois economists have
turned themselves into such sycophants
that they want to démonstrate to the
latter that it is productive labour
_ when somebody picks the lice out of his
hair, or strokes his tail, because for
example the latter activity will make
his fat head - blockhead - clearer the
next day in the offic;e."16
l"Theories of Surplus Value" is full of examples of
labour that does not, according to Marx's definition,
qualify as productive, For example:
. "p ginger who sells her song for her own

account is an unproductive labourer,

But the same singer commissioned by an
entrepreneur to sing in order to make

money for him is a productive labourer,
17

for she produces capital,"
In the passage relating to the "productivity" of
crime, Mar® has taken as an example the most despised
type of behaviour in order to emphasise his point,
Thus, on this account the lumpenproletariat stands
outside the matrix of productive and unproductive labour,
existing only as a parasite on production. The

1umpenproletafiét, then, form a stratum whose mode of
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life places them outside of relations of production,
and, importantly, outside of the historical revoluti?nary
'role earmarked for the working class.
Hirst has criticised Taylor, Walton and Young on the
basis that: |
"The romanticisation of crime, the
recognition in the criminal of a rebel
'alienated' from society, is, for Marxism,
a {dengerous political ideology. It leads
~inevitably, since the 'eriminal' is an
individuélistic abstraction of a class
position, to the estimation of the
.lumpenproletariat as a revolutionary
force.“18
Here Hirst has in mind the professional criminal,
and cértainly to romanticise (in socialist terms) their
criminality does have as é logical consequence "the
" estimation of the lumpenproletariat as a revolutionary
force." However, as I have said above, a great deal of
crime involves those who are not members of the
lumpenproletariat, and the lumpenproletariat, as Marx
knew it, has to a large extent disappeared; in order
to sustain his argument Hirst would have to show how
all crime, wherever it occurs in society, is somehow
lumpen-type behaviour, and, by definition, therefore
an expression of lumpen-type consciousness. In fact,
in order to remain true to hisibasic-argument he cannot

lump all crime together, for this would simply be
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accepting a bourgeois ideological category. Thus
he states:
"Mob agitation and street fighting are
primitive forms of political action."*?
And later on:
"Crime is not only the business of
professional criminals; other illegal
| actions, machine smaéhing, industrial
sabotage, the murder of landlords and
officials by peasants, have a more
bbviouély"political' character."zo
What we need to know now is the extent to which Marx
and Engels themselves distinguish between different
types of crime, Engels spent rather more time
- specifically on the éubject of crime, "The Condition
of the WOrking Class in England" stands as a denunciation
of the life conditions that thé English working class was
‘subject to at that time (1844-L45), and a denunciation of
the cépitalist mode of production whidh produced and
sustained these conditions. The phenomenon of crime
is situated by Engels within the contekt of a brutal
éapitalist wage labour system. Out of this system
arises economic deprivation and the demoralisation of
increasing numbers of people within the working class.
For some people crime is seen by Engelé as an inevitable
response to these conditions: |
"The contempt for the existing social order

is most conspicuous in its extreme form -
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that of'bffences against the law, If
the influences demoralizing to the working-
man act more powerfully, more concentratedly
than usual, he becomes an offender as
ceftainly as water abandons the fluid for
the vapoXous state-at 80 degrees, Reaumur,
Under the brutal and brutalizing treatment
of the bourgeoisie, the working man becomes
precisely as much a thing without volition
as water, and is subject to the laws of
Nature with pfecisely the same necessity;
at a certain point all freedom ceases."21
Commenting on Hirst's critique of Marxist criminology,
Yoﬁng22 has pointed out that Hirst uses the "deterministic"
‘quote above from Engels, and ignoresother passages in the
- "Conditions of the Working Class" where elements of
"yoluntarism® are to be found. And certainly Engels
does deal with different forms of consciousness; the
situation where a man becomes "as much a thing without
volition as water" is only one of a number of possibilities,
The crucial point that Engels is trying to make 1is
that in 19th century capitalist England the worker,
when faced with economic deﬁrivation (at certain times
severe in the extreme), either "merely strives to make
‘1ife endurable while abandoning the effort to break
the yoke",23 or he in some way revolts, For Engels
the history of cabitalism is the history of continual

conflict arising out of economic relations, though the
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‘conflicts are by no means confined to workers vs,
bourgeoisie; certain crimes are committed by the
working class against the wdrking class, and
represent a caricature of capitalism itself:
"This war of each against all, of the
bourgeoisie against the proletariat,
need cause us no surprise, for it is
only the logical sequel of the principle
involved in free competit'ion."z"L
In some cases, though, crime was directed against
the rich: - |
"The working man lived in poverty and
want, and saw that others were better
off than he, It was not clear to his
mind why he, who did more for'society
than the rich idler, should be the one
to suffer under these conditions. Want
conquéred his inherited respect for the
sacredness of property, and he stole."25 '
Engels stresses the inevitability of this conflict,
and its potential for development into more mature class-
based economic, then political, struggle against the
bourgeoisie:
| "The revolt of the workers began soon
after the first industrial development,
and has passed through several phaseS...

The earliest, crudest and least fruitful

form of this rebellion was that of crime."2
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Engels is, however, quick to show the futility
of this kind of protest:
| "The workers soon realized that crime did
not help matters, The criminal could
- protest against the existing order of
society, as one individual; the whole
might of society was brought to bear
" upon each criminal, and crushed Him
with its immense superiority. Besides,
-theft was the most primitive form of
protest, and for this reason, if for no
other, it never became the universal
expression of the public opinion of the
working man, however much they might
approve of it in silence."27
Thus cfime which involves thé worker stealing from
the "rich idler" is not associated by Engels with
socialist class consciousness; as an end in itself it
does nothing for the .liberation of the working class.
Consciousness is present, but it is a consciousness
revolving around self, with the criminal reacting
_against the "rich idler" who is seen to be unfairly
better—off than he., Essentially it is the individual
worker striving (illegally) for a piece of the action.
Class consciousness has to involve a broader-based
motivation, where those taking part have to some extent
collective class interests, rather than individual

interests, in their minds., As Engels puts it:



"As a class, they firét manifest opposition
'tolthe bourgeoisie when they resisted the
introduction of machinery-at the very
beginning of the.industriai period...
factories were demolished and machinery
deétroyed."28
Engels then goes on to document a number of instancés
where workers have been involved in this kind of class-
based action. In none of these examples are the workers
involved in "straight" steéling of rich men's property;
the actions consist of strikes, demonstrations, destruction
and damage of machinery and factories, and physical attacks
on individual capitalists. But even this form of struggle
is short-lived: |
-'"This form of opposition was isolated,
restricted to certain localities, and
directed against one feature only of
our present social arrangements. When
the momentary end was attained, the-
"whole weight of social power fell upon
fthe unprotected evil-doers and punished
them to its heart's content, while
machiﬁery was introduced none the less,
A new form of opposition had to be found."29
As Young has pointed out, certain types of crime carried
out by the working class is seen by Engels as containing

a consciousness which "presages the more developed form

of rationalify of the final instance: the collective
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struggle for socialism."30 'Engels's model is a
developmental one, where workers evolve more mature
forhs of proteét - some legal some illegal - these
. protests being related to wider societal changes,
€08 the legal right to form trade unions. This
movement, -and (ultimately) through it the generation
of rational class consciousness, is not viewed by
Engels as passing through near linear stages: the
development is uneven. At given moments "immature"
and "mature" forms of protest can, as it were, exchange
places, one giving way to the other; yet throughout
there is for Engels an over-riding historical movement
leading to a mature socialist struggle, -
| In his discussion of Engels's work, Young has
suggested that we can draw out from Engels four éossible
responses by the working class: |
"He could, firstly, become'éo brutalised as
to ‘be, - in effect, a determined creature,
'as much a thing without volitidn as water',
giving way to the disorganizing social forces
that beset-him. Or, secondly, he could accept
the prevalent mores of capitalist society,
and enter into a war of all against all...
Thirdly, the working man could steal the
property of the rich...And, finally, of
'course, Engels argued, the working man
.:coﬁld struggle for socialism."31

I would suggest that Young's typology would be more
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comprehensive and accurate if we added to the list
another category of (criminal) action: class-based
action involving & primitive form of class
consciousness, Here I have in mind actioné such as
machine smashing where primitive class consciousness
is involved; this category is thus differentiated
from a more mature political struggle for socialism.

Crime is seen by Marx as an inevitable response
to the conditions of life created by capitalism,
Capitalism, at its inception, had "sown the seeds of
its own destruction", for contained intrinsically within
capitalism are myriad historically developing
contradictions., Crime itself arises as a sympton of
these céntradictions, and as capitalism progressed 
Marx expected the total amount of crime to increase,
" In general, however, crime is for Marx a self-orientgﬁig

struggle:

- "the struggle of the isolated individual
_against the prevailing conditions.":l)2
Marx was aware that crime covered a spectrum of
'behéviour, though in each case his over-riding concern
was with the efficacy of the behaviour for the workers'
struggle for socialism; in this sense the fact that
crime is "against" the capitalist law (or‘redistributed
wealth) is irrelevant. In the "Communist Manifesto"

'Marx and Engels echo the "developmental" point made by

Engels in "Conditions of the Working Class":
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"The proletariat goes through various
stages of development. With its birth
begins its struggle with the bourgeoisie.
At first the contest is carried on by
individual labourers, then by the work-

| people of a factory, then by the operatives
of one trade, in one locality, against the.
'ind1v1dua1 bourgeois who dlrectly explolts
them., They direct their attacks not
against the bourgeois conditions of
production, but against the instruments
of production themselves; they desiroy
imported wares that compete with their
labour, they smash to pieces machinery,
they set factories ablaze, they seek to
restore the vanished status of the work-

man of the Middle Ages."33

Certain types of crime, then, such as machine smashing,

hd&fé special significance for Marx and Engels: they
represent forms of criminal activity which presage a more
mature political struggle. This kind of crime carried
out by groups of workers does, therefore, occupy &
different place in Marxian analysis than, for instance,
crimes such as casual theft., However, machine smashing
and the like is not welcomed by Marx as an end in itself,
its values lies in its potential for more developed

organised responses by the working class as a
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revolutionary class. Hirst states the point succinctly
when he writes: |
"To glorify such primitive forms would
~be to fixate the workers' movement in
its infancy."Bu
Thus, with reference to the remarks I made earlier,
Hirsf is -quite correct from a Marxist standpoint to |
separate out different types of crime, so that machine
smashing, for instance, represents an early stage of
a developing struggle against capitalism, Consgquently
these types of crime are not viewed by Hirst in the
same light as professional crime, but are seen to
represent a primitive form of working class struggle.
If this is the case then he is not seeing all crime
as lumpen in nature, or as an expression of lumpen-type
consciousness, which means that Hirst must concede that
the identification of some working class crime with class
struggle does not by definition lead to the "estimation
of ﬁhe lumpenproletariat as a revolutionary force,"
In certain cases the crimes involved are, in fact, seen
as the primitive stages.of proletarian revolutionary
practice,
| ThelquestiOn of "romanticising" working class
crime'is an important one, and I have already referred
to this during my discussion of "moral ambivalence".
Marx iocates the law in the ideological superstructure,
and sees that law as essentially serving the interests

of capital. And for Marx all ideological forms arise
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g all

out of the material Fé: ality gf ‘eapita st

.ist relations of

~domination and_subordinatipn, though the ruling class
will be concerned to‘present the dominant ideas as
'uniVersal,-transcending particular sectional interests:
"For each new class which puts itself in

the place of the one ruling before it,

is compelled, simply in order to achieve

-its aims; to represent its interest as

the common interest of all members of

society, i.e. employing an ideal formula,

to give its ideas the form of universality

and to represent them as the only rational

and unlversally valid ones, w33

However, whilst Marx was aware of the ways in which

law functioned in the interests of capital; he was never
led into the position of romanticising criminal activity -
a poiﬁt which has certain implications when we analyse
the work of Taylor, Walton and Young. Crime is not,
_as a matter of course, applauded by Marx because it,

for instance, represents a "fight" against bourgeois
ideology. Criminal activity was assessed by Marx,
accordiﬁg to what he saw as sciéntific principles, on
thé basis of its usefulness for the socialist struggle.
Ehgels, too, in no way romanticises crime. Even crime
that involves workers stealing from the'rich idler"

is described as the "brudest, and least fruitful

form of this rebellion".



Taylor, Walton and Young: Deviance as Political Action

Téylor, Walton and Young see deviance not simply aé
behaviour, but as action, which means that deviant acts
have meaning for the actor; meanings are derived from
the stock of cultural meénings presenf in a society,
The fundamenfal difference between a deviant and a
non-deviant act is that the former is subject to public
disapproval, and is often against the law., The deviant
is seen, then, as making choices; he actively decides
_ (albeit within certain socio-historical constraints)
to go against public standards. As these public
standards are not seen by Taylor, Walton and Young
as being generated autonomously or spontaneously
by members of soéiety, but have their origin in
bourgeois ideology, the deviance is therefore seen
as répresenting a rebellion against bourgeois ideolbgy.
In this ways

",,.men may consciously choose the deviant

road, as the one solution to the problems
posed by existence in contradictory sbciety."36
This position leads them to argue for an approach:
n_..which recognises in 'deviance' the acts
of men in the process 6f actively making,
rather than passively taking, the external
world. It might enable us to sustain what
has until now been a polemical assertion,
made (in the main) by anarchists and deviants
themselves, that much deviance ifg;in itself

a political act, "7
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Taylor, Walton and Young have already advanced the
argument that deviance is a quality of the act, now
they are arguing that "political" is also a quality
" of the act. One of the problems here is that they
provide no clear definition of polifical. All that
we have is the assertion that an act is political if
it is deviant, and it is deviant if it is against
public standards as expressions of ideology. Crucial
fer their position is the fact that the deviant

consciously breaks the rules, which suggests that by

saying "much deviance is in itself a political act"
(my emphasis) they exclude those deviances that are
carried out by individuals who are not consciously
breaking the rules. Unfbrtunately they do not spell
out exactly which types of deviant behaviour fall into
the category of "non-political". By implication this
would depend upon empirical verificatién, in the sense

that we would have to take specific examples of deviant

behaviour and see if the deviant concerned was consciously
breaking the rules. If he was then, according to their
formulation, it is political, if not then it is not
political. Thus as some deviant behaviour is not
purposive, some deviance is not political. The obvious
question to pose, therefore, is which examples of"

. deviance do Taqur, Walton and Young see as being

: without conscious purpose? Are forms of mental

illness, for example, non-political according to

their definition, or crimes committed under the
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influence of alcohol perhaps? These are only guesses,
for nowhere in their book do they deal with this
problem of classification.

In their reply to Hirst, Taylor and Walton
reject the charge that they romanticise crime:

| "It would require little 'science' and no

imagination to erect a study of society

which sees all opposition, however,

lumpen, as somehow progressive. But

radical deviancy theory, at least as

we see it is guilty of no such sin...

present theoretical developments are

directed ageinst the romanticigation of
38

criminality..."
In spite of this statement though they do not really

'answer the charge. By saying that much deviance is
- political because it is purposive,‘they have committed
“themselves to what seems to me'to be a fairly contentious
viewpoint, and one that is wide open to the criticism
‘that it sees crime and deviance (or much of it) as
progressive because it is action aimed against
bourgeois ideology and its institutional forms. Whilst
peOP;e generally do endow their acts with meaning, and
the deviant is no exception, meanings are not constant or
homdgeneous. At one point in their book Taylor, Walton
and Young, interestingly, make_thé same point:

"We are claiming...that deviant motivations

run the whole gamut from total acceptance
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of social ﬁorality...through to those
cases where deviants are in total
opposition to conventional morality
and are in lafge part motivated by
their desire to alter or destroy ii.." 59
However,tﬁé&fact of a disparity in motives, or forms
of* consciousness from one deviant to another does not
appear to be that relevant for them when they suggest
that fiuch deviance is political, My argument in this
paper ig that forms of consciousness are qrucial in
the analysis of the politicalness of dgviant acts.
Different individuals and groups classified as deviant
will possess different forms of consciousness regarding
their actions; to say that there is an essential unity
in that they are -all "against" bourgeois ideology
could expose one to the danger of seeing anyone
"against".bpurgeois ideology as "for" a éocialist
alternative. Much crime could arguably be seen as
fascist in orientation, even though it is still "against"
aspects of bourgeois ideology.

In conclusion, my ‘quarrel with Taylor, Walton and
Young arises over their application of the notion of
consciousness to deviance. I agree that deviant acts
ére-generally purposive: within the constraints of,
for example, a person's position in the class structure,

rational choices are made. However, to say that this

decision to break rules makes the resultant action



political in nature raises more problems for Marxist
criminology than it solves, and éontains the inherent
danger of seeing all deviance as progressive in that
it is in "opposition" to bourgeois ideology. If
people are being rational when engaging in deviant
acﬁions, then this means that they have reasons for
the actions; and that the reasons make sense to them,
Lumping all deviants together on the basis of a
supposed comm&n opposition to-bourgeois ideology over-
rides the important fact that deviants wiil hold a
wide rangé of reasons for going ahead with their
deviances, Accordingly, it seems to me that a more
useful way of assessing the political nature of deviant
acts is to relate the behaviour to the forms of

consciousness involved.



CHAPTER THREE

SUBJECTIVISM, CLASS CONSCIOUSNESS AND IDEOLOGY -

Subjectivism

In "The Deviant Imagination" we have seen how
Pearson attacks Rock for his subjectivism; though
it is not altegether clear what place subjectivism
takes in Pearson's work. At one time he seems to be
drificising those whom he feels are stressing the
sociél'structural constraints on human behaviour,
and at othef times he criticises those who focus on
the subjective dimension to human behaviour. This
debété gah be put into perspective if we return to
Pearson's book.-
In his interesting chapter on "The Great Refusal"

he scobps up polemical arguments at a frantic pace,
and culminateé in an important, theugh speculative,
construction of ideas, feelings and hopes. From the
point of view of this paper it is the subjectivism
inherent in the "misfit paradigm" and Pearson's response
to it that is important. Essentially he believes that
the "misfit paradigm" s£i11 has important things to say,
'though, following Gouldner, one must adopt a "reflexive"
"stance when listening:
"if anything the stand I am advocating in

relation to the misfit paradigm is very

.close to_Gouldner's expressed intention

of building a 'reflexive' s50ciolog¥eses

a socielogy which understands itself,.not

only theoretically but also sentimentally."1
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Ih his critique of the "misfit" sociology of
deviance Gouldner, however, is said to héve predetermined
his reception of the "sound and the passion" of the
misfit paradigm (and hence negated his "reflexivity")
. by writing it off because its "subjectivism is anathema
to him." The crucial question though is what does this
subjectivism mean to Pearson? The answer to this has,
to some extent, to be prised out of his work, and we
éhall seelthat Pearson uses the term to refer to two
different things. He is well aware of the dangers of
subjectivism:
"I have demonstrated a measure of the
utter subjectivism of the misfit paradigm,
and it is this subjectivism from which the
new political criminology recoils almost
in horror., And here we can say that these
dritics of the misfit paradigm have.got
one thing quite right: misfit social thought
does not take account of the realities of
power and social structure in its
appreciation of deviant conduct to the
extent that it pretends. The misfit
sociologists sometimes write as if men
made history (and their lives) under
conditibns entirely of their own choosing:
as if.there was no such thing as 'economy',
‘power',-or'sociai stratification.'?
Having said fhis, he leaps in to defend misfit

sociology on the grounds that its subjectivism allowed
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the deviént a voice, authenticity and hope. (The new
political criminologies):
", ....forget that men also have a psychology,
motives and impulses."3
Ve have to separate out from Pearson's analysis two
different ways in which he conceives of, and uses, the
notion of subjectivism., Both are to be found in the
misfit paradigm.
a, .Men and women act subjectiveiy as they
negotiate their experience of the world
in the process of constructing reality.
This is to emphasise "man as the producer
of soéieﬁy" rather than "society as the
producer of man."
Anid, as-an aspect of this,
| b; Men and women's activities are endowed
with subjective-intent. Thus, for
example, Rock believes that political
deviance is deviance that has political
meaning for the actor.
fearson appears to be stressing the need to recognise
the presence of subjectivism in sense 'a' in society,
whilst his criticism of Rock for reducing politics to
a "meaning" implies that subjectivism in sense 'b' is
not that important. His criticism of the new political
criminologies focuses on what to him is a lack of
.emphasis on the "phenomenology" of deviance and an
' obsession with "social structure" and its constraints.

This debate between voluntarism and structural determinism
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.is of course a perennial one within sociology. Barry
Smart, for instance, poses the problem like this:
| "This brings us to the threshold of the
distinction that is made between determinismoanddemnnhumkm
'betweén on the one hand a praxis that is
completely determined and on the other one
‘which is situated historically through the
determination of its possibility yet where
the present and future poésibilities for
action are open.,"
lFo: Pearson the new criminologiss. are dominated by
a stress on structural determinants of behaviour; and
represent for him a dangerous drift towards a'stance
where subjectivity is an abhorrence. Fop example:
"What the new moves against the misfit
paradigm do to some extent is theoreticélly
.to'redress the balance of this subjectivist
emphasis, Neyertheless, the sheer depth
of the sSubjectivism which they oppose turns
reappraisal into flight, and a trouble with
all these critiques is that they fall into an
old trap ﬁhich is the tension between man-as-
creator and man-as-constrained. Objectivity
ahd subjectivity are approached by those
who now reject the misfit paradigm as if
they are constituted an either/or choice,
Abstractly, that is, 'subjectivity' is
ditched for 'objectivity'".’ |

- Then later on:
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"With one voice thé.new.pblitical
ériminologies urge: 'There is not
enough pbwer and social structure in
the analysis', but they forget that
men also have a psychology, motives and
impulses, and this theoretical critique
thus uﬁwittingly perpetuates what the
resurrected voice of the deviant imag-
‘ination had cried out against: the
petrification of the human subject,
both in theory and in social practice."6
And, making a direct reference to one of the most
important examples of the new criminology:
~"And Taylor, Walton and Young in their
embrace of one of the many faces of
Marx state that their theory needs a
'social psychology of consciousness'
which does not neglebt the individual
subject, and they pin their banner to
something called 'human diversity'.
But one must risk being unfair to the
critics of the misfit paradigm in ofder
to make the point: namel&, that human
subjectivity is tied abstractly, as an
afterthought, to theoretical analysis."7
One feels that Pearson is being unfair in his
presentation of the new political criminology. In the

last quote the term "social psjchology of consciousness"
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is plucked out ochontext from Taylor, Walton and
'¥oung in order to show how eubjectivfghlin their
analysis enters only as an afterthought, and is thus
for them of little consequence, 1In fact, as the
fuller quote indicates, the authors are admitting
that Marxism has traditionally been at fault if
understressing the importance of subjectivity, and
recognise the necessity of rectifying this:
"It is not merely that Marxism in the
textbooks is necessarily a distortion
of Marxism - in the way that Marx dealt
with crime; it.is also that the develop-
ment of Marxism in the direction of a
- social psychology of consciousness and
an’; understanding of rational actors
involved in action choices has been
delayed - and indeed has been obstructed -
since the time of Mari's work."8
Their remarks leading up to this illustrate the
importance they attach to the "subjective" aspect:
-"Marxist theory...would assume that is a
degree of consciousness bound up with men's
location in a social structure of production,
exchange and domination...Men's reaction to
labelling'by the powerful would not be seen
_simply as a cultupal problem - a problem of
.reacting to a legal or a social stigma:
it would necessarily be seen to be bound

up with men's degree of consciousness of
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" domination and subordination in a wider
structure of power relaﬁionships operating

in particular types of economic contexts.

One consequence of such an approach -~ which,

it must be stated, has been conspicuous for

its absence in deviancy theory - would be the
poésibility of building links between the
~insights of interactionist theory, and other
approaches sensitive to man's subjective

world, and the theories of sociallstructure
implicit in orthodpx Marxism., More crucially,
 Buch a linkage would enable us to éscape from
the straightjacket of an economic-determinié%ﬁ
and the relativism of some subjectivist
approaches to a theory of contradiction in

a social structure which recognises.in 'deviance'
the acts of men inlthe process of actively
making, rather than passivel& taking, the
external world."9

Reading Taylor, Walton and Young's book we can see

(contrary to Pearson's contention) that they are very

sympathetic towards the requirement for a "subjective"

element within a full social theory of deviance.

Interéétingly enough their discussion of labelling

theory (an important part of Pearson's misfit sociology)

is a critique of the determiniﬁ@jﬁpmetimes contained

within this approach:

"As our exposition unfolds, we hope to
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demonstrate that the social reaction
theorist's reliance upon social
psychological assumption..useful and
necessary as they are in combating
absolutiét criminology, often lead
either to a one-sided detérmination or
an avoidance of structural considerations
-relevant to their own position."lg
Specifically, their critique of Becker is an attempt
to endow the actions of the'deviant with subjective
méaning, to move away from a view of the deviant as
manipulated victim:
"We have here shifted the focus away from

the view of the deviant as a passive,

ineffectual, stigmatized individual (what

Gouldner has called 'man on his back') to

that of a decision-maker who often actively

violates ﬁhe moral and legal codes of

society."11

Pearson Joes make the important point that the tension

between voluntarism and structural-determinism is paralleled
5y a tension between theory and practice, between the
desire to provide abstract theories on the "human
condition"™, and the practiéal problems associated with
. givihg concrete help to pérticular groups of deviants.,
Social work i§5an'area which particularly feels this

tensioh, especially if practitioners subscribe to a

"radical social work" orientation, and this is discussed
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by Pearson later in his book,

However, although these issues raised by Pearson
are'obviously important ones, they do not directly
relate to the main thrust of this paper, though
they do impinge upon it at certain points. I agree
with Pearson that the 1960s represented a watershed in
ways of looking at the world and relating to others,
and that the full implications of this have not
really Worked themselves through., In particular,
certain deviant groups began to develop a new kind of
‘self identity, and were able to radically assert
themselves in ways that sometimeS'did-bring dignity
into their lives. Some deviant groups were able to
take bart in some reconstruction of the moral boundaries,
and thus in the development of a degree of publicly
recognised authenticity. However, Pearson's
polarisation of "objective" and "subjective" approaches
leads to a misleading picture-of the new criminologies
as representative qf a perspective with little (if any)
room for subjéctivism.

There is one aspect of subjectivism that is very
relevant to this paper, and here I refer back to the
point that Pearson uses the.term in two ways. I have
briefly discussed one way in which he uses it, but it is the
. second way thét ié crucial to an understanding of Pearson's;
or anyone elses, definition of political deviance,

As we have seen, Pearson believes that some truants,
vandals and football hooligans, and the paki-bashers

in his own study, engage in crypto-political action
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and are even acting as 1attef—daymRobin Hoods, that
is, they are in some sense acting politically,

Pearson's criticism of Rﬁck's assertion that:
"political deviancy may be defined as that activity
which is regarded as expressly political by its
-pafticipants", implies a rejection of that strand of
the misfit paradigm which stresses the primacy of
éubjective intent or "meaning". Taken out of context
Rock's statement is tautological, in that by saying
that the participants (the deviants) must subjectively
regafd their behaviour as political order for it to be
political, still leaves unanswered the question of
what is meant by "political" in the first place., In
other words the statement only makes sense when it is
related to the author's definition of political.

' In his discussion of political deviance Rock
argues that deviancy only becomes politicised when
those classed as deviants actively work to change
the attitudes and reSponsés oflthe social audience
by .attempting to redraw the boundaries between "good"
and "evil", "moral" and "immoral", "acceptable" and
"unacééptable“. Thus the "revolutiopary" who does no
more than adopt a pose is, to use Rock's term, an
"expressive deviant", and only when he is engaged in
makiﬁg'a revolution does his deviancy become politicised.
Fﬁf'Rock political action presupposes political
consciousness, and he cites Stone's wbrk on feminist
groups in support. Stone makes the point that the

" women's liberation movement was, in embryonic form,
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made up of small "consciousness-raising" groups, this
being an important prerequisite for its development
on a 1arge-séaie. Consciousness and action become
1nextr1cab1y linked as deviation becomes politicised:
"Out of such encounters (e g. with the police)
" politicised deviation can grow and
'become transformed both by the interaction
"and by autonomeus development., What may
have been at one time conceived of .as an
.unthinkable strategy becomes next an.
i igevitable step 'in a culminating process,
ﬁ%ture politicised deviants do not-emerge
"out of some social limbo, but are nursed
by a égcceséion of responses to situations’
of their own and other's making."lz'
But Rock takes great care not to stray into the
position of making all deviants into political figures,
a position which he sees as' fanciful, misplaced
romanticism:
"I ghall restrict my.disdusSion.to-
‘déviancy which has become politicised
in a conscious and recognised fashion
by its members. Otherwise analysis can
- become metaphysical, Definitional
complexities are produced by the fact that’
it is often mbot whether‘crimes or deviances
"have a political basis,., If political
activity is taken to be concerned with the

distribution of the ends and means of
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power in a_soqial_prder, mapy_fprms
of deviation are clearly poii?iéal |
;n'effegt, Accordingly, some-writeré

.urge a kind of romanticism which views
all ériminals as primitive innocents
who arc_engaged in inarticﬁléte political
confli;t‘with institﬁtional authprity."l?

And:

"It is the significande that the rule-
breaker and, to a lesser_qxtent‘the rule-
eﬁforcer, attach to the behaviour that

: are_impoptént, _therwise one is forced
to resort to a fancifui Zen catechism
which posés Such questions as, 'If the .
conflictuof a thousand American Negroes
with the police constitutes a political

~event, what does a solitary Black
delinguent's encounters with fhe police
represenf?"lu

From this it is clear that Pearson's contention

that Rock "reduces politics to a 'meaning': specifically

the meaning which any act has for its actors", is an

oversiﬁplification of Rock's position. For Rock
political "meaning" and political events grow out of
each other; "meaning" alone has no logicality at all,_
it musﬁ be a constitutive part of actions. Consequently,

Rock's "subjectivity", castigated by Pearson for being

unintentiénal misfit sociology, is not one which says

that political deviance is "all in the head", but is
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tied to events in the real world. This is supported
by his point that it -is not just the'deviant's
definition of the situation that is important, but
also the rule-enforcer's definition,

Rock's dourly "anti-romantic" approach to
politicdal deviance obviously does not accord with
Pearson's approach which makes the 1964 paki-
bashing into a form of political deviance. From
. Pearson’s point of view subjective meaning/consciousness
does not seem to have primacy in the definition of
deviant acts as political, though it is not easy to
educe ffom Pearson's work exactly what-status he
does give to consciousness. Furthermore, as far as
definitions of -political are concernéd, the opinions
of the rule-enforcers appear to be more or less
irrelevant --in Accrington (see Chapter Five) the police
and courts ‘did not define the paki-bashing as "political".
Rock's solution to the problem of deciding what is meant
by political deviance is to bracket off what are now the
relatively more obvious "political™ deviances: the
protests of.the poor in the ghetto, Black Power -etc.,
and to this extent deals with the same groups dealt
with by Horowitz and Liebowitz, Stan Cohen and Stuart
Hall. As is the case with these, his stance is not
simply a traditional one, of course, for by using a
more flexible and broader definition -of political,
he 'includes groups which traditional approaches would
gxclude. - However, he refuses to go too far as the

discussion would, in his'terms, become metaphysical,
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and he attempts to draw a line around ‘a theoretical'
."pooI" of.politicélly deviant acts. Pearson widens
| fhe'bdundary, though he stops short of some of the
more extreme positions found .in the misfit paradigm.
However, both of them ultimately face the.same problem:
where does the boundary between political and non-
political deviancy come? In Rock's case;ghow do we
assess whethef a deviant group is trying to redraw the
moral boundaries? And in Pearson's case whether they
are trying to "right wrongs"._ Clearly, in certain
cases Et will be relatively easy to classify the
actions of a deviant group, according to the initial
definition, but at certain points the line gets
blurred. Furthefmore (as phenomenologists have pointed
out) the sociologist must guard against imposing his
own definition of the situation onto the actors
jnvolved., There is a real problem in assertaining the
nature of the "meaning" that rule-breakers and rule-
enforcers are holding. The definition of certain
activities as "political® by the rule-enforcers is
problematical on a number of levels, As far as
 definitions are. concerned, only when the definition
of an act as political by the rule-enforcers accords
with the .initial definition posited by the sociologist
does it have validity: we cannot assume that the rule-
enforcers' definitioné are always the same as the
sociqlpé;sts.- By "validity", I do not mean; of course,

‘Gltimate validity, but validity in relationship to the



_EQ@,

sociologists viewpoint. In other.words, if, say,
a policeman described a particular action as
"political", the sociologist cannot take this as
absolute fact, but must reiate it to his own
definition of "political". Rock suggests that:

"Most boliticiSed deviants can be

' clearly recognised by outsiders

because they are involved in

public attempts to renegotiate

the significance of ascribed or

achieved social stigma."15

" The existence of blurred edges is indicated by his
use of the word "most", apd in fact throughout this
péper we shall see that sociologists have had great
difficulty in findingagefinition of political
deviance which can provide a satisfactory element
within a theoretical framework for the study of all
deviance, |

Finally, Rock does merge two analytically distinct
types of phenomena into one in his discussion, He fails
to distinguish between deviant groups who use extra
political measures as protest, and deviant groups whose
basic-deviancy is itself political.

Class Consciousness

Now I would like to explain in more detail my
argument that consciousness is the important consideration
when analysing the political status of working class -

?delinquency. I am not suggesting that because men's

reasons for breaking certain rules are important, we
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should uncritically-accept that their actions are
political simply because they say they are. When
dealing with common sense definitions of concepts
we should not, of course, assume that the sociologist's
definition corresponds with the delinquent's definition.
Thus, in the case of the concept political, the
assertion by a delinquent that his action was political
doeé not mean that analysis should surrender to his
definition -and categorise it as Such, This relates
to the point I made above when discussing Rock's
position: that the rule enforcer's definition of the
situation as "political" should not be seen as an
absolute statement of fact., 1In spite of the fact
that the rule breaker, the rule enforcer and the
social scientist co-exist in what is ostensibly a common
society, there is no reason to assume that concepts
will be defined in the same way. Conversely, if a
delinquent wefe to annbunce that his action was not
political, this does not mean that the sociologist
should agree with him. The issue is complicated, of
course, because people cannot always honestly give
lreasons_for doing things, and they may tell lies,
or use "techniques of neutralisation", The problem
hangs on the way in which concepts are being understood
and used; However, as there is no absolute definition
of "political"™ existing as an ultimate objective fact,
tﬁe soéiologist is placed in the position of having to
devise hi§?own definition on the basis-of its usefulness

for understanding the object of his study. Therefore,
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although I have argued that the way the delinquent
sees his delinquency is crucial, the sociologist
cannot take the concepts used in delinguent accounts
on face value, but must always relate them.to his
initial conceptual framework. Whilst such an approéch
raises a number of interesting questions and problems,
the alternative of believing that every.time a
delinquént says that his action is political makes it
political, indivualises sociological anélysis to an
extreme., There is the further point that forms of
consciousness are articulated by means other thén
verbalisation, and this will be taken up later on.

If we turn to the notion of class consciousness -
which is especially relevant to the question of the
political status of working claés delinqﬁency - we
can see that the same problem occurs with the concept
of class as with the concept of political, namely that
there is no definitional unanimity. Frequently analyses
of the extent of class consciousness among the working
class in this country have failed to fully appreciate,
amongst other things, the full implications of these
divergences in concept definition.

For Marx class consciousness was an integral
pért of working class political action, therefore
it is important to consider the relationship between
class consciousness and delinquency. Class consciousness
and political action do not, in Marx's writings,
follow each other in a simplistic chronological

order, the workers suddenly having a Road to Damascus
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realisation that they are being exploited as a class,
-and as a consequence linking together in a common
struggle against the bourgeoisi¢ Flashes of inspiration,
explqsiohs of consciousness and understanding may very
weli sccur periodically for particular individuals and
groups, but class consciousness arises out of, and as
part of, working class material experiences. Revolutionary
-class consciousness - the grasping of fundamental
explanations and the belief that radical changes are
.necessary and possible - deveiops as'part of political
action: they constitute an on-going dialectic.

Too often Marxist accounts of how socialism will
be achieved do use an oversimplistic (and perhaps
-over-bptimistic) model: it is as if class consciousness
were a quantifiable "thing", which grows in volume over
time, th€n at a critical moment revolution occurs. To
approacﬁ class consciousness in this way is to use a
vsry crude, and consequently misleading, reading of
Marx. Historically, as well as at a given moment,
individual members of the working class, groups within
the working class and indeed the working class as a
‘whole, can possess widely varying forms of class
consciousness. Thus to'see class consciousness as
necessarily following an always progressive linear
historical path is misleading, for it is quite possible
for wild fluctuations to occur in the degree of class
consciousness manifested from one historical moment

to another, We must allow therefore for-the possibility

of regression, as well as progression.
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In the 1960s the "end of ideology" thesis postulated
fhat the working class had been (or were becoming)
incorporated into a new t¥ype of affluent welfare-
orientated "post-capitalis®" society. From the
point of view of a number of soéiologists this had
created a situation where the question of class
consciousness had become redundant. Even Marxists
such as Marcuse saw workers as being overwhelmed
by the consumerist demands and reWards of advanced
capitalism. Research conducted within this climate
was likely té be influenced by a set of assumptions
relating.to "affluence", "consumerism", "incorporation"
.;and so on.. This raises the very real problem of
sociologists being influenced by relatively short-term
deveiopments in the social structure. The actions of
‘the workers iﬁ France in 1968, and the examples of
working clésé militancy in Britain in the-1970s are
indicative of what I said earlier: that class
consciousness and class conflict, in terms of overt
expression, can fluctuate in intensity, and lie
. dormant for a period of time. Although some of the
" Left may deride the economism which characterises
trade union activities, economism must be understood
as an aspeét of class consciousness, as a particular
form of class consciousness. And if you are a wage
earner with family commitments, "economism" makes a
great deal of immediate sense.

Murdock and McCron16 draw attention to the

problematic.:fidture of conventional social investigations
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"into class consciousness. Such investigations,"
generally relying on a written questionnaire or an
interview, frequently fail to appreciate that working
class respondents may feel very strongly that society
is .composed of relations of domination and subordination,
and yet never fefef to the word class. Furthermore it
is wrong to assume fhat people will hold coherent, stable
world views regarding such matters. As Murdock and
McCron put it:
"Recent studies, including our own ongoing
_research, have indicated that conceptions
of class are tangential or irrelevant
to a number of peoplé's understanding of
stratification. This does not mean that
they are not aware of deep-seated social
divisions and antagonisms, but simply
that this awareness has not crystallised
around the notion of class."17
And they refer to a recent Australian study which
found that:
", ..8 sizeable number of respondents saw
_class primarily in terms of a division
between people who were snobbish and kept
themsel&es aloof, and people who mixed in
easily with a wide range of social groups."1
After all, people have got to have a good reason for
wanting to work out a clear conception of class in the

first place., Sociologists have obvious reasons for
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pursuing an understanding of .class, in the same way
that a plumber, for instance, becomes knowledgeable
about fhe tools of his trade. Why should a plumber
expect a sociologist to become interested in furthering
his knowledge of British Standard screw threads?
With questionnaires that are intended tb illuminate
-pepple‘s feelings regarding classynot only do we have
to contend with the usual problems associated with
questionnaires (e.g. respondents feeling that they
have t& give §ggg.answer) but there is also the
added problem that class is a word which has no
uni?ersally accepted definition. This applies as
much to laypéople as to the world of sociology. A
further complication is_that class has culturally
specific emotive connotations. As Ossowski points
out, if we were to substitute the term stratum for
classf
", ..as8 a signal for coﬁditioned reflexes
the term 'stratal enemy' would hardly
take the place of 'class enemy'."19 |
Ossowski also refers to what he calls "terminological
differences" and "conceptual differences", With the.
former, parties agree on the concept, but are using
different terms when refering to these concepts.
Thus an interviewee might hold the same sort of concept
of élass as the sociologist doing the interviewing,
but uses different terminology; If thére were conceptual

differences it would mean that whilst both the
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interviewee and the sociologist were using the same
terms, they in fact meant different things to each
party. With this in mind we can understand the
crudity of, say, asking workers in a factory to
tick off on a questionnaire the social ¢lass group
they belong to, then if most of them choose
"middle class", take this as evidence of embourgeoisiement,
.or é lack of class consciousness., In this case it is
cruciél to know what respondents_understand by the
term "middle class". This point relates to efforts
by some sodiologist to "defuse" the concept of class
by making it into a psychological notion. Centres,
for example, writes:
"s man's class is part of his ego, a

feeling on his part of belongingness

to something; an identification_with

something larger than himself."20

Any attempt to analyse class consciousness must

de#elop a sensitivity to the problems outlined above,
Interviews and informal discussion can be very useful,
-and indicate the ways in which people see the world,
.but only if people are given room to move, and if the
researcher is willing and able to appréach and interpret
what is being said sympathetically. The implications of
the crudity of some research methods is well illustrated
by Beynon:

"Since the war sociologists have taken

it into their heads to interview workers
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--and ask them whether or not they consider
‘the factory.to be like 'a football team'.
_Affirmative answers have been taken as
indicative of a lack of class
consciousness., This, however, misses
the fundamental point about capitalist
production. It isn't an either-or
questionjof being like a football team
or being like two opposing camps.
Factory production involves both.
Because production has a social basis
the factory can obviously be seen, at
some levél, as a collectivity with
management operating ip a co;ordipating
role. The contradiction of factory
production, and the source of contradictory
elements within class consciousness, 1is
rooted in the fact that the exploitation
of workers is achieved through collective,
co-ordinated activities within both the

factory and society generally."21

Up to now I have concentrated on verbal articulations
as indicators of class consciousness, but there is more
thanlthis_to go on, As Murdoék and McCron puts it:

| “Bu£ eveﬁ at their best these techniques

have a major drawback. Because they
concatrate on verbalisations of
'consciousness, they'ignore the ways in

which social consciousness ig objectified
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and expressed through other forms of

social ahd cultural action."22

And it is especially on_this area that recent work

from the Birminéham Centre for Contemporary Cultural
Studies has focused. This raises the possibility,
following the discussion through from-class consciousness
to the politiecs of delinquency, that delinquent acts
‘are non-verbal expressions of class consciousness.
"I shall return to this in a moment.

It is commonplace for sociologists nowadays to
- say fhat claés imagery on the part of the working class
is often ambivalent, confused énd downright contradictory.
It is, of course, relatively easy for sociologists to
say this, socialised as they are into a world of
academic discourse which puts the highest premium on
lucidity, logic and supportive evidence. Now whilst
cbnfusion and ambivalence does exist in working class
articulations of class imagery, the extent is not easy
to assertain., An observer who is unable to "read the
sigﬁgy to appreciate the full significance of what,
however "inarticulately", is being said, can very
easily misrepresent the ability of working class
people to formulate pictures of the class structure
and its effects. And, incidently, following Westergaard,
I am not treating class imagery and class consciousness
- as if they were two entities. In Westergaards words:
"The distinction between class imagery

. . . . 2
and class consciousness is spurious.," 5
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Most people do not read Marx or sociology, thus
certain conventional modes of thought and expression
.found in Marxism and sociology will not enter into
their social orbit. In their day to day lives there
will be little space or desire for meditation on the
topics that'sociologiSts rivet themselves to, apart
from the fact that the education system systematically
excludes vast numbers of the population from developing
such modes of thought and expression.

Forms of consciousness arise out of material
experiences, and in turn will work back in all kinds
of ways on these matérial experiences. Consciousness
is part of an on-going dialectic, and consciousness
finds its expression in culture. Out of a range of
ma jor structural experiences and the minutia of every-
day life will arise forms of consciousness through
which people attempt to put meaning and sense into
these experiences., The difficulty in understanding
these forms of consciousness is-in'proportion to the
difficulty in understanding what working class means
as life, The struggle of one individual through his
or hef own life, and the struggle of a class through
~ history, cannot easily be encapsulated within the
‘print—out of the results of some social survey. This
insistence on the need to be sensitive to the living
and lived reality of culture is expressed particularly
well by Paul Willis:

"The oppression of working-class youth,

the alienation of middle-class youth,
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can be analysed. The social sciences
show the oppression and share the
aiiéngtion. They outline 'the problem'.
. They say something must give, something
mﬁst happen., But ¥t is only in the |
~ factories, on the streets, in the bars,
.in the dance halls, in the tower flats;
in the two—up-and—two-do&ns that
contrédictionsand problems are lived
through to particular outcomes.:'It
is in these places where direct experience,
ﬁays of living, creative acts and
penetfations - cultures —.redefine problems,
break the staéis of meaniné, and reset the
possibilities somewhat for all of us. And
~this material experience has not had the
benefit of prior'validation, of collective
discussion; of the security of the common
line, It is embedded in the real engagement
of experience with the world: in the
dialectic of cultural 1ire,n 2
- A specific example will illustrate the general point
regarding the need to be sensitive to working class
culture that I am making here. An important cultural
characteristic among some éections of the working
. class is "ﬁaking the piss" out of those who are slow
‘on the uptake, and weaker with their reparfee. To
always have a ready and witty answer at hand tends to

be highly valued, especially among working class males,
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and frequently this will involve extreme sarcasm.
This kind of repartee can be a great leveller in face
to face relations. Expertise, for'instance, does not
depend upon formal education, and in encounters with
"educated" people it can function as a very effective
ago-deflator., A researchef who does not "know" working
61ass life can easily be taken for a ride., With this
in mind a footnote to a recent study of working class
girls in Birmingham makes interesting reading:
"The girls we have spoken to at the
Birmingham Youth Centre constantly make
jokes among themselves for the sole
purpose of confusing or misleading the
researéher who may well be infringing on
their territory by asking personal questions,
or whose presence at the weekly disco they
resent, For example, one group of three
.fourteen year olds explained to us that the
fourth member of their 'gang' had male
genitals. The 'joke' lasted for about ten
minutes with such seriousness that we were
quite convinced until one of the girls said
'Dickie' came from Middlesex. The girls
shrieked with laughter and the interview
came to a halt."25
Working class consciousness exists és a mental
expression of the culture as lived experience: and
. 1lived experiences arise out of consciousness and class

conflict., In a class-divided society class consciousness
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will élways be present. Some will express their class
consciousness well, others badly; for some it will be
a vehicle for action, for others a vehicle for passivity;
for periods of timé it méy appear dormant, perhaps covered
by a veneer of affluence. The perennial existence of
class consciousness is predidted on the view that as a
classjdivided society capitalism contains "the seeds
of its own destruction." This view sfands in
cbntradistincfion to the one that argues fhat all
interests can eventually be_incorporated into a
capitalism based upon harmonious relations. The
following point made by Clarke et al is very relevant
here:
"Negotiafion, resistance, struggle:
the relations between a subordinate
- and a dominant culture, wherever they
fall within this spectrum, are always
intenseiy activé, always oppositional,
in a structural sense (evén'when this
opposition is 1atent; or experienced
. 8imply as the normal gtate of affairs -
what Gouldner ;¢alled 'normalised |
- repression')...a developed and organised
revolutionary working-class consciousness
is {_> only one, among many such possible
responses, and a very special ruptural one
at that, It has been misleading to try to

measure the whole spectrum of strategies in
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the class in terms of this one ascribed
form of consciousness, and to define

26

everything else as a token of incorporation."
Ideology

Culture is not synonomous with ideology. In a society
containing dominant and subordinate classes, the dominant
class will always .be concerned to‘make its ideas into
universal ideas. If the subordinate class happened to
péssess a culture which totally corresponded to this
ideology, then the hegemony of the dominant culture is
total. In reality, though, working class culture is
different to bourgeois culture, and by no means totally
reflects the dominant ideology. As I argued in the
chapter on Marx, ideology arises out of material
conditions and experiences, and in essence finds its
expression at the level of thought,.although it can
be ezternalised, €.g. in written laws, and represented
by institutions. The extent to which ideology is
assimilated by the subordinate class as culture depends
not only on the energy and skill with which the
dominant class attempts to universalise its ideology,
bt also on the material conditions and experiences of
the subbrdinate class. Bourgeois ideology offers
explanations and interpretations of this material
reality, and its potency depends upon the degree to
which it corresponds to the phenomenal form taken by
- reality. _
One of the problems in attempting to assess the

extent to which working class culture expresses bourgeois
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ideology is that variations exist between one section
of the working class and another, as well as, of
coufse, variations between one moment in history and
another, Another problem (diséussed above) is that
the tools of research are often too crude to penetrate
into the relationship. There is not the space here
to explore this in detail, but some general points
must be made.,

In order fof bourgeois society to exist and
reproduce itself there must be an acceptance 1o

some extent of bourgeois ideology by the mass of the

population. Therefore, although acceptance will not
be total, there must be some acceptance at certain
critical points. It is wrong to see the working class
as some cultural enclave, cgt adrift from hegemonic
ideology. This is to romanticise working class culture
as if it wefe an autonomous expfession of values and
~attitudes étc., diametrically opposed, on all levels,
to the bourgebisie, and thus to see everything about
working class culture as "good". Certainly the working
class has developed its own cultural chafacteristics as
part of its struggle with the dominant ideology at the
workplace, in the home, and so on, but it is spurious
to see all this as a "rehearsal in vivg" for socialism.
The concrete differences between bourgeois culture
and working class culture are multifarious, and manifest
themselves on a number of levels. Overt expressions of .

opposition to the dominant culture present themselves in
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all kinds of ways, though quiescence does not
necessarily mean total acceptance of the dominant
ideology. This connects with a tendency on the part
"of some writers to equate certain strategies that are
not normally associated with the working class with
a total or nearly total acceptance of an alien
bourgeois ideology, and a concomitant rejection of
working class life. For example, Clarke et al from
the Birmingham Centre for Contemporary Cultural
Studies refer to the upwardly mobile working class
boy -who is "doing well" in the-education system in
the following termé:
"It involves thg young person valuing the

dominant culture positively, and

sacrificing the 'parent' culture -

even where this is accompanied by a

distinct sense of culturél disorientation."27

Now whilst I accept that education may lead inevitably

to certain changes in cultural orientation, this does not
mean that all working class boys (or girls) who achieve
formal gqualifications necessarily turn their backs on
the working class from whence they came. The above
statement makeé a very sweeping generalisation, and has
a rather disparaging ring to it, which, if taken to its
logical conclusion, almost favours working class boys
fejecting all formal education in order that they do

not become alienated from their class,
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hju have called

between what Corrigan and Frit
"institutional incorporatibn" and "ideological
incorporationd. The working class have to live:
their lives in contact with bourgeois institutions,
e.g. the schools, there is thus an inevitable amount
of institutional incorporation, but it would be
'ﬁrong to equate this with a total acceptance of
the.ideologies'contéined within these institutions,
fhat is with ideological incorpdration. In some
cases this shows itself in overt rebellion - vandalism,
truancy, for instance - but even in cases where the
working'class boy "keeps quiet", and achieves formal
success, we cannot assume that by definition he
implicitly accepts bourgeois ideology. |

I have argued that consciousness is produced by
and is a producer of material conditions, Thus
delinquent activities-(and indeed most social activities)
are viewed as ﬁhe outcome of consciousness (or false
consciousness), ana are therefore locafed within a
structural setting (e.g. class position, oppression),
and also'havé consequences, In no way am I suggesting
that éociety is "all in the head." To divorce certain
structural features, at the level of casual analysis,
6r the conéequences of activities; from consciousness
ﬁrovides only a partial understanding Sf men's behaviour.
Using this reasoning, the question of whether a particular

example of delinquency is political or not cannot be
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answered without reference to subjective reasons -
"existing at the conscious level. We cannot presume,
for example,itﬁat because a group commitiing a
delinquent act happen to be subject to oppression
in sociéty, their delinquenqy must by definition
represent a striking out at that oppression, that
'it is a political act. In the same way, to simply
- look at the consequences of certain acts as a measure
of thgir political status is inadequate. For example,
a psychopathic killer who,.in the course of randomly
shooting at passers-by, happens to kill the Prime
Minister, cannot be said to be acting politically,
even though his action would have political
‘consequences,

Taylbr, Waltbn and Young are stressing the
consequences that certain actions have when they
write: |

" . .the mass of delinquents are literally

_involved in the practice of redistributing

private property."

Here there seems to be an implication that such
actioné are to be approyed of by socialists, in spite of
- the fact that Jock Young hés made reference to the real
hafm that delinquency can do:
| "...hoWever exagerated and distorted the

arguments conservatives may marshagg'the

. reality of crime in the streets can be

the reality of human suffering and

personal disaster."29



125~

Professional criminals and delinguents who
engage in theft'obviously redistribute wealth, though
not necessarily from rich to poor. If we sidestep
the emotive charm of the term "redistribute wealth",
the fact is thatfﬁﬁeft frequehtly redistributes wealth
from poor to poor, and from poor to rich. A further
probleﬁ concerns the role of consciodsness in all this.,
Surely they are not suggesting that "the mass of
délinduénts" are consciously (though inarticulately)
eipressing the "socialist" goal of an equal distribution
of wealth, If thié is the suggestion, then they would
have to cope wi$h the problem that a great deal of crime

is intra - rather than inter- qlass.
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CHAPTER FOUR

YOUTH CULTURES : SOME THECORETICATL CONSIDERATIONS

Traditional Studies of Youth Cultures and Delinguency

| I use the plural term youth cultures in order to
‘emphasise the fact that cultural formations involving
young people in Britain are not homogeneous, but are
differentiated on the basis of sex, region, education
and, most important of all, class, However, as this
chapter will indicate, perhaps an even more appropriate
term Would be youth sub-cultures,

| Although youth cultures and adolescent delinguency
are not, of course, synonomous, one cannot he studied
without an understanding of the other. Whilst most
young people seem to travel through adolescence without
committing themselves in any substantial way to deviant
values, for others delinguency forms an integral part
of their cultural milieu.
| A great deal of criminology in both Britain and
the United States has for a long time concentrated
on adolescent delinquency, and most of these studies -
_indeed all those using sub-cultural approaches - have
pointed to the class basis of delinquency. A glance
at ériminal statistics will show why this is so:
over the years working class adolescent males have
been significantly over-represented in official
statistics, Even though the évidence indicates that
a class bias in the_system exaggerates the amount of
workiné class crime as a proportion of total crime

(that is, differential selection occurs) self-report
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studies do aprear to confirm the greater criminality
of working class males, Studies' of youth culture,
however, have frequently ignored or minimised the
importance of class, seeing youth culture as a
largely classless phenomenon, structured simply around
the fact of being a certain age. With this model
deviants tend to be viewed as the pathological results
of bad, or under socialisation. There is another,
more subtle criticism that we could make of traditional
studies of youth culture, and concerns the degree to
- which the researcher understands the object of his
study, and is able to "read" what he or she is confronted
with, Cyril Smith's book on adolescence republished
~(with cqrrectioné) in 1970, for instance, contains the
follbwihg'cdmments_on "Britain's teenages®:
"Teenage culture in Britain was generated,
| and is still largely sustained by male
entertainers performihg in coffee bars
in city centres." !
And:
"The coffee bar has beén énd still is the
launching pad for the teenage entertainers*."2
Then, indulging in a slight, and arguably uninformed
_generalisation, he writes:
"Jost of them (the young) brought'facggto
face with the sacred institutions of the

Church and Monarchy readily bend their

.knees."3
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Even more problematic is the strong infusion
of his work:with his own values, Without wishing:
to dwelllover—long-on this, these examples are
instructive, and require no further comment from
me:

"Gather a few Britishers together in a
completely novel situation and in less
than no time they will have evolved
some workable but unwritten rules to
govern relationships in that community.
The deep-seated respect for law and order

. which lies at the back of this genius is
5ti11 successfully transmitted to the
young today, and though respect fon
tradition is strongest among those who
have passed through the public schools
and ancient-universities, even the back
street pub in the slums displays a

L

picture of the Queen."

And:

"The conformity of the young in Britain
is in line with the conformity of the
adult poéulation...for they are the
successful products of a stable family
life. They have, most of them, belonged
to youth organisations managed by adults

permeated with the values of the
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Establishment and breeding respect
in them for the churches, monarchy,
and their aristocracy...They have
accepted without protest the weight
on their.young shoulders of tradition
in the publié schools and grammar
schools, and they become charmed by
their privilegés."5
Even studies of delinguency which focus on class
background, and are therefore ostensibly relating
-.socio-economic conditions to delinquency, are not
" immune to the risks of misreading social structug%;
-developmenfs.' The author of one study on social
class and delinquency (published in 1969), for instance,
was able to write:
"The continual fear (for'manual workers)
of unemployment, the intermittent crisis
of unemployment, bad housing conditions,
large families, overcrowding in the home
itself, the housing area, and the schools
are all becoming less of a problem."6
Turning to the political dimension in traditional
studies of youth culture and deviance, most of them
operated with very narrow definitions of political,
and thus alrigid distinction was made between ideological
and non-ideological forms of deviance; with studies of
youth culture, politics was ignored completely.

Now I want to focus on some theoretical considerations

relating to youth®:cultures. In particular I am interested
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in work that has located youth cultupes within a
class s&étem, and analysed the importance of age

as a mediator of class exﬁeriences. Some of the
most promising'ahd interesting work in recent years
has come from the Birmingham Centre for Contemporary
Cultural Studies, to the extent that a large portion
of this chapter will be concerned with their ideas,

The Birmingham Centre

.

Phil Cohen's' seminal research on ﬁorking class
experiences and its consequences in the East End of
London provides a good starting point., Cohen analyses
the far’reabhing effects of rédevelopment and
rationalisation on working class life. Taking the
family, the neighbourhood and the job market as the
major structures around which working class life is
lived, he shows-how in the post war period the working
class community in the Eagst End of London has had to
copé with fundamental change. The traditional extended
family network became increasingly nuclear in form,
pushing members into a more privatised existence
.(facilitated b&'high-rise developments) and more

" intense domestic‘relationships; these tensions being
espedially felt between parents and their children.
Neighbourhoods were destroyed as the area became
depopulated, and.the "communal space" of the street, .
the pub and the corner shop was lost, Coupled with
this wés an infiux of immigrant workers, prompting

even more of the indigenous population to leave, and
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in some areas a certain amount of "gentrification"
took place, The job market was traditionally closely
interwoven with the life of the community, but the
post war period saw a decline in local job opportunities
aslfamily and small craft businessesdisappeared. This
led to a "polarisation" of workers into two types:
the highly skilled and the "lumpen" unskilled.
According to Cohen it was the respectable working
'class who experienced these disjunctions most acutely.
They found themselves in the middle_of two conflicting
ideologies; on the one hand the traditional puritanism
of the "work ethic", and on the other the ideology of
"spectacular consumption". This developing ideological
contradiction has als§ been pointed to by Willis:
"The capitaiist spirit has relied at
least in part on self-denial, asceticism
and devotion to duty to péwer its vast
jndustrial achievements. In the late era
of consumef capitalism, however, there is
‘also a need for expanded consumption if
expanded accumulation of capital and profit
extraction is to continue.... More and
.more capitalism needs obvious, luxurious
and unnecessary forms of consumption: it
needs hedonism to maintain the driving-
force of its ascegpicism."8
And,:.as we shall see, Pearson uses the same model

in his study of paki-bashing in Lancashire.
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At the economic level members of the respectable
working'class were caught between the two possibilities
of upward mobility into working class suburbanism,
or downward mobility into the lumpen. To choose the
former was to part company with traditional. working
class relations, and opt for the promise held by the
ideology of affluence, though in effect this only
existed at the level of an "imaginary relation",

Cohen argues that these stresses and contradictions
present in the respectable working class made it the
primary source of post war youth sub-cultufes. He
uses the term jouth sub-culture in order to emphasise
that young people must be seen as members of a parent
culture, rather than as independently created cultural
groupings. Young people are seen as experiencing and
registering these changes in material, social, cultural
and economic forms as members of a.class, and as members
‘of a generation., Youth sub-cultures are, for Cohen,
attempts to resolve the contradictions "hidden" or
"unresﬁlved" within the parent culture. However, as
youth sub-cultures only remain at the level of
negotiation, théy do no£ provide a "real" solution to
these problems. Their attempt to resolve the
contradictions in the parent culture is carried on
at the level of ideology, thereby providing only
ideological solutions; and the different forms taken
by these youth sub-cultures will depend upon the nature

of the ideological solution involved. Cohen uses the
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term "magically" in order to illustrate this:

"The latent function of a subculture

is this - to express and resolve,

albeit "magically", the contradictions

which remain hidden or unresolved in the

parent culture., The succession of sub-

cultures which this parent culture

generated can thus all be considered

as so many variations on a central

theme - the contradiction at an

ideological level, between traditional

puritanism, and the new ideology of

consumption: at an economic level between

a part of the socially mobile elite, or

a part of the new lumpen. Mods, parkers,

skinheads, crombies, all represent in

their different ways, an attempt to

retrieve some of the socially cohesive

elements destroyed in the parent culture,

and to combine these with elements selected

from other class fractions, symbolising one

or other of the options confronting it."9

Taking Mods and Skinheads as examples, Cohen attempts

to show how the Mods represented a sub-cultural exploration
of the option of upward mobility, founded on "spectacular
consumption", whilst the Skinheads on the other hand,
explored the downward option, which expressed traditional

working class values. It is not that the Mods realised
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the‘relations of affluent consumerism in their
sub-culture as a "real relation", they did not become
socially mobile white collar workers through their
sub-culture, rather it created an "imaginary relation",
‘a relation experienced at the level of symbols and
'feelings. Here Cohen is using a theoretical concept
derived from Althusser, who has written:

"Tn ideology, men do indeed express,

not the real relation between thém and

the conditions of existence, but the

way they live the relation between

them and the conditions of their

existence; this presupposes both a

reai and an 'imaginary',";izgg'

relation."C

} Paulantzas (not’ surprisingly) also makes reference

to an "imaginary relation":

"IQeologj is present to such an éxtent

in all the agents' activities that

it becomes indistinguishable from their

lived experience., To this ektent

jdeologies fix in a relatively coherent
universe not only a real but also an

imaginary relation: i.e. men's real

relation to their conditions of existence
in the form of an imaginary relation.
This means that in the last analysis

ideologies are related to human
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experience without being thereby
reduced to a problematic of the
subject-consciousness, This social-
imaginary relation, which performs a
real practical-social function,
cannot be reduced to the problematic
of alienation and false consciousness."11
In.his study of the""cultural politics" of bike boys
and hippies Willis makes a similar point to the one
made by.Cohen: |
"The cultures penetrated, exposed and
partially and locally resolved these
cdntradictions, but only in a special
disconnected and informal way which
left their_basic structures unaltered.
It is almost that the cultures, in their
Silént contexts, lived as if the basic
structures Eggé changed - enjoying that
in imagination-while making no attempt
to bring it about in reality."
Youth'sub-culturesfor Cohen, then, represent attempts
to recapture some of the socially cohesive elements of
working class culture destroyed by wider social changes.
. Cohen's researbh has provided an important backcloth
to much of the work produced by the Blrmlngham Centre
in the seventies. Some of this materlal has modified

and extended Cohen's analysis, producing some sophisticated
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theoretical models.

In their discussion of sub-cultures, cultures
and class, Clarke et al13 provide a useful outline of
Cohen's work, though in the course of their commentary

they point to certain problems and gaps in his analysis.

These can be briefly summarised as follows:

8o,

b

The analysis deals mainly with the 1950s

and the early 1960s; what is required
now is an extension of the work to
cover developments ih the 1970s.

We need to understand more clearly how
the-experiences of the parent culture
connects with its youth, and why
different types of sub-cultural
formations should arise in response,
e.g. why did Skinheads pursue a trad-
itional working class solution?

We need to know the extent to which
those choosing the same sub-cultural
solution share a specific class
situation.

As well as the specific forms taken

by youth sub-cultures, we need to know

why they should follow a particular
historical sequence, e.g. why did Mods

appear before Skinheads?

We also need to know the extent to which

youth sub-cultures are ideological.,

seeing them as an attempt to resolve
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ciass contradictions on fhe ideological
level, there is a danger of playing
down the significance of the "material,
economic and social conditions specific
to the 'sub-cultural.solution.'"

We might also add to these some further comments on
Cohen's work, If, as Cohen afgies, it was the respectable
working- class who experienced most acutely the changes
taking place in the 1950s and the 1960s, and because of
this acted as the source of_mbst of the youth sub-cultures,
how do the Teddy Boys fit into the picture? On available
evidence%uthe Teds appear to have originated from the
"rougher" working class rather than the reépectable
working class, and as the first real British example
of a youth sub-culture they occupy a prominant position
in the history of such sub-cultures. Also we need to
account for the spread in popularity of the sub-cultures
émong working class young people. The Skinhead sub-culture,
for instance, permeated throughout the country, implying
that é:range of other important factors are at work.
Though I do not wish to undermine the "creative" element
in sub-cultures, one might mention in this context the
role of the mass media. I am thinking here of the media
as amplifiers of deﬁiant values, rather than popularisers
of "sanitised" versions of youth sub-cultures

More important, though, is the question of
consciousness in Cohen's analysis. His use of the

‘phrasé, ®"The latent function of subculture is...to express
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and resolve...contradictions", implies that those
involved in the formation of sub-cultures did not
have as a conscious aim the resolution of contradictions,
but rather their actions fulfilled this (unintended)
fﬁnction. Bearing in mind Althusserian efforts to
de-emphasise "subjectivism", this form of functionalism
at the theoretical level seems to get round the problem
of consciousness, yet at the same time if does lose
sight of essential human creativity. Obviously
Skinheads, for example, did not consciously devise
or articulate a programme aimed at recapturing lost
working class "community", but the sort of consciousness
iﬁvslved seems to me to be important., Cohen takes
consequences and works backwards., Thus Skinheads
presented an alresdyJexisting representation of an
"imaginafy" solution, which focuses the analysis on
sub-cultural conseguences, but ignores the subjective
input as part of the creative act of forming sub-cultures.
The iﬁplications of this become more significant when
we -consider thé political sﬁatus of such sub-cultures,

One of the most important features of the work
coming from the Birmingham Centre is the way in which
-Ybuth sub-cultures are related to their parent cultures.
As well as addressing themselves to the experiences
and conditions that are age-specific, researchers have
placed the sub-cultures firmly within a particular class.
The ouscome of this is an appreciation of the fact that

youth sub-cultures possess many of the values.(though
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in some cases in modified form) common to their parent
dultﬁre. 'Imfortant in this respect is the work of
Clarke et al, mentioned earlier, and Clarke ané
Jefferson.15 They define the culture of a group
or elass .as follows:
"The 'culture' of a group or class is the
peculiar and distinctive 'way of life'
of the group or class, the meanings, values
and ideas embodied in institutions, in social
relations, in systems of beliefs, in mores and
- customs, in the uses of objects and material
life, Culture is the distinctive shape in
which this material and social organisation
of life expresses itself, A culturé:”
includes the 'maps of meaning' which make
‘things intelligible to its members;"16
Crucially for them these "maps of meaning" do not
exisf simply at a mental level, but are:
", ,.objectivated in the patterns of
social organisation and relationshib
through which the individual becomes &
'social individual'".17
People exist within and are constrained by these
cultural patterné, but at the same time they have the
‘capacity to change and develop them. All cultures,
they aréﬁe, are ranked hierarchically, with the

- dominant culture always striving to represent its own

culture as the universal one. The outcome of this is
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a historical, 51ass-based, struggle: "the struggle
between classes over material and social 1ife."18
Thus the dominant and subordinate cultures will

eadh develop distinct cultﬁres. When one of these
quitures is able, by virtue of its power, to impress
upon the subordinate culture definitions and explanations
of the experienced world, it then constitutes the basis
of a dominant ideology.
Clarke-and Jefférson outline the "social formation"
~into which people are born: for the working class this
is by definition a subordinate social formatiofi:
STRUCTURES - "all the elements of the productive
system and the necessary forms of
social relations and institutions
that result from a given productive
system,"
CULTURES =~ "attempts to impose meaning".
BIOGRAPHIES - "an individual's personal experience
of both structures and cultures.
-Following this Clarke and Jefferson go on to explore
'tﬁe ways in which the working class'respond to the social
formation constituting their social world. In order to
do this they make use of a formulation developed by
Par.kiri,l9 where he suggests that three types of working
class consciousness may exist: |
(a) DOMINANT - (which takes two forms)
i, Deferential: an acceptance of things
as they are and one's subordinate

place in the world.
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ii, Aspirational: an acceptance of things
as they are, though at the same time
not accepting one's lowly position in
the world but aiming to "better oneself",
b. NEGOTIATED - this form of consciousness represents
neither acceptance, nor opposition to
the dominant ideology. In this
situation one carries, fatalistically,
an "us" and "them" picture of the
world, which leads to "public" support
and "private" rebellion vis é vis the
ideology. As Clarke and Jefferson
.put it: "Thus stealing, in principle,
is 1likely to be condemned in such a
neighbourhood (in public), but individual
acts of pinching will probably escape
such censure (in private)."
Trade union consciousness is also in
this category, though it involves more
vconstructive" actions, as is deviance
and crime., Although trade union and
criminal "negotiated" forms of
consciousness are normally restricted
in their conflict with the dominant
ideology, they are seen as having the
potential for a revolutionary form.
¢. OPPOSITIONAL -this form of consciousness rejects the
legitimacy of the social formation, and

is concemed to radically change it,
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Applying -this model to working class adolescents,
- Cclarke and Jefferson suggest that three corresponding
forms of conséiousness can be seen, Within the
" wgominant" form the “aspirational® consclousness is
represented by the "scholarship boy", and the "jeferential"
by_theladolescent who accepts his place in society. The
'"negotiated" consciousness they see as_present in three
forms: "traditional"™ delinguency, "mainstream" youth
culture and "deviant" youth culture. With "traditional"
.délinquency thére is a strong "us" and "them" feeling,
though opposition is limited to the extent of their
jllegal activities. ~In this context Parker's remarks
on the working class adolescents in his participant
observation study are ﬁpposité:
"the Boys...'accept' 1arge-parts of the
dominant value system but make reservations
. and exceptions in relation to their situation
as part of an unskilled and semi-skilled
manual worker population receiving, for
instance, less than its share of the 'good
1ife'."20 |
nainstream" culture refers to an "incorporated"
commercialised vérsion of deviant "style", and thus
offers little in the way of opposition to the dominant
idéology. "Deviént" youth culture is seen as expressing
a "moment" of originality, a creative assertion of

deviant consciousness, though it remains a negotiation

of, rather than an opposition to, dominant ideology,
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in that it is restricted to the area of leisure.
Thus a "deviant" youth culture does not- oppose the
social formation as a whole., However, for Clarke
and Jéfferson:
"These styles offer a symbolic critigue
of the established order and, in so doing,
represent a'latent form of 'non-ideological
Tpoiitids'."ZI
Tﬁen they go on to say:
"W¥hilst there are no fully oppositional
 working class adolescent groupings, we
feel that deviant youth cultural styles
dome-neargst to being sucﬁ."zz
Thus in their discussion of working class adolescent
forms of consciousness they dispense entirely with the
third case in Parker's typology: "oppositional" forms
of.consciousness. Now whilst it is true that working
olass adolescents are not involved in any large numbers
with éﬁlitical'organisaﬁions on the Left, working class
adolescents do join such organisations and, I would
-argue, to an extent that does not justify writing them
off completely. Modes of research being employed here
in fact will tend to exclude such examples from
con31derat10n, 51mp1y because they begin with the sub-
culture and work backwards.- Murdock and McCron have

draWn attention to this problem with sub-cultural

approaches:
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"Sub-cultural studies start by taking
groups who are already card—carrying
members of a particular sub-culture
such as skinheads, bike boys or hippies,
and working backwards uncover their
class location. The épproach therefore
excludés adolescents who share the same
basic c1aés location but who are not

~members of the sub-culture.“23

Clarke et al discuss in detail working class
negotiations of the social formation, and its
representation in the form of dominant ideology,
paying particular attention to the functions of

youth sub-cultures. This struggle between dominant
ahd subordinaté cultures is viewed as a manifestation
of endgmic class conflict, though the acting out of the

‘conflict can take many forms.  As they put it:

nclass conflict never .disappears. English
working class culture is a pecdliariy
strohé, densely-impacted, cohesive and
defensive structure of this corporate
kind, Class conflict, fhen, is rooted
and embodied in this culture: it cannot
'disappear' - contrary to the ideology
of affluence - until the productive
-relations which produce and sustain it

2l

 disappear.”
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Only when the working class politicises,
mobilises and organises these negotiations will it
become g "class-for-itself".  Youth sub-cultures aré
seen as being part of this struggle, though, again,
‘because their responses are largely symbolic fimaginary
solutions") they remain negotiations.
| Although the primary factor influencing the form
taken by youth sub-cultures is class, the authors stress
the importance of age as a mediator of class-based
experiences. Thus they are suggesting a dialectical
rélationship between class consciousness and generational
consciousness. The young experience major structures
in the sogial forma%ion in ways fhat are different to
the experience of adults. Young people encounter
education, work and leisure in age—épecific ways, and
this will influence the shape and content of the
negdtiationg |
"It is at fhe intersection between the
located parent cultures and the mediating
institutions of the dominant culture that
youth sub-cultures arise. Many forms of
adaptation, negotiation and resistance,
elsborated by the 'parent' culture in its
encounter with the dominant culture, are
borrowed and adapted by the young in their
encounter with the mediating institutions
of provision and control. In organising

their response to these experiences,
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working class youth sub-cultures take
some things principally from the 1ocatéd
'parent' culture: but they apply and
transform them to the situations and
experiences characteristic of their own
distinctive group-life and generational
experience."25
The rise of a post-war teenage consumer market

enters into the analysis in that commercial interests
provided the raw materials: dress, records, hi fi, etc.
However, youth sub-cultures do not simply consume these
objects according to the meanings, associations and social
connections ascribed to them by the dominant culture.
Youth sub-cultures transform the objects in the process
of actively creating "style", so that the objects are
endowed with new meanings. Objects have no intrinsic
social qualities, rather they aéquire social qualities
within the context of social relations. And the objects
appropriated by a youth sub-culture constifute a unity,
a totality of social meanings, giving the sub-culture a
unified identity. As Clarke et al put 1it:

"The new meanings emerge because the 'bits'

ﬁhich had been borrowed or revived were

.brought togéther into a new and distinctive

stylistic ensemble: but also because the

symbolic objects - dress, éppearance, language,

ritual occasions, styles of interaction,

music - were made to form a unity with the
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group's relations, situation, experilences:

the crystallisation in an expressiﬁe form,

which then defines the group's public

identity."26

Importantly for.the-Birmingham Centre the creation of

sfyle represents, at the symbolic level, opposition to
other meaning systems, and thus, by implication,
opposition to the dominant culture. Clarke et al
afguélthat the-domihant culture tends to play down the
- oppositional cohtent of working class youth sub-cultures
by defining their activities as "mere" delinquency:

"The objective oppositional content-of

working-class sub-cultures expresses

itself socially. It is therefore often

éssimilated by the control culture to

traditionai.forms of working class 'delinquency",

defined as Hooliganism er Vandalism...

Evén when working-class sub-cultures are

aggressively class-conscious, this

dimension tends to be repressed by the

control cu;ture, which treats them as

"typical delinquent_s'."27

Thus for Clarke et al when."delinquency" becomes

part of '"style" for a sub-culture, it can be viewed in
oppositional terms. In a paper on "style", however,
Clarke points out the limitations of this opposition:

"We want to f£ill out that idea of

'magical resolution' by considering

!
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the limits of style in the context of

the relation-between a hegemonic culture

and a subordinated one. By 'magical

resolﬁtion‘ we understand not only an

attempt to engage the problems arising

from class contradictions, but also

attempts to-solve them which, crucially,

" do not mount their solutions en the

real terrain where the contradictions

themselves arise, and which thus fail

to pose an alternative, potentially |

counter-hegemonic solution."28

In what sense these "magical resolutions" are
"political" will be examined in the next chapter, when
the argument of Clarke et al will be related to specific
youth sub—culturés.

As the title of their paper implies ("The Politics
of Youth Culture") Corrigan and Frith confront head-on
the question of how politiecal youth cultures are.
Although they develop an interesting argument around
the theme of working class resistance to ideological
incorporation, their paper is; in their own words,
"tentative énd, in a sense, negative,"

They begin by briefly reviewing the existing
1iterature on the theme of youth culture, which leads
_thém to comment: |
"The conclusion we draw from the existing

1iterature on youth culture is that nothing
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can be said about its political implications
because politics hasn't been allowed into
the analysis;.."29

Their main concern is to analyse working class youth

cultures as primarily a response to working class

experience of bourgeois institutions, in other words,
class rather than youthfulness is seen as the crucial
feature of youth cultures. And whilst they agree
that young people do become involved with different
institutions from their parents, their reséonses to
these institutions are based upon values that are
very-similar to their parent's. Thus, as with Clarke
et al_above, Corrigan and Frith stresé the notion of
struggle in working class encounters with bourgeois
institﬁtions:

#__.we are thinking, for example, of ways
in which kidé can use the symbols-of pop
culture as a source of collective power
in their struggle with schools or police.“30

The working class can also resist &n more concrete

ways, however, such as the strike for adults and truancy
for school children. It is working class youth culture at
its "moment" of creation, theugh, that is seen as
representlng the most potent mode of resistance, in

that “youth cultures are the crystallisation of rebellion
at the symbolic level, They are, from this vantage

point, a manifestation of working class power to redefine

and rework meaning systems.
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_Their whole paper constitutes an attack on those
(on both the Left and the Right) who have argued that the
working class are becoming increasingly incorporated
into bourgeois culture., Their distinction between
ideological incorporation and institutional incorporation
' (commented on earlier) allows the authors to show ﬁow
working class teenagef® (and indeed the working class
as a whole) have little option but to be "incorporated"
into major institutions - work, school, law, etc. &
but that does not necessarily mean that they have
passively assimilated bourgeeis values, that is, have
been ideologically incorporated. -
Corrigan and Frith argue that:
“....working class experience, even of
bourgeois institutions, is not bourgeois
eXperience; the working class situation,
even within bourgeois institutions, is
not a bourgeois situation - this is the
" preality of class conflict (in every sphere

of life)...“31

Arognd this general framework they attempt to map out
the guidelines for a political reading of ‘working class
youth culture; as they put it:

"The problem is to decide in what sense
that response equals resistance and

under what circumstances that resistance

'has political implications."?
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Unfortunately they then make the not very
encouraging comment that:
"At present we just don't have the sort
of knowledge on which clear answers to
these questions can be based..."33
Their conclusiénﬁis that future research should
place politics'at "the centre of the analysis", and
organise itself around the following:
a. Youth culture should be seen primarily
as working class culture,
b, It should be treated as a response to
a "combination" of institutions, rather
than as a response to just, say, leisure.
c; The response should be seen as being as
much a creative response as a determined
or manipulated response,
Their paper, then, is congruent with other material
from the Birmingham Centre, but one of the problems i§
that they avoid coming to terms with a clear definition
of "political®., Much of the discussion of the "politics"
.6f youth\culture infers, rather than clearly states,
what is meant by "political". The political content
of youth cultures is predicsted on their existence as
"struggles" against alternative valyge systems, but of
intefest here are the levels of consciousness involved,
the extent to which the diffusion of youth cultures
weakens this resistance, and the relationship between

resistance at the symbolic level and resistance at the
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| concrete.level, the two not being independenf of each
" other. At the end of their paper they write:
"Our own, unsystematic, judgement is

that even if youth culture is not

‘political in the sense of being part

of a class-conscious struggle for State

power, it nevertheless, does provide

' a necessary ﬁrecondition of such'a
struggle. Given the structural power-

~ lessness of working class kids and given
the amount of state pressure they have
to absorb, we can only marvel at the fun
and  the strength of the culture that
.supports their survival as any sort of
group at all., If the final question is
how to build on that culture, how to
organise it, transform resistance into
rebellion, then that is the question |
which takes us out of youth culture and
into analysis of working class politics

34

génerally."

I can agree that any mature political struggle must
grow out of working class struggles at the cultural or
sub-cultural level, the problem is one of fitting this
proposition into a general theoretical framéwork, so
‘that the connections can be made between the yarious
forms of "political" activity. As the final part

of this paper hopes to show ﬁhis requires the rejection



of the narrow definitions of political found in
traditional griminology, though at the same time
an awareness that widening the definition too far
makes the concept meaningless.

Murdock and McCron

Finally in this section I want to turn to the
Qork of Murdock and McCron (who are not, incidently
based at the Birmingham Centre). Much of their work
has been aimed at éxploding the myth of the classless
teenager. Indeed they have stressed that teenage
culture actually reaffirms, rather than destroys,
class divisions among joung people. Their study of

35

a large comprehensive school in the Midlands shows
how strong class-related divisions existed between
the top examination-oriented streams and the bottom
"rougher" streams., These divisions were expressed
through such things as musical affiliation, dress and
stereotyping of the other groups.

In their paper on class and generational
consciousness,36 fhey are concerned with.class
qonsciousness as it is manifested in youth, and the
ways in which young people conceive of social stratif-
jcation. This means that we have to understand the
common sense ways in which people see class structure,
these being related to particulér social contexts and
the influence qf hegemonic ideology. To illustrate the

way in which people can talk about stratification

without using the term class, they quote from "The Paint

House" :



- A15%-
", ,.when I was at school I thought I was
' middle ciass ya.know. So I said to me
mum' we're middle class' and she said
'You fucking ain't ya know, middle class
is_snobs', And I didn't know. I thought
Because'you wasn't a tramp you was middle
qiassﬁ I thodght this because there was
always people at school ﬁoorer than youee.
so you might be 'igher."37
Cohbeptions of class at a localised level derive
from both the expefience'of inequality and the response
to the dominant ideology:
"They are conéequently the produdts not
only of people's peréiétent'efforts to
impose'meaﬂing on their own immediate
experience of ineqﬁality and subordination,
but also of their attempts to appropriate
and rework definitions’ of the situation
offered by mass communications and education
'systems."38 | |
The authors argue that because of their generational
experiencéé of institutions that continually play down’ the
significance of class, adolescents are particularly
vulnerable to confusion and contradiction in class
consciousness,
Thefcreation,of sub-cultural "style" is seen as a
-ﬂcumulative process of selection and transformation" ,

where "objects, symbols and activities" are appropriated
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from thgir original social meaning system and made
ihto an alternative sub-culturai aﬁalgam. As Murdock
and McCron put it:
"Subcultural styles can therefore be seen
as coded expressions of class consciousness
transposed into the specific context of
youth and reflective of the complex way
in which age acts as a mediation both of
@lass experience and of ciass consciousness."39
Here they are in agreement with the model suggested by
Clarke et al above. However, Murdock and McCron do
present their argument in a way that more effectively
brings out the importance of consciousness; their
concept "coded expressions'" may prove to be particularly
useful. They also point out that by concentrating on the
area of leisure - where there is greater freedom for
action - sub-cultural studies have directed attention
away from the world of work:
"Without a detailed grasp of the ways in
'which class inequalities are experienced
- and ﬁegotiated at the point of production
however, any attempt to relate particular
forms of consciouéness and cultural
response to particular class locations
must necessarily remain partial.""LO
Two further points.that they make have already been

commented on, Firstly, there is a need to explain why

adolescents sharing the same class position do not
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univérsally attach themselves to a particular sub-
cuitdre, and why some orientate to sub-cultures
originating in other ciass factions. And secondly,
sub-cultural anaiysis tends to exclude those who
opt out of sub-culturél affiliation,:that ié

"conventibnal" youth,
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CHAPTER FIVE

WORKING CLASS DELINQUENCY AS POLITICS

Politics and Deviance

My aim so far has been to outline developments in
the sociology of crime and deviance from the 1960s up
to the present day, in so far as these developments
relate to the theme of politics and deviance:
especially the politics of working class delinguency.
in the 1960s deviance was increasingly approached as
a political issue, in the sense that the creation and
application of rules prohibiting certain kinds of
behaviour was a political process. At the same time
widef cultural aevelopments linked up with the radical
ends of some academic disciplines and produced in some
guarters a "politicisation" of deviance, leading to
such things as the "politicé" of homosexuality, the
"politics" of madness and the "politics" of drug-use.
‘Towards the end of the sixties some sociologists began
to eitend.the argument put forward by the early labelling
theorists, and argued that a convergence was taking place
between "ordinary" deviants and-political marginals, and
that some deviant acts were in themselves "political',
The 1970s saw a "hardening" of politics, and an attempt
to develop an explicitly Marxist theory of-crime and
deviance. Notable here was the work ef Taylor, Walton
*and Yéung, who argued that much deviance was a political
act@} Recent material from the Birmingham Centre for
Contemporary Cultural Studies is important in that it

focuses attention specifically on adolescent working
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class sub—cultural formations., These are seen as
providing symbolic modes of cultural resistance.
The task now is to construct a theoretical framework
‘within which to analyse the political status of working
class delinguency.

In Chapter One I suggested that we could find
within sociology five analytically distinct ways in
which deviance and politics have been related to each
other:

l. The creétion and applicétion of rules
is a political process,
o. There is a convergence between deviant acts
and political acts, and some, or most, deviance
is in itself political.
. Deviant acts can have political consequences.
4. Wider political structures can facilitate
deviant respoﬁses.
5. Sociologists rmust emphasise the unity of
-theory and practice, so that sociological
work is'used in the socialist struggle.
Although all of these ways of connecting deviance
with politics relate to some extent to the question of
the political status of working class delinguency, it
is number 2 that is of primary concern. In fact we
can sharpen the issue even more by separating out three
dimensions to‘humber 2, PFirstly, it has been argued
thaf-political minorities are increasingly having
recourse to deviant modes of operation and life style.

Secondly, it has been argﬁed that deviant groups are
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increasingly adopting strategies which are normally
associated with political minorities. And thirdly,
it haé.been'argued that some, or most,-deviant acts
should in themselves now be seen as political., The
first.dimenéioﬂﬁdoes not directly concern us here;
what is important is to distinguish between the second
and third dimensioﬁs. With the second dimension we have
a situation where a deviént group attempts to alter
their position in and treatment by society by adopting
new strategies usually associated with political
minoritiés. Thué,.for example, homosexuals have
increasingly orgaﬁised thémselves'and engaéed in actions
aimed at redrawing'the moral boundaries. HoWever,-it is
not the actual deviance that has become political: being
a homoéexual and indulging in homosexual acts have not
now become political in themselves, rather if is the
| new modes of protest that are political. On the other
hand, with the third dimension we have a situation
. where the deviance itself is seen as beiﬂg political.
Stan Cohen is referring to this case when he writes:

"There is confusion about the line beyond

which 'stealing' becomes 'looting',

'hooliganism' becomes"fioting'..."l

Taylof, Walton and Young are also referring to this

case when they say that."much deviance is in itself a
political act.,"

Thus the question of the political status of working

class delinquency corresponds to this third dimension to
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number 2 above, for.here we are taking a category of
socially censured behaviour and trying to assertain
whether the behaviour can in itself in any way be
defined as political.

The term "political® has a strong emotive
,conﬁent of course, and to designate a deviant act
"as political is to make a powerful statement about
the act. Indeed, although those sociologists who have
atteﬁpted to illuminate what they see as the political
content of some deviant behaviour have done so from a
variety of perspectives, they are united by a common
desire to represent the actions of the deviant as
rational and meaningful, and tbus repudiate those
traditional approaches which spoke of "meaningless
péthology" or "senseless violence"., And it is this
injection of apparently "unearned" status into
deviance such as paki-bashing and truanting that
traditional criminologists have had difficulty
accepting. One of the difficulties here is that
different schools of thought have been operating with
different initial definitions of "political™, The
issue is complicated by the fact that the orthodox
TLeft has often fallen in line with traditional stances,
whilst other Left factions have been attracted by the
notion of deviance as rebellion against the capitalist
system, especially when the working class have appeared
to be5at worst politically quiescent, and at best trapped

within a trade union consciousnéss. Whilst I accept the
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need to see deviant behaviour as being generally
purposive and rational from the actor's point of view,
there is still a danger of drifting into a romanticisation
of deviance - in particular working class deviance. It
should be stressed that even if one views certain acts as
political, this does not necessarily mean that they are
political in a socialist sense: certain types of deviance
may more properly be viewed as reactionary rather than
progressive.

At the centre 6f the enterprise is the need to
construct an adequate definition of political, and then
out'of this a conceptual framework within which to locate
delinquency. The paper so far has produced a number of
working definitions., Pearson, for insténce, suggests
that deviance is political if it is an "attempt to right
Wrongs."2 Stan Cohen argues that deviance becomes
pélitical when it becomes "a self conscious move to change
the social order";3 political deviancy for Rock is "that
activity which is regarded as expressly political by its
participants"% and by this he means that the deviant

2 suggests

wishes to redraw the moral boundaries. Hall
that politically deviant groups are characterised by the

following:

a. The group's projects must contain some
manifest political aim or goal as well
as perhaps a latent content of deviant
attitudes and life style.

b, They use "illegitimate" means to further
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$r secure their ends,

Ce In life style, attitude and relationships
they are socially unorthodox, permissive,
even subversive,

d. They are marginal to more powerful groups.

€, They challenge the established political
framework,

f. They by;pass "left" "reformism" and trade
union "economism",

Taylor, Walton and Young argue that "much deviance
is in itself a political act."

In spite of some variations in how-writers have .
defined "political", the definitions are not so-
disparate as to ref;ect conceptual anarchy. There are
at least basic similarities deriving frpm'a common social
scieptific background; fundamentally they all use the
exercising of power as a reference point, Traditional
criminologists will agree.with the "radicals" that
politics is to do with power, though they will tend not
to be enthusiastic about the argument that, for example,
school truants ére behaving politically when they "vote
with their feet", because for them it is not that kind
of power that makes an act political.

Thus at one level of analysis we can focus on the
definition of political being used, and assesses its
usefulness as a tool of sociological research. 1In

order to reject a particular_definition we would have

to show its shortcomings as a sociological concept, or,
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‘in extreme cases, show how it is just plain silly.
Stan Cohen's érgument that deviance is political when
it is a "self conscious attempt to change the social
order" is of a different order to one which, for
'instance, said that deviance is political if it is
carried out on a Wednesday night (when therewas no
social significance attached to Wednesday night of
course).

In their own way all of the definitions of
political deviance given above have validity, though
none of them seems to be especially appropriate for an
analysin of working class delinguency. The definitions
offered by Cohen, Rock and Hall are essentially designed
for analysis of "politicised" deviant groups such as Gay
Liberation, and political groups lying at the margins of
orthodox politics. And Pearson's definition, although
it has been applied to certain types of working class
delinquency, lacks sharpness.l For the purposes of this
paper I will aefine political actions as those actions
that are conscioué attempts to resist or contain the
power of others. The definition makes no claim to
universal application, for it is essentially a definition
appropriate to those whose position in society is one of
Snbordination. It is not, one would think, an especially
controversial formulation, as it is to some extent an
amalgém of other definitions; but it is broad enough to
‘bring a significant number of responses into focus. This

raw working definition, however, needs to be qualified.
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Those sociologisﬁs who have argued that some types of
so-cailed "ordinary" delinquency should really be seen
as political have avoided simply using the term "political",
and have searched for what perhaps can be described as
a "softer" term. IIn other words they see these instances
.of delinguency as a form of politics., Thus delinguency
has been variously described as "crypto-political",
"latently political", "culturally political" and
"primitive rebellion". We shall see examples of this
in the research which follows., Given that we possess .
a working definition of political, it is necessary at
this stage to spell out my own suggestions regarding
the classification of different types of delinquency
according to their political content, Taking as a
basis the proposition that not all delinquent acts are
political, my own position is that there are three basic
categories into which delinquent acts can be placed:
POLITICAL: Delinquency which corresponds to
one's definition of political and
occupies a position on a "mature" -

"immature" spectrum,

PRE-POLITICAL: Delinquency which cannot be defined
as political, but represents a pre -
or latently political form of

_behaviour, Here the delinquency
indicates a potential for political
action, may'contaih features

associated with such action, and
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may, under certain conditions,
presage such action.
NON= Delinquency which has no political
POLITICAL
status according to one's basic
definition.,.

Thus, for example, when Pearson (see below) argues
that the paki-bashing in his study was "erypto-political",
he presumably means that the political content of the
delinquency was "real", though hidden from view, not
apparent, If this'were the case, then the paki-bashing
would be located, in my scheme, in the first "political"
category; the machine smashing would also be in this
category.

The Search for a Politics of Delinquency

Once a definition has been arrived at in theory,
the question of whether specific examples of delinquency
are political or not can only be answered on the basis of
empirical evidence, or, if we are keeping it at the level
of theory, by the construction of ideal types. We cannot
merely assert that, for instance, truants are behaving
politically because they are resisting the power of the
school; the statement must be verified empirically.
In the same way that no deviant act is in an absolute
sense deviant, so no deviant. act is in an absolute sense
political. The act must be situated in a specific socio-
historical setting and, as I have indicated earlier, the
analysis should also involve the notion of consciousness:

deviant acts should be seen as having meaning for the
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people committing them., Furthermore, from a Marxist
standpoint the category "delinquent" has no validity
except as a legal definition, which means that,
amongst other things, it is useless to search for common
forms of consciousness across the range of so-~called
delinquents. Of course for Taylor, Walton and Young
the fact that delinquency is purposive behaviour is
enéugh to give the delinquency political status, but
as I attempted to show in my discussion of their work,
whilst the delinquent is in effect breaking ideological
rules, the crucial consideration is the consciousness
involved when the rules are broken. Thus I am
suggesting that it is not so much the fact of breaking
rules that makes delinguency political, as the reasons
for breaking rules.

Here we reach the heart of the problem. Given
that we have a basic definition of political, how are
we to -assess whether or not particular types of
delinguency are political? What indicators are we to
use in order to carry out the classification? For the
purposes of analysis we can separate out three broad
dimensions to delinguency, all of which are inter-
related: -

i, The act itself and its effects: its

nature, when it was carried out, ifs
target, and so on.

ii, The structural context: the constraints,

experiences and social conditions acting

on the participants. These include
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fundamental structural considerations
such as economic and cultural
disjunctions and a delinquent's position
in the class structure, which will have
long term pervading influences on
behaviour and attitudes, as well as
structural factors more immediate to
the actual act, such as treatment by a
particular teacher in the classroom.

iii, The forms of consciousness involved.

Contained within the above will lie potential
indicators of the political status of delinquency; the
problem, however, is to extract these indicators and
use them in such a way that delinguent behaviour can
be classified as "political", "pre-political" or "non-
political”,

I have argued that a consideration of forms of
consciousness is crucial to an analysis of the political
status of delinquency. To ignore this- dimension is to
deal with only part of the totaiity of the social
reality of delinguency, though because they are closely
interwoven with consciousness, the structural context
and the nature of the act do provide indicators of the
type of consciousness involved. However, to simply take
the structural context of delinguency, or the nature of
the act itself, to the exclusion of consciousness, opens

the door to the possibility of all kinds of grandiose
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assertions., For example, to argue that delinquency
carried out by a black adolescent from the ghetto
must be political simply because of his treatment by
a white ruling class, rises little above the level
of assertion., It is quite another thing to say that
the conditions he experiences provides a potential
climate for the development of a political consciousness,
Likewise to focus on the act itself, for example hitting
a Pakistani, even if it takes place in an area of "racial
tension" (i.e. even including structural considerations)
provides only partial evidence of its political nature.
A complete analysis would have to involve all three
dimensions to delinquent behaviour, .

Rearson's Study of Paki-Bashing in a North East Lancashire Town

I will pay particular attention to Pearson's study
for a number of reasons. PFirstly it provides a good example
of an attempt to relate a basic argument regarding the
pblitics of delinquency to a concrete situation. Secondly,
my knowledge of the town in which the study is set and
the availability of relevant information because of
this, allows me to present a detailed criticism of
Pearson's work., Thirdly, having dealt at some length
with Pearson's work in this paper, I feel it would be
useful to pursue this through to what he offers as
empirical evidence to support his general position.

"T have described paki-bashing in

North East Lancashire as a response
to cultural and economic change, and
as an attempt to stamp a hold on the

world." 7
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Thus Pearson sums up his analysis of an outbreak
of so-called paki-bashing in the town of Accrington in
the early 1960s. In the study he argues that the paki-
bashing represented a form of working class political
deviance; those involved being compared to the power
loom smashers who, in an earlier period of Lancashire's
history, engaged in "primitive rebellion" (to borrow
Hobsbawm's term) or “"erypto-political" action.
The strongest aspect of the study is that he
relates the 1life of the people of Accrington to the
wider social and economic changes occurring around
them, By imbuing his analysis with a sense of history
(especially a "history from below") he not only attempts
td show how cotton culture is a dynamic social phenomenon,
but also to present a perspective on more recent violences
pervaded by a strong feeling of deja-vu: of having been
here before., And the fact that he was brought up in
Accrington gives the essay "a distinctly personal
quality" which, I would argue, allows Pearson to approach
the study with a potentially useful and valid sensitivity.®
As Pearson himself puts it:
- vAnd rather than trying to disengage myself
'scientifically' from those personal.roots,
in what follows I have tried to picture for
the reader how 'paki-bashiﬁg' makes itself

felt, and finds its place in the everyday,

2 This notion of "sensitivity" is taken up elsewhere
in this paper as part of a general discussion of method.
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working class world of this part of

Lancashire. You could say that I claim

the 'special' knowledge of autobiography

in this essay."8

Coincidently, I also make claim to the "special
knowledge of autobiography" in this essay, for I too
am a native of Accrington, I left the town in 1970.
"Trouble“

The event which sparked off the outbreak of
paki-bashing occurred on the 21st July 1964, It seems
that an argument developed in a small coffee bar on a
main street in Accrington between two Pakistanis and
a small group of white men. The argument continued
outside and a fight broke out. One of the Pakistanis
allegedly pulled out a knife and killed one of the
white men with it: a Scottish demolition worker at
tﬁat time working in the town. According to Pearson
white youths were also involved, though I could find
no evidence for this in the newspaper reports. I say
this not simply as a quibble over ages, but because
the involvement of young working class people in the
violence during this period is an important point for
Pearson. He also states that a group of Pakistanis
were involved, though in court it was said that only
two were present.

Because his workplace overlooked this main street
Pearson had first heard news of the incident from some
of his workmates who had seen some of the action. All

this happened in the late afternoon, though it was early
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in the evening, when he was walking home from work,
that he experienced at first hand some of the re-
percussions from the stabbing. And it is here that
Pearson begins to describe the events in a manner
bordering on the sensational, Indeed one major
criticism which can be made of his study is that in
order to stress the similarities with the 19th century
machine smashing violence he exagerates the events in
Accrington in 1964, If it is the same sort of principle
at work in each case, then there is no need to try to
amplify the scale of the violence in 1964, He describes
what he saw when walking home early that evening:
"Tn the early evening, on my way home from
work, I met With a large gang of about
100-200 white youths and men, ages ranging
from 15 to 30. They were moving down the
main street of the town in search of 'pakis'
and many of the gang carried chains, belts
and sticks, They also had some large
menacing dogs with them most of which seemed
to be alsations., It was not clear where they
had gathered, or how they had come together,
but they were coming from the direction of
the same coffee bar which was also close to
a pub and a small dance hall which was well
known for minor trouble and toughness.
Their appearance suggested they were 'the

1lads'. But these were not skinheads: this
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was long before the days of the skinhead,
in the time of the mod. But nor were they
mods: mod fashions and styles had not yet
reached this part of Britain, and it is
doubtful whether they ever really did.
The style of the gang was that of the
' latter-day teddy boy...The mob, if it
was a mob, moved down the street...A couplé
of police cars hovered abouﬁ, but made no
attempt to interfere, and as the gang went
"along a few Pakistanis who were standing
at bus queues wére knocked down, beaten
and trampled on...I was walking a few yards
behind the mob by now, not too sure what
to do, going in the same diréction.' On
one occasion as the gang passed a bus-stop,
a 'paki' who had not been visible from
within their ranks, emerged from under their
feet - as if he had been 'heeled' from a
rugby pack. "The lads' were literally
walking on 'the pakis'... the 'paki' lay
on the floor, bleeding from the head and
face, dazed and struggling to get off the
flo‘gr."9
This particular section of the study raises a number
of issues. To begin with terms such as "large gangs",
"the lads", and "mob", references to "1arge-menacing

dogs" and statements such as "'the lads' were literally
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walking on 'the pakis'", do remind one of more sensational
media accounts of activities such as football hooliganism.
Stan Cohen has highlighted the exageration of adolescent
violence by the media:
"The regular use of phrases such as 'riot',
'orgy of destruction', 'battle', 'attack',
'seige', 'beat up the town', and 'screaming
mob', left an image of a besiéged town from
which innocent holiday makers were fleeing
to escape from a marauding mob."10
The similarities with Pearson are remarkable,
and strangely enough in a recent (and excellent)
article on the "law and order" lobby in the country
Pearson attacks those who sensationalise events involving
young people:
", ..the fear of lawlessness is not just
a projeétion of the collective unconscious,
in so far as it appears to be directly
connected to the dwindling horizons of the
political and economic future of the British
state, it is the pulse of anxiety heightened
by the sensational stories which preoccupy
the news media."11
It is also remarkable that 100-200 youths and men had
assembled together at that time of the day. Normally the
majority of them would have been working or at School

during the day of course, but that particular week was

the first week of Accrington's annual holiday period,
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when most workplaces would be closed (or operating a
skeleton staff) and possibly 'the lads' would have been
more likely to be "available", However, the question of
how they got there remains unanswered. Pearson's point
that "they were coming from the direction of the_coffee
bar which was also close to a pub and a small dance hall"
may bg_relevant to some extent, though at that time of
the day-the pub would only just have opened for the
evening, or may not even have been open, and the dance
hall would most certainly have been closed. The pub
and the dance hall were set back a little from the main
road, so it is possible that word of a get-together was
circulated, and this space was the obvious venue, being
close as it was to where the stabbing occurred, and
outside the pub and dance hall popular with the "hard
lads" of Accrington. Of one thing we can be certain:
'the so-called mob did not create itself spontaneously
out of a clientele who happened to be in the pub and
dance hall, Whatever it was that managed to convene such an
awesome gathering, and even considering that it was
holiday time, the estimate by Pearson of 100-200 people
does seem guite remarkable, and there are no references
in the local paper to this event.

His style of presentation seems to be calculated
to reinforce what he perceives as similarities between
this group and groups of machine smashers in 19th century
Accrington, the most potent element being.the use of the

term 'mob', He even draws a parallel between the role
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of the law enforcers at the respective moments in
history. He recounts that in 1826 a group of handloom
rioters was met by troops called out to quell them,

The troops did not turn them back, but on hearing
their complaints and seeing their suffering gave the
mob foot to eat. Of the 1964 "riot" he writes:

"It (the mob) sometimes moved into the

road, but kept mainly to the wide pavements,

A couple of police cars hovered about, but

made no attempt to interfere."12

Curiously none of this was reported in the press,
and no-one was arrested at this time. That the police
sympathised'with the mob in the same way that the troops
had sympathised with the handloom weavers would be a
difficult argument to sustain, as would be a "conspiracy
of silence" argument on the part of the local press (in
spite of that particular newspaper's shortcomings)., |
The question them remains: why was such an unusual
'sight as a 100-200 armed mob, with alsations to
reinforce their ranks, walking through the streets of
Accrington early on a summer's evening, and trampling
on any unfortunate Pakistanis who happened their way,
not reported?

Pearson says:

"T would have found a battle between two
rival gangs of white youths in the street

something much more exceptional."13

In 196l gangs of white youths fighting in the streets

of Accrington at half-past five in the evening would not
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have seemed to me to be any less exceptional; both
occurrances would have been equally spectacular, and
unusual.

A final point worth making on this concerﬁs the
types of men and youths taking part in this march
through the town. This has certain important
implications for his comparison with the machine
smashers, and for this reason will be returned to
later in more detail., Pearson describes the participants
as "the lads", which presumably means that they were
men and youths from the "tougher" end of the working
class. As he Says, skinheads appeared much later on
in the youth scene. 1In 196l Mods were beginning to'
catech on nationally, but these were not Mods according
to Pearson, which, if one has knowledge of Accrington
at that time is no surprise, but not because as he
puts it "Mod fashions and styles had not yet reached
this part of Britain, and it is doubtful whether they
ever really did." In 1964 there were Mods in Accrington,
and in all the surrounding towns, though not on the
scale of a major city such as London, or even Manchester.
Tt would have been surprising to find Mods on this
particular demonstration of anti~-immigrant feeling
because in the main any Mods in the town céme from the
middle class, grammar school stratum, not from the
working class., The tougher working class youth of
Accrington were in general less than enthusiastic
about becoming mods, in spite of the stress in the

media on Mod-connected violence, "Mod" had a slightly
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effeminate ring to it, In the next couple of years
though some of these lads did lean towards the harder
mod style.

As Pearson admits, the 'mob' was not only composed
of youths though, and if his description is accurate,

a fair sprinkling of ex-teds was in evidence, whilst
any youths present would have been the harder, unqualified
working class lads,

Pearson followed behind the column until they reached
the centre of town, then he went off in a different
direction:

"...and here the gang moved into another

thoroughfare, the police cars shadowing

them, Apart from the rioters there were

only a few people about, on their way home

from work."lu

Again the point must be made that the use of a word
such as "rioters" in the effort to make the group into
latter day machine smashers serves to exagerate what
hapbened.

More Trouble

This, then, occurring only a couple of hours
after the coffee bar stabbing, was the first of a small
number of incidents involving whites and Pakistanis in
the town. We can never know exactly how many incidents
there were during this period, though we can refer to
those  incidents which led to court appearances, In all
there were three such incidents, though one of them

bordered on the ludicrous, and provided, as Pearson
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puts it "almost comic relief". On August 1lst a 34 yeaf.'
0ld man threw a piece of concrete at an Italian,
accompanying his missile with the words: "This Pakistani
is not going to stab me." He had a number of previous
convictions (a point not mentioned by Pearson) and was
goaled for two months, Of the other two incidents the
first occurred on the same evening that the march had
taken place, though some time afterwards. Severe local
flooding pushed this story into second place on the
front page of the "Accrington Observer". The story was
headed "'We Will Stamp Out Mob Rule and Hooliganism'
Bench Tell Goaled Three. Gang of thirty in street:
Pakistanis attacked."
Pearsors description of what happened is as
follows:
"The police had eventually moved in on
a smaller crowd who had rushed some
Pakistanis in a bus shelter. A hapdful
of men were arrested and charged with
being drunk and disorderly, and behaviour
likely to cause a breach of the peace,
But the peace had already been breached,
and for a couple of weeks there was a
new flood hitting Accrington: 'paki—bashing.'"15
What Pearson fails to mention is that this incident
happened at 9.50 p.m., that is about three hours after
he parted company with the earlier "rioters". We do not

know what happened during those three hours, except that
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at least some of them spent the time drinking, but
the e¢rowd had certainly diminished in size from
100f200 to 30, According to the police evidence
in court two policemen saw about 30 young men
walking through the town, they split into two
parﬁies, then a group ran at two Pakistanis and
struck them, One of the Pakistanis was knocked
to the ground and kicked. This was seen by the
two policemeh, who arrested three of those involved.
Later on the same night they arrested a fourth man
on similar charges. Three of them (all in their
twenties) were goaled for one month, whilst the
fourth, a 17 year old local lad, was found not guilty
of being drunk and disorderly, and bound over for a
year for other offences. The three men goaled® were
all Scotsmen, not locals, and one of them apparently
told the police: "It was me., I will kick any more
of the __ I find, It was my mate they killed."
Pearson's description of this incident again
ends on a sensational note in his reference to a 'new
flood hitting Accrington: paki-bashing'". We have to
ask what he means when he uses the metaphor "flood".
According to Pearson there were during this period:
", . ...Sporadic attacks on-immigrants, the
streets in which they lived invaded, windows

broken, the curtains of their houses set on

# Pearson says two, but he overlooks the fourth man
arrested later on the same night.



-180-
fire, Moslem food shops wrecked and
vandalised."16
However, his information seems to have been

gathered from the back page of the Accrington Observer,
Saturday 1lst August. Here was a report of a meeting
of the Accrington Pakistani Friendship Association
where one of the speakers said that a number of youths
had attacked a house where a number of Pakistanis lived,
and, af@er failing to break in, broke a window and set
fire to the curtains. He went on to say that two attacks
had been made on a Moslem food store, resulting in a
cracked window and a broken glass panel in the front
door. None of this was reported in the local newspaper
as a story, and if we compare Pearson's account of the
incidents with the original account a degree of
exaggeration has certainly crept in, e.g. only one
Moslem food shop was attacked, and it was hardly
"wrecked".

The following week (July 30th) the second of the
three incidents leading to court appearances took place,
This merited a méin headline in the local paper of:
"Disturbances: Ugly Turn." Pearson describes what
happened :

u_ ..men were arrested when they appeared in

the centre of the town with a double-barrelled
shotgun, -They shouted: 'Black bastards.
Stop or we will shoot you.' There was a

struggle and...the police were told: 'You

: nigger lover. They all want shooting.'
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'The lads' were charged and goaled for
everything conceivable: threatening
behaviour, behaviour likely to cause a
bfeach of the peace; possession of an
offensive weapon; assaulting a police
officer; and damage to the door of a
police cell, But they were not charged
with assaulting the Pakistanis, and nor
was anyone else charged with assault
during the brief season of paki-bashing."17
In fact 'the lads' were all men in their twenties,
Two of them had previous convictions and were goaled;
the third was fined £20., From newspaper coverage of
the court case it seems that the gun was not loaded,
and the menlhad no ammunition for it, The man found
guilty of possession of an offensive weapon claimed
in court that the gun was an antique., He was also
quoted as saying:
"T never shouted at them, I have nothing
against them, They are allright. It was
only the other night I assisted one in a
bus,"
They were not charged with assaulting the Pakistanis
mainly, one would think, because no Pakistanis had been
assaulted., According to the newspaper report the men

had threatened to shoot at Pakistanis as they walked

along the road.
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King Cotton Loses His Crown

Pearson's central thesis is that the actions of
the paki-bashers in Accrington in 1964 were not the
acts of mindless hooligans, carried out without rhyme
or reason, but rational acts created out of the cultural
and economic' changes experienced by the people of
Accrington in particular and the people of Lancashire
in general., The decline of the cotton industry, marked
out by the savage closure of one mill after another,
especially in the post-war period, proceeded in the
face of increasing competition from cheap imported
cotton goods from India, Pakistan and Hong Kong,
Pearson argues that the "trouble" is set:
" ,.in the context of Accrington's social
and economic life, and aloﬁgside the
peculiar place which the Pakistani
migrant worker assumes in the drama of
the collapse and transformation of the
industrial base of the 1ocality."18
Growing out of this, the townspeople had to cope
with certain fundamental cultural changes in the early
1960s;
"g continuing preoccupation with anxiety
about the stability of life: of work,
worship and thrift."19
An emerging prosperity meant that people had to
adjust to their new role of consumers, whereas
traditionally 'thrift' had been a central value in

the cotton culture. This "prosperity" in the "never
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hed it so good" period was facilitated to some extent
by the new industries attracted to the town, It is
important to bear.in mind that the "troubles" did take
place (perhaps paradoxically) within the context of
relative prosperity; I shall return to this,

Pakistanis first entered Accrington to settle in
1960/61. By 1964 the number of Pakistanis living there
was 250, and the total population of the town was 37,000,
Pearson argues that the Pakistani Migrant worker has a
"peculiar place" in the modern history of cotton. Not
only is he viewed in stereotypical ways - a "dark stranger"
with funny habits - but he also represents a visible
manifestation of the problems of the cotton industry.

His countfy, using "cheap coolie labour" had flooded

the globe with cheap cotton goods, and thus contributed
to the demiée of Lancashire's cotton industry. Certainly
sporadic attempts had been made to get'the importation

of such goods banned. Now here he was on their doorsteps,
actually taking Jjobs that previously Lancashire folk had
done., In reality of course, Pakistani workers in the main
took those jobs that the mill owners had difficulties
filling from the indigenous population (e.g. shift work,
nights), Pearson is suggesting that the economic
competition from the Asian countries, coupled with a
Pakistani presence, produced feelings in the local
community akin to racism:

"Tt is difficult to say just where demands

for tariff control end and racism begins,
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but they often have that undertone:
what right did these foreign coolies
have to take away the livelihood of
honest Lancashire mill workers? Had not
the British Empire ruled the sea,
stamped half the map of the world with
imperial red, and dragged the 'wogs'
out of their jungle slumbers?“zo
For Pearson the incidents involving whites and
Pakistanis can only be understood when analysed within
the context of Accrington's social and economic dis-
junctions. The actions of the paki-basher are endowed
with a political dimension, in Pearson's analysis he
becomes a "primitive rebel":
"!'pgki-bashing' is a primitive form
of political and economic struggle. It
is an inarticulate and finally impotent
attempt to act directly on the conditions
of the market...When it is understood at
an eye-to-eye level...it can be seen for
what it is: a rudimentary form of political.
action, and a sad and hopeless rage."
And later on:
"He is a ‘primitive revbel', and. the primitive
rebel directs his fury against culturally

prescribed symbols of cultural and economic

decay."22

Spinning Jenny Gets Her Come-Uppance

Whilst some superficial similarities exist between
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these paki-bashers and the machine smashing handloom

weavers in this part of Lancashire in the late 18th
and early 19th centuries, Pearson's attempt to draw a
parallel overlooks, I would argue, some fundamental
differences. These differences occur on two levels:
the scale of the "trouble", and, more importantly,
its nature. His basic argument is that the cultural
and economic disjunctions in the early stages of the
industrial revolution led to periodic outbursts of
violence. Specifically, the intense hardship and
suffering experienced by the handloom weavers of
Lancashire, which they saw as the direct result of
the factory mechanisation of production, produced
occasional violent retaliation against the machines,
and sometimes the factories. As he puts it:

"Phis history (of working class life in the towns)
is not peaceful, and we can obtain a better
grasp of the nature of working class
hooliganism if we compare paki-bashing
with the violent eruptions which brought
the cotton towns to life."23

And violent they were, Even Pearson's potted version
indicates the grand scale of this earlier "hooliganism"ﬂ
One of the mést famous examples of power loom smashing
by handloom weavers began in Accrington in 1826, Armed
with crowbars and sledgehammers the mob destroyed 158

looms and two factories in Accrington, after which they

moved on to other towns in the area, As one historian
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puts it:
| "by nightfall, there was not a single
power-loom left standing within six
miles oi‘.‘.Blackburn."ZLL

As one might expect troops were called out, and
a number of men were killed.

In the last half of the 18th century a number of
mills which had installed spinning jennies (invented
at Oswaldwistle by James Hargreaves) were destroyed.
The Plug Riots in 1842 prevented production in many
factories, and led. to sporadic outbursts of rioting
and fighting over the summer months,

Large gatherings of people on the moors above
the towns were not unusual. In 18,42, for example,

26 ,000 people attended a meeting on the outskirts of
Accrington, where, apparently, the general feeling
was that "they might as well die by the sword as by
hunger."

For Pearson (following Hobsbawm) the handloom
- weavers were "primitive rebels" engaging in an
"underdeveloped" type of political action:

"' primitive rebels' - men who have not

yet found, or who are only beginning
to find, a mature political voice in
which to express and act upon their
grievances....The background to the

hooliganism of the early 19th century
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was, in fact, a growing sense of

political strategy."25

From my own polition I would be much more comfortable
arguing this with respect to the handloom weavers than
with respect to the 1964 paki-bashers, though ceniral
to Pearson's work is the argument that the model
aprlies to both of them:

", ..thus machine-smashing and paki-bashing

. emerge at points of cultural and economic

dislocations as a primitive resistance by

men (as often as not young men) who cannot
' 26

define what it is that they are resisting,"

The Critique

We can now move on to a more detaiied critical
analysis of Pearson's position by taking up the
two "levels" on which I will argue problems occur,
The first concerns the relative scale of the violence.
From the descriptions given it is clear that in
comparison with the machine smashers the outbreak
of trouble between whites and Pakistanis in 1964
was relatively trivial. Pearson's description of
the march by 100-200 men and youths through the town
does not contain any concrete evidence of the extent
of the damage done either to Pakistanis or property
during the march, As stated earlier, his use of
sensational language seems to be part of his attempt
to make it more like the marches of the machine

smashers than was the case in reality. The fact
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remains that nothing of this "riot" was reported in
the press, and the police apparently stood by and
did nothing, Pearson is also rather vague about the
rest of the damage to the Pakistani community, and,
apart from the three court cases, offers no specific
examples as evidence, I could find none in the local
press, though, I hasten to add, I am not saying that
Accrington's local newspaper is the fipal arbitrator
of truth, What I do feel, however, from my knowledge
of life in Accrington at that time, is that if "sporadic
attacks on immigrants occurred", and "Moslem food shops
wrecked and vandalised", then at least some of these
events would have appeared in the local paper. Little
of the so-called 'flood' of paki-bashing actually
resulted in legal proceedings. Court appearances
arose out of only three incidents: three men and a youth
rushed at two Pakistanis waiting for a bus and struck
them; three men threatened to shoot passing immigrants
with a gun for which they had no ammunition; and a
man threw a lump of concrete at an Italian thinking
he was a Pakistani. Seven men and one youth, then,
appeared in court during the "flood": six of the men
were goaled.

On a different, more important level, other
problems arise in Pearson's study regarding the
actual nature of the paki-bashing during those two
weeks or so in the summer of 1964, However, before

I begin it is worth pointing out, in passing, that
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there is much in Pearson's study that I admire and
agree with, His cultural and economic history of
the region is well written, and he does provide
a sensitive and very useful picture of life in
Accrington in more recent times, where his "special
knowledge of autobiography" is employed intelligently
and sympathetically. We do part company, however,
when it comes to the tricky business of explaining
the outbreak of paki-bashing,

To return to his comparison with the mac¢hine
smashers. It is obviously true that both in the early
stages of the Industrial Revolution, and more recently
in the 20th century, Accrington was subjected to many
far reaching changes. However, the "cultural and
economic disjunctions" experienced by the people of
the area in the early 19th century had a much more
immediate and terrible presence than was the case
in 1964. The handloom weavers were, quite apart from
other considerations, plainly desperate; they witnessed
their families literally starving to death. Even
though the objective reasons may have been located in
slumps in the U.K. economy, the power-looms provided
(as Pearson says) an immediate, localised, explanation -
a devil that could be exorcised by the satisfying
action of smashing them up., Indeed Pearson points out
that "the handloom weavers were forced into unthinkable
poverty", and the fact that troops sent out to stop
the rioters ended up giving them food suggests that

their sufferings were in the extreme, even in those
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days., He quotes the historian, Fay, who says that only
100 out of_a population of 9,000 in Accrington were
fully employed at the time of the Plug Riots, and
that "numbers kept themselves alive by céllecting
nettles and boiling them down." In Accrington in
1964 the picture was quite different. Of course
Pearson is not suggesting that the peoplg were
starving in 196L, but that comparable cultural
and economic disjunctions had created a comparable
situation of people trying to find their feet, Cultural
spinoffs from the economic changes had produced a kind
of anomie, Instead of smashing up poOwer-looms, the
people of Accrington (or some of them) took it into
their heads to exorcise this devil by smashing up
"pakis"., Culturally they were coming out of a period
of 'Prudence and Industry' - the town's motto - and
into one of prosperous consumerism, The cotton
industry, on which the town's earlier prosperity
and culture had rested, has.severely declined,
so that new types of industrial production had to be
coped with,

An apparent contradiction emerges here, On the
one hand we have "prosperity", which the people are
supposed to have had problems coping with, whilst on
the other the economic life of the community is taking
a hammering. DPearson's way out of this is to suggest

that it is not so much an economic depression that is
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important (for that was not being experienced) but a
depression specifically in the cotton sector., TFor it
was cotton that had orchestrated the 'tone' of life
in the town. It is true that many aspects of working
class culture in Accrington were intertwined with the
historical experience of working in the mills (family
life, the position of women, and even dialect, for
instance); being born in Accrington was to be born
into cotton culture. The closure of so many mills
altered this, but we should also remember that by
1964 wider social changes were also playing their
part. Some people did look back to the "good old
days": a "Golden Age" when Lancashire cotton ruled
the waves, and people lived in a "real" community,
but to what extent did all this apply to the paki-
bashers? - Pearson writes:
"Iif machinés appear to threaten the lives

of working men, we must not be surprised

if men knock them about a bit; and if

migrant workers become the culture's

symbol of industrial malaise, we should

not be surprised if they suffer a similar

fate."27

Here Pearson is not consistent, for he has shifted
the emphasis. From this gquote he is simply saying that
Pakistanis became scapegoats for the town's economic
difficulties; but the town was growing relatively
prosperous. And of the eight arrested in 1964, three

were themselves migrant workers.
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On the front page of the "Accrington Observer" on
August L4th 196l was the headline: "Accrington's Workless
Figure Is Now Less Than 1%". In fact the unemployment
rate for the town was a lowly 0.9%, the national rate
being 1.4%. Prosperity, or the lack of it is important:
it was the lack of it which seemed to provide the motive
force behind the machine smashers. It is interesting
that increases in paki-bashing in this area of North
East Lancashire in the 1970s (reaching serious proportions
in Blackburn) has accompanied steadily rising unemployment
levels and a lowering of real living standards. Arguably,
coping with unemployment is more of a problem for a
community than coping with relative prosperity.

Concomitantly, extreme right wing racist parties
such as the National Front have enjoyed increasing
support, the classical argument being that when people
experience an economic crisis simplistic explanations
of a racist nature appeal to an increasing number of
people,

The Pakistanis stereotype - the 'paki' - has,
as Pearson puts it:

"points of contact with the reality of

the life conditions of Pakistani workers."28

And that these operate as points of tension between
whites and immigrants:

"The points of contact are in relation

to the struggle over housing conditions,

women and jobs."29
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One wonders, however, to what extent these

tensions were operative in Accrington in the years

up to and including 196L. _Perhaps his argument is
more relevant to this and other areas in the country
in the 1970s, These points of contact, Pearson seems
to be arguing, act to ignite certain basic 1ll feelings
felt towards the Pakistanis which have arisen out of

a sense of cultural loss resﬁlting from the closure

of the mills: A Golden Age tarnished by Asian peoples.

I If we take housing, there is no evidence of this:
sort of struggle over houses in the town in 1964, Not
only'was the immigrant community relatively small in
numbers, but de-popﬁlation of the area had itself eased
pressure on homes, As far as jobs were concerned, as-
pointed out above, the unemployment rate was down to a
level that by today's standards seems almost mythologically
low., A "struggle" over women is a more acceptable notion,
as immigrant women were only a small proportion of the
total immigrant population then, but even here one would
have to provide more evidence than Pearson does to show
its importance in 196L4. He can only guess that the initial
stabbing incident was connected to this sort of tension,

He is aware that any trouble that arises at these
points of "tension" would tend not to involve more
"respectable" whites, and stresses the point by arguing
that Pakistanis would not look for girls in "respectable"

society, but would be forced into "low dives", and it is
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in "low dives" that trouble is much more likely to
flare up. This explains, he says, why the initial
trouble started in a coffee bar next to a dance hall
for teds. Pearson introduces his paki-bashing study
into a paper he wrote in 1976 on Hooliganism, where
he writes:
"The fact tQat migrants are excluded from

'nice places' . means that the struggle

is all the more intense between them

and the working class men and boys who

hang around in 'low dives' such as coffee

30

bars..."

Certainly the dance hall he speaks of had for many
years been a favourite haunt of teds, but the coffee
bar was not a "low dive"., I can say this with some
certainty, for I used to go into the coffee bar
myself two or three times a week in the evenings,
and I never saw any fights. The dance hall was,
admittedly, a different ball game altogether, but this
particular fight did not start there.

One obvious difference between events in 1964
and events in the early 19th century was that the
machine smashers were "ordinary folk"; they were
the very people who had themselves experienced severe
hardships because of, from their point of view, the
power-looms. The eight paki-bashers who appeared

in court in 1964 were not cotton workers acting
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directly on what they perceived as the root of their
troubles. Pearson's way out of this problem is to
argue that the "less respectable" engaged in direct
action, whilst the more respectable "ordinary folk"
kept their response at a low key; they limited their
response to "armchair paki-bashing".

According to Pearson the latter found themselves
in an ambivalent situation, in that whilst they tended
to think that paki-bashing was immoral, at the same
time they did not want to eondemn it outright: it was
understandable considering what these foreigners had
done to cotton culture. "The lads" are thus cast in
the role of cultural mercenaries, resonating the true
feelings of the people, who, because of fheir
socialisation, feel inhibited about putting them into
effect. It is as if "the lads" could carry cards on
which is emblazoned: "Have toughness, will do your
dirty work," (half of.those who appeared in court had
previous convictions). The paki-bashers, then, as is
the case with the machine smashers, are looked upon as
heroes:

"T have described the young hooligan of

1826 as a hooligan who was also a hero...

it has been my intention to bring alive

the mood of what the misdirected heroism

of the paki-basher speaks to his culture
about."31
He argues that Jjust as the community felt sympathy

for the actions of the machine smasher, so the community
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in 196l felt sympathy for the actions of the paki-
bashers, and that this is partly reflected in the
reactions of the law enforcers. I have already
commented -on his attempts to draw a parallel between
the "leniency" of the troops and the police, and
the supposed leniency of the courts in their
‘respective treatment of the offenders. The
suffering of the handloom weavers, coupled with
the resistance of .smaller mill -owners to the new
machinery, almost guaranteed them a certain amount
of sympathy, but the evidence does not indicate that
such sympathy was forthcoming for the paki-bashers.,
Pearson shows how the weavers were highly
selective in their destruction:
", ,..jennies with less than twenty
spindles were spared, because they were
thought to be a 'fair machine' which could
be qsed in cottages. 1In some cases jennies
with more than twenty spindles were not
wrecked, but simply cut down to size."32
He then tries very hard to draw yet another
parallel with 196l , arguing that traditional
criminological and psychiatric viewpoints (which I
am not supporting) "do not even explain why he is
beating up Pakistanis, and not throwing milk bottles
at eats.," If Pearson had looked closely at the
" Accrington Observer" on 8th August 1964 he would
have seen that the seventeen year old youth arrested

for being one of those who rushed the Pakistanis in
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a bus queue was again in court, a week later, this
time for an unprovoked attack.on a white man on a
main street in Accrington, ‘Apparently the youth
wés picked up by the police as he was kicking the
man in the face. He had a long list of previous
convictions, including some for violence, and was
committed in custody to appear at Preston Crown Court.
The'maéhine smashers probably were heroes - to call
the eight arrested for paki-bashing “hefoes" is
bordering on an insult to the people of the town;
A final:point before sgmming up concerns the
ageé of those involved.. Pearson's essay apﬁears'in
a book which he co-edits on the theme of working class
xgggg culture, thus his essay is ostensibly about young
working-éléss people. Consequently at certain points
he attempts to show the heavy involvement of young
people in both instances of violence: |
"We can hardly describe paki-bashing as

a 'youth problemi. But whenever there

was bother, Edwin Chadwick noted in his

'Report on the Sanitary Conditions of

the Labouring Population', in the form

of rioﬁs, hooliganism ana mobism, the

greatest havoc was always caused by

33

'mere boys'',

")\ere boys" were very probably heavily invol%ed in
the early riots (éhd-with older peoble's approval) but
people started'work ih thos e days when they were still

"mere bdys"; youth was not sectioned off into a category
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as it is today. Youths and boys involved in smashing
up machinery were likely to work on handlooms themselves,
and thus directly experienced the problems they were
responding to. The extent of the involvement of youth
in the paki-bashing in 1964 is difficult to assertain,
though what we do know is that of the eight sentenced
only one was a youth, and he was only bound over for
a year, It is likely that at certain moments youths
did take part in the action, but their relationship
to it was rather different to the relationship of
19th century youths to their actions.

As an empirical example of primitive political
deviance, Pearson's analysis of the events in
Acqrington in 1964 is highly problematical, His
attempt to draw a parallel between 1964 and the
early 19th century is less than satisfactory, because
at certain points the similarities are not as obvious
as they might appear to be from a first glance,

In essence what I have tried to show is that, using
early 19th century machine smashing as a.model of
crypto-political action, the paki-bashing incidents
of 1964 do not qualify as another example of "crypto-
political" action.

Furthermore we are still left with the thorny
problem of Pearson's definition of political deviance,
and the place of consciousness in this definition. It is

perhaps worth quoting again from "The Deviant

Imagination":
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"Vandalism in terms of the preceeding
discussion, is a primitive inarticulate
attempt to 'right€ wrongs: in that sense,
it is a crypto-political act.“sh
_The 1964 paki-basher in so far as he is attempting
to "right wrongs" is, according to Pearson's definition,
engaging in a crypto;political-act. At the same time
he is also a "folk hero", expressing, in effect, what
Durkheim calls "collective sentiments", .
As far as the events in-Accrington are concerned,
I have questioned the idea that those involved were
folk heroes, But if Rock is criticised for "reducing
politics to a meaning", what status does Pearson give
to meaning or consciousness during the 1964 incidents?
It seems that for Pearson "meaning" does play a part,
In the early 19th century the handloom weavers felt
that the source of their problems lay in the machines
(whether or not this was objectively correct) and so
acted directly on the capitalist's means of production.
In 1964, to be consistent and maintain this parallel,
Pearson must see the paki-bashers. as acting against
what they felt was the source of their problems (again,
whether or not this was objectively correct)., My
argument. here is that the evidence does not support
this parallel, .
It is very difficult from a reading of Pearson's
essay to establish exactly what he believes is going

on in the paki-basher's head, given that he seems to
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think that this is important., He implies that the
stabbing served to ignite below-the-surface community
sentiments wherein the Pakistani is viewed as a source
of the community's problems, as he and his kind had
helped to depose King Cotton. But, stating the
problem in the simplest terms, did those men who
appeared in court, and any others who got away with
paki-bashing in 1964, take it out on the Pakistanis
because they felt that they had a chance to get their
own back on the Pakistanis for causing the mills to
shut down, and cultural upheavals to occur? I think
not, Whilst. I agree with Pearson that there &dre
cohnections to be made between the violence and social
change, I feel that his reading of these connections
ends up off course. - Certainly in Accrington at that
time a fair number of people would have held more or
less racist views, though the extent of this is, of
course, very difficult, if not impossible, to accurately
assess,

Some of the townspeople would have had feelings .
along the lines of "They're taking our -jobs" - but it
is worth remembering that the Pakistani community was very
small in Accrington in 1964, and unemployment was
extremely low. Any racist views present were most
probably derived basically from Britain's colonial
historyi although they may have been ahgmented by the
run-down of the cotton industry. Racism would reflect
the feeling that Pakistanis (as well as, incidently,

many other foreigners) were in some generalised way
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"not like us" and, indeed, inferior. The two communities
on the whole kept their own company in these early years,
although inside the cotton mills relations between
whites and Asian immigrants were usually non=-antagonistic,
and often friendly: hardly the relationship that existed
between the handloom weavers and the power looms, But
even if cotton workers' sentiments were strongly anti-
Pakistani, the men who appeared in court on "paki-
bashing" charges were not.Lancashire cotton workers
anyway., The man who was stabbed to death outside
the coffee bar was a Scottish demolition worker, and
of the four in court for the first attack on Pakistanis,
three appeared to be his mates, and were also from
Scotland (it is also possible that the fourth was a
mate), They were motivated, I would suggest, more
out of a very unromantic desire for immediate revenge,
rather than feelings about cotton culture. The danger
in Pearson's approach is of blatant romanticism, If
this aspect is not important, that is, revenge was
only the sparking plug, with deeper community feelings
lying behind them, then Pearson gives little evidence
in support. In fact, taken to its logical conclusion,
his argument becomes almost mystical, with the paki-
bashers acting out the sentiments felt deep within
their own and the coﬁmunity's consciousness, rather
like cultural mercenaries. However, they are never
conscious of these "true" feelings, and can only become

conscious of them when a sociologist, perhaps, comes
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along and explains to them what they are really feeling,
We shall never know what was going on.in their heads,
but we should be careful when attempting guesses, na
matter how inspired they might appear to be. As
Pearson himself has said in another article:
"Drawing on a growing body of critical
.gsocial research, I will attempt to
articulate the viewpoint and problems
of the young working class hooligan,
a hazardous venture which invglves the
risk of putting words into the mouths
of other people who have chosen to
act and not to speak."35

Clarke and Jefferson

I have already discussed in Chapter 3 the point
that special problems are encountered when the. notion
of consciousness is introduced into analyses. It is
not simply.a question of asking a delinquent why he .
did it, and only accepting that the delinquency is
political if his motivational account corresponds
with some- pre-determined definition of political.
Verbal acecounts are important, but they provide
only one potential insight into consciousness. As
mentioned above, there is the actual act and its. .
structural context (i.e. the political economy of
delinquency) to draw on, and Murdock and McCron's
notion of "decoding", referred to earlier, may also
be usefully employed. Here some understanding of the

forms of consciousness involved may be achieved through
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a "decoding" of such things as dress, leisure patterns,
demeanour and "style". One must be wary, of course, of
"over-reading" the signs, and imposing on the delinguent
forms of consciousness he does not possess. In the
Chapter on youth sub-cultures I outlined the general
theoretical framework developed by Clarke and Jefferson
when they were at the Birmingham Centre. Focusing on
"style" or "cultural symbolisation", and taking the
Teds and Skinheads as examples, we can see how they
relate this framework to specific sub-cultures and
their actions in such a way:that the sub-cultures are
seen as representing a form of polities. The gquestion
is how successful are they in linking up the creation
of "style" with forms of consciousness?

The importance of cultural symbols is stresséd
early on in their paper:

"pA look at culture simply through activities,

attitudes, interests and values (observed or.

- solicited) remains superficial so long as it
‘ignores cultural symbols since, for us, such
symbols (e.g. dress and music) are attempts,
by people, to make meaningful, at the - cultural
level, their social reality."36 -

The Teds emerged in the 1950s, in the main from
the "lumpen", during a period in which the working class
in South London (the area the Teds are thought to have
originated in) was being subjected to severe social and

economic dislocations. Lower class youth faced
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relatively high levels of unemployment - in a period
of "full" employment - and this exclusion from work
was paralleled by an exclusion from educational success
at school. In this situation leisure becomes the life
sphere in which something worthwhile has to happen,
and became for the Teds a "space" in which theydeveloped
their own cultural meanings., Clarke and Jefferson
suggest three levels on which this occurred. Firstly,
the vanity and fussiness regarding appearance invested
the Ted with an identity of self., Secondly, through
dress and music a "cultural extension" of the self was
forged. And Thirdly, by relating these to group member-
ship a "social extension" of self occurred. The sum
total of this was the creation of '"style", For Clarke
and Jefferson this creation of style by the Teds
represents a political response:
"The nature of their cultural response, as

just outlined, becomes meaningful to them,

comprehensible to us, and, in the final

analysis 'political', By récreating

symbolically, at the cultural level,

their relationship to the basic structures

of society (which ultimately have their

sources in the distribution of power and

wealth within a society) we would argue

that this is, latently at least, a

political response."37

The same sort of politics is said to exist within the

Skinhead sub-culture. Arriving in the mid sixties in
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opposition to the ngffluent consumerism" personified
by the Mod style, and the middle class intellectualism
and bohemianism of the underground, the Skinheads are
seen as representing a return to an earlier working
class ethos. The close-cropped hair, and what amounted
to a caricature of ﬁorking clothes, expressed this
orientation, whilst working class méchismo values found
their expression in fighting and general "toughness".
At the same time working class communities were being
subjected to urban redevelopment (cf. Phil Cohen) and
in the process being destroyed. For Clarke and
Jefferson, then, the Skinheads represent a sub-cultural
defence of working class 1life, though,.again, their
resolution of problems is only at the symbolic level,
The Skinheads did not stop the planners.

In their analysis Clarke and Jefferson recognise
the structural constraints within which working class
children grow up., This means that effprts to assert
an individual or group identity, or to protest about
what is happening to them, will be severely limited
in the forms they can take., Because of this, they
argue that we should not look for formalised
explanations by Teds or Skinheads etc., of how or why
they are constructing their own definitions of reality
through style:

e should not expect to find within these

groups an articulate self-definition at a

verbal level, that is, the level at which

most of us would consider articulacy to be
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primarily achieved: in most cases
they come from those sectors of
society where such articulacy is
held in suspicion and to whom formal
education offers only minimal train-
ing in such fine arts, Instead their
self definition is articulate at the
level of style."38

The response is political (of a sort) because the

creation of style represents a struggle with the

experienced social formation (which has its origins

in the distribution of wealth and power) over meanings,

It is not political in the sense of being an attack

on basic structures as structures: the political

dimension is located in the attempt to control meaning:

"Tn turning to what we have called the
politics of youth culture, we hope to
draw some of the earlier themes together
in terms of viewing youth culture as a
struggle for control, an attempt to exert
‘some control over one's life-situation.
What characterizes most youth culture is
the search for excitement, autonomy and
identity - the freedom to create their
own meanings for their existence and to
symbolically express those, rather than
simply accepting the existing dominant
meanings.“39

And:
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"In terms of its political content then,
we would characterise youth culture as
being involved in a struggle fundamental
to the social order - that of the control

of meaning."LLO

The same points I made with respect to Phil Cohen's
work could also be made here, in particular the one
regarding the place of consciousness, Certainly a youth
sub-culture can be seen as an alternative meaning system,
albeit a temporary one. But sub-cultures are created

by the people in them, constrained by their social

gsituation, yet still able to create something within

these constraints - as is testified by the fact of a

sub-cultural formation., As active, rather than passive,

creaters of style, those involved will possess
consciousness regarding what they are doing, and from
the point of view of politics, the forms of consciousness
is an important dimension., Unfortunately we do not have
the knowledge necessary to relate specific youth sub-
cultures to forms of consciousness, though if such sub-
cultures have a potential for a politics which rises
above the symbolic level, then consciousness becomes

a crucial factor,

In their model Clarke and Jefferson are in effect
using "ideal type" youth sub-cultures. In their
discussion each of the sub-cultures is a "pure" example
of a unified meaning system. However, in practice

members of a youth sub-culture will attach themselves
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to it, and share the meanings with varying degrees of
commitment. Clarke has discussed the diffusion of
style amongst conventional youth (through the
activities of commercial :'Lnterests),LLl but also
important is the diffusion of style within an
identified sub-culture, and here again the notion of
consciousness becomes important,

One further point concerning the Clarke~defferson
thesis as outlined above is worth making. Given that
youth sub-cultures do not offer "real" solutions to
contradictions or problems, but only provide an
"imaginary" solution at the symbolic level, an important
question to ask is to what extent does the youth sub-
culture provide even an "imaginary" solution? The
political dimension in sub-cultures is seen as being
located in the sub-culture's control of meaning; in
Corrigan and Frith's language, their resistance to
ideological incorporation, The problem with the concept
"imaginary" solution is that it implies that from the
individual's point of view life actually becomes (via
his "imaginary relations") exciting, interesting,
full of action, or whatever. Thus, although the real
problems of life are not solved, it appears to the
member of the sub-culture that they are., Sub-cultures
are seen as a sort of sociological Valium, However,
as with Valium, the effects of the sub-culture are
only temporary, and "real relations" will break through

into the lives of the members even in leisure time.
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Whilst, say, the Skinhead is among the massed ranks on
the ferraces on Saturday afternoon enjoying the exhilaration
of the ritualised (and sometimes real) aggression, or
having a "bit of a laugh" at the pub in the evening, he
may be experiencing a "magical" transcendence of problems,
but his day-to-day leisure hours are not esclusively
patterned by such experiences. The bleaker realities
of life are not swept away totally in leisure time,
even at the "imaginary“ level. The degree to which
"imaginary relations" will transcend "real relations"
will obviously vary from one sub-culture to another;
some will be extremely successful in insulating them-
selves from other institutions and other people, but to
imply that working class youth sub-cultures provide a
total symbolically constituted resolutioh of problems is
to endow the kids concerned with unrealistic amounts of
power,

"Mugging" and Race

Clarke and Jefferson introduce the notion of "control"
into their paper on those rbbbefies and assaults labelled
as "mugging.")+2 They argue that in spite of a degree of
"differential selection" ocpurring, the over-
representation of "deprived" West Indian youth in the
statistics reflects the greater involvement of black
youths in crimes of "mugging". In the major areas where
structural inequalities occur - education, unemployment,
incomg and housing - West Indian youths suffer the same

deprivations as white indigenous "lumpen" youths,

however, the fact of being black introduces an



-210-
extra dimension into their deprivation, Significantly
blacks have to contend with racism:
n_..their problems are heightened both
objectively and subjectively by the
existence of white racism: objectively,
in that racism acts in the various structural
arrangements to worsen the relative position
of West Indians in these areas; subjectively,

in the increasing sense of exclusion and

rejection felt by coloured communities in

England," b3

In the face of this challenge West Indians have
adopted increasingly militant strategies, bringing a
move towards dissociation from official agencies €.g.
the Race Relations Board. At the same time there have
arisen various local and national pressure groups and
organisations, all centred around the need for black
solidarity. Furthermore, since the 1960s the black
community, and especially adolescents, has become
increasingly critical of the police:

"Once regarded by all as fair and impartial,
they are now regarded by many West Indians,
especially the young, as racist 'enemies’
who taunt, intimidate, assault, plant and

'trump up' charges: the face to face agents

Ll

of repression against the '‘man'."

As well as experiencing the deprivations outlined
sbove more acutely than their white counterparts, West
Indian adolescents have also been in a worse position

than their parents:
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"Whereas their parents have never suffered
the subtle racial inequalities of the
British Educational system, were 'invited'
here (albeit to take the heaviest, dirtiest
and lowest paid jobs), eventually found
accommodation (albeit substandard and
decaying), and were left relatively
unharassed by the police and public, the
picture for their children is radically
different, Their education has made them
more expectant and aspirant, while
simultaneously, through a subtle and
pervasive (although often unwitting) racism,
robbing them of the means (a firm identity,
self respect and the qualifications) of
achieving their higher spirations; this
situation is compounded by the job market,
where even white unqualified working class
youths are 'virtually unemployable', by
homelessneés, and by a changed 'mood'
noticeable both in the public and the
police. Enoch Powell, the National Front
and the media's obsessive concern with the
'immigrant problem' have succeeded in
providing a public focus for concern over
housing, unemployment and a rampant
inflation."LL5

Clarke and Jefferson then go on to argue that because
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of the structural constraints acting on West Indian
youths there are few available responses from which
they can choose:
"Those options remaining open, or
opening, for them are those of politics
and crime (and to a lesser extent, in
that it may co-exist with others, drug
use). The distinction between politics
and crime here is a somewhat artificial
one, for iﬁ fact the two are closely
connected.“LL6
"Mugging" itself becomes for some, argue Clarke and
Jefferson,'the "best available solution":
"Both the politics and crime among West
Indians have an increasing edge of
desperation, involving more or less
articulately the recognition that the
system intends to repress and control
them, to deny them their identity and a
place in the society. Thus the stance
becomes increasingly one of self
assertive confrontation, whether black
power groups against the police, or
violence against 'whitey' on the streets."h7
"Mugging" offers a number of attractions. Firstly,
it provides money; secondly, it expresses "machismo"

values; and thirdly, it "strikes fear (individual

and collective) into the white population.”
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Echoiné Horowitz and Leibowitz, Clarke and
Jefferson argue that there is a false division made
between politics and crime, and "mugging" should be
seen as a form of politics:

", ..the attempt to create and assert a
collectively validated identity for
blackness...and to assert at least
temporary control over their own.life
situation, to seize it back from the
hands of those in power'."Ll'9

"Mugéing" is a different kind of crime to the crime

typically associated with older West Indians, and this
is seen as a reflection of a different mood on the part
of the young:

"Risky, because of coming face to face
with the victim, brazen and reckless,
it indicates a growing_desPeration, an
increased alienation, anallatently at

least, a 'non—ideological,politicsl"5o
The laét quote is the most significant one in their
paeper. Leaving aside the guestions that arise from the
notion that "mugging" is "risky" (e.g. those most likely
to put up a good fight are less likely to be "mugged" ),
there is a certain vagueness about the statement that
"mugging" is "latently at least, a 'non-ideological
politics'", which implies that it may not yet be

political. They make the same suggestion with respect

to the Teds:
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"We would argue that this is, latently
at least, a political response." 2t

If we pose the question: are Clarke and Jefferson
right, is "mugging" (latently) "political"? then we
can see something of the complexities involved in a
discussion of politics and deviance in general.
As they are approaching the issue at the theoretical
level, rather than dealing with a‘specific "case study",
we cannbt critise.their paper on the same level, as
for instance, Pearson's, Because they are operating
at the level of thebry it means that they have constructed
a model of "non-ideological politics", and then argued
that "mugging" by Weét Indian adolescents conforms to
this model. Thus we are left with two aspects of their
analysis that can be scrutinised: the general description
of the place of West Indian youth in Britain, and the
nature of "mugging" and the basic definition of 'non-
ideological politics', Of course if one accepts their
basic definition, and views events from their standpoint
it is a question of deciding whether or not black
"ﬁuggings" conform to this definition., However, the
guestion arises of which black "muggings" are we
speaking of? What features must a black "mugging"
possess in order for it to be "political" in their
terms? I would argue that, given that a basic
definition of "non-ideological politics" has been
suggested, the assessment of whether or not such

"muggings" are political i1s an empirical one, We



-215-
cannot assert (as they seem to do) that they are.
This leads on to the crucial question of how one
assesses the "politicalness" of "mugging" by West
Indian youth., It is not enough to show the structural
setting and influences acting on black youth (what they
Write on this I agree with), or to show that the actions
are functionally useful for them, it is also necessary
to bring into the analysis the forms of conseiousness
involved: this point has already been discussed earlier
on in this chapter.

Profane Culture

Finally, I want to turn to Willis's ethnographic
study of bike boys and hippies, for this closely
parallels the general ideas put forward by Clarke and
Jefferson regarding the political content of sub-
cultures., On the basis of a participant observation
study of the two sub-cultures, one working class the
other middle class in origin, Willis argues that éach
of them may be conceived of as a politieal response,
though at the level of "eultural politics".

As ethnographic research Willis largely succeeds
in his task of presenting the respective cultures as
"1iving", creative enterprises. As he puts it:

"At its best ethnography does something

which theory and commentary cannot: it
presents human experience without
minimizing it, and without making it a

passive reflex of social structure and
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social conditions. It reproduces the
profane creativity of living cultures."53
His central theme is the "transformation of their
cultural fields" by the sub-culture., We are given a
senario in which the bike boys and the hippies, in
their own ways, created their own cultural systems,
their own unities of meaning, from the raw materials
provided by "straight" soclety. \The mass produced
commodities of advanced capitalism were not simply
taken and consumed, without any control over them, but
rather were transformed by the sub-cultures, so that
they were endowed with altogether different meanings
to those originally intended., Willis's argument is
that the commodities experienced at a day-to-day
level express through their meanings the power of
ideology; the bike boys and the hippies revealed this
power:
"Phese ‘cultures reveal the unsuspected
power of commodities and of a minutely
articulated ideology in everyday life.
They also show the room and scope left
by them and in them for struggle and
change within the cells of everyday
habit."5h
On this basis Willis is able to argue that in order
for large scale social structural changes to be engendered,
it is first necessary to change these apparently trivial
things of 1ife - something that the bike boys and hippies

did, then, represents a precondition for wider social
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change. -

Using the hippies as an example, the following
indicates what Willis understands by the notion of
cultural politics:

"Seen in this light, the hippy culture

makes a penetrating criticism of the
philistinism and inner contradictions

of modern capitalist society. The
hippies accepted a degree of
decentredness and external determination
of their own consciousness - common to us
all but usually disguised - and explored
it with the heroism of a full commitment
of life-style. There was no barrier
between thought and states of consciousness,
between ideas and their implications for

' personal change. It was from the basis

of organic individualism and spiritual
intensity that the rest of society was
viewed, and from which arose a potent
critique of its rationalism, technicism

55

and bureaucracy."

He then outlines in detail the ways in which the
hippies and the bike boys were political. The hippies
challenged the central pillars of capitalism: the
protestant work ethic, and the importance of time.

The rejection of the work ethic by the hippies was a
dramatisation of the developing contradiction between

consumption and puritanism:



-218-

"More and more capitalism needs obvious,
luxurious and unnecessary forms of
consumption: it needs hedonism to
maintain the driving force of it
asceticisme....The hippies did not make
this contradiction but they dramatized 1it,
exploited it...They were the caricatured
nightmarish incarnation of the bourgeoisie's
own developing contradictory other nature.
They did not earn, yet sublimely expected to
survive. They watched and experienced
nature as if there were no work to bg
done. They did not produce yet they

56

consumed without guilt."
Received notions of time were totally subverted by
the hippy culture:
"To-insisf on the relativity of time, on its
relation to 'subjective states, on its
infinite philosophic variability, on its
irrelevance to natural, cyclic or
industrial routine, is to bewilder
rationalist organisation and the capitalist
calculation of profit."57
The bike boys were also seen as "1living out"
important criticisms of society. In a society where
man is becoming increasingly alienated and dehumanised
by the impersonal forces of advanced technology, the

bike boys had taken one form of technology - their bikes -
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and mastered it. They had taken control of it. The
bike boys had also, says Willis, subverted conventional
expectations regarding relations with others:
"The directness and irreverence of the
motor-bike boys is also a challenge to
institutional forms of politeness., Their
quntaneity and the lack of formality in
social relations highlight the restrictions
of a bureaucratic, neighbour-watching.
conformism."58
Thus both the cultures represented critigues of
the existing society: |
"Po the definite cultural achievements of
the hippies and bike boys must be added
therefore, in their different ways, real
critical achievements - at least at the
level of a cultural politics."59
If Willis's study had terminated at this point then
it would clearly have been wide open to the charge of
romanticisation; however, he is fully aware of the
"tpagic! limitations of each of the cultures:
"Despite this, however, it is precisely in
the larger arena of politics proper that
these cultures met their final, tragic
1imits - 1limits which raise the whole
question of the status and viability of
cultural politics and of a struggle

waged exclusively at the level of life style."60
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The hippies and bike boys, then, were not political
in the sense of attacking the structural causes of those
features of life they objected to; the struggle was kept
only at the level of culture.

Willis's argument that day-to-day cultural change
is a necessary precursor of wider political change is
a convincing one. However, the forms taken by the
alternative cultural formation, for instance in the
meanings ascribed to commodities, can vary enormously.
The fact that a culture, or sub-culture, creates a
meaning system different to, or in opposition with
conventional meaning systems does not by definition
make it a precursor of a socialist society. It is
gquite possible for a sub-culture to develop which is
more appropriate for a fascist society. Willis sometimes
walks a fine line between losing himself in a celebration
of the colourfulness of hippy and bike boy cultures, and
being critically aware of the direction elements of such
cultures are aimed in. At one point in the book he does,
however, explicitly refer to the "unprogressive" elements
extracted by the bike boys from their parent culture:

"Phere were further aspects of a larger

political failing. If the bike boys took
strands from their parent class culture
and creatively developed them, they also
unconsciously took and reproduced, often
in more virulent forms, less progressive
aspects of working class culture. Their

. 61
racism, for instance, was quite marked..."
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As I have said before, it is important for Marxist
driented writers in any analysis of working class culture
(or sub-culture) to guard against taking the ludicrous
position of seeing every aspect of that culture as
something to be admired, simply because it is located
in that class which is conceived of as a revolutionary
force.

As a final point, if the protests of the young
are channelled into '.self-contained sub-cultures
based on exclusivity and limited to reworking cultural
meanings, then this would appear to make a welcome
altepnative, for the powerful in society, to the young
developing mature progressive modes of political responses.
Crime and unconventional life styles may not be particularly
approved of by the ruling class, but from their point of
view they are preferable to socialist political protest.

A Conclusion

One of the common threads linking the work of those
sociologists who have argued that some working class
delinguency is a form of politics is to see those
involved as occupying an especially subordinate position
in capitalist society. The delinquencies cited - paki-
bashing, football hooliganism, truancy, vandalism 'and
"mugging" - are identified with working class adolescent
males who have experienved such things as low achievement
and ridicule at school, unemployment, relative poverty,
upheavals resulting from urban development, white
racism, and so on, In short, their subordinate position

in a society structured around endemic class conflict, 1is
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seen as crucial to an understanding of their
delinquencies., My own position is congruent with
this view, I also agree with those who have argued
that the working class, and notably working class
adolescents, do not necessarily resign themselves
to their experiences and problems; in many cases
they resist. And it is this resistance, in the form
of delinguency, or through "rituals", that the above
writers see as a form of politics. Certainly, if we
are going to find a political or pre-political dimension
to delinguency, then it is on this sort of basis that
analyses would have to proceed. Some writers, as we
have seen, have argued that some (or all) delinguency
is a manifestation of resistance to bourgeois ideology
via the individuals and institutions that are its
representatives, and is thus a form of political
struggle. I am arguing that whilst this may be the
case in certain instances, the fact that a delinquent
uses his delinguency to resist does not automatically
make that action political, It is important to remember
that the problems and grievances experienced by working
class youth can give rise to a number of responses (cf.
Clarke and Jefferson, 1976); delinquency is one of
them. Furthermore, the individual concerned can be
strongly committed to delinguency, or engage in such
acts casually and intermittently (or be somewhere in
between). Delinquency, of course, is a term covering
a wide range of behaviour, and is engaged in for a

variety of reasons, in many different kinds of situation,
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and by different kinds of adolescents, Thus we cannot
lump all working class delinquency together and assert
that it is by definition political. And even the same
types of delinquency, for example paki-bashing, cannot

be assumed, in blanket fashion, to be either political,
pre-political or non-political. Using the indicators
outlined earlier, the task is to separate out one type

of delinquency.from another,

If one recognises that some delinquency represents
resistance, it is fairly easy to drift towards the view
that delinquency must be political ( as some writers
discussed in this paper have done), and this carries
with it a parallel danger of using a concept of "political"
that is so broad and flexible that it loses its strength
as a sociological concept., One can still recognise
purposefulness, rationality and resistance in the acts
of delinquents without necessarily categorising their
behaviour as political., My suggestion (in the form of a
"praw! definition) that délinquency is political when it
is a conscious attempt to resist or contain the power
of others, is not meant to imply that in all instances
where this occurs we are witnessing political behaviour.
This characteristic is a necessary, but not sufficient,
condition., I would argue that the resistance to the
power of others has to be such that the participants
organise their behaviour around considerations beyond
the immediate act. Thus, for example, a boy who hits
a teacher because he is fed up with being picked on in

class, is in a sense resisting the power of the teacher,
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but his action is organised around a personal grudge,
and according to the formulation I am developing here
would not be political. To be political the delinquency
must be a conscious attempt to resist on a longer term
basis than the moment; the delinquent must orientate
his actions towards a future, so that they are part of
an on-going (thouéh possibly loosely structured)
programme. In the case of the pupil hitting the teacher,
his action would be political if it was part of, say,
a broader-based programme of terror aimed at restricting
the institutionalised power of the teacher, As I have
stated above, though, we are not dealing with two
categories, but three: political, pre-political and
non-political. Using the approach suggested here,
examples of delinquency that can be placed in the
"political" category are quite rare, in fact the range
of delinguencies cited in this paper will tend to
occupy the "pre-political" category. Thus I am not
writing them off in terms of a political dimension,
rather I am suggesting that in many cases delinquencies
such as football hooliganism, paki-bashing and vandalism

are potentially, rather than actually, political. This

is . based upon a recognition that working class adolescents
can develop a consciousness of their social world arising
from a perceived displacement between ideological accounts
of that world and their own experiences of it, If this
occurs then the preconaitions exist for the development of
a political consciousness. However, if this consciousness

is manifested in resistance that is only orientated to the
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immediacy of the act, then I am categorising it as
"pre-political, |

If we accept, for instance, Ian Taylor's argument
that football hooliganism represents an attempt to regain
control of the club - i.e. the hooliganism is a form of
resistance to the power of the business interests controlling
the club ~ then the delinquency taking place on Saturday
afternoons is, according to my scheme, not political but
pre-political, This is because those concerned are not
utilising strategies aimed at resisting the power of the
club, so much as expressing their allegiance to the club
thfough short term actions aimed at opposing supporters,
The fun, excitement, feelings of solidarity, derive from
the delinquency as an end in itself - it is not part of a
programme bf reclammation., The consciousness involved
does not result in inter-class struggles, but rather in
intra-class struggles. This is not to say that all
football hooliganism is even pre-political delinquency
however, A further example will help to clarify my
podition. If a youth were to attack a Pakistani because
he thought that the Pakistani had been staring at his
girlfriend (and given that a background of racist
feelings may exist), then the action would qualify as
non-political delinquency, as it is simply motivated.
by revenge. If a youth were to attack a Pakistani on
the street because he was overcome by a feeling that
"they" were taking white men's jobs, then the action

would be pre-political, for in this case a consciousness
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exists which contains the potential for a more developed
(political) response. If a youth were to attack a
Pakistani as part of a broader-based programme, where
he was looking beyond the actual attack to longer term
goals (for example to scare them away from the area),
then the delinquency would be political,

Having said this, it is not easy to answer the
question, how do Pearson's Accrington paki-bashers fit
into this scheme? The problem is that we do not have
a clear-cut picture of the forms of consciousness
involved., From my analysis of his study, and using
the indicators that are present, I would suggest that
the actions of the paki-bashers could not be deécribed
as political, though whether they were pre-political
or non-political is debatable., This is because in this
particular case I do not think that we can make a blanket
judgement, and on-available evidence I would argue that
for some of those involved it was non-political action
(because of personal grudge motivations), whilst for
others it may have been pre-political, depending on
more general attitudes towards Pakistanis in the town
held by those concerned.

Finally, it is important to realise the severe
limitations of what for the majority of working class
adolescents is the most accessible mode of protest,
that is, delinquency. This is especially so 1f it is
restricted to the level of a cultural polities (cf.
Willis, 1978). The fact that some delinguency is

categorised as pre-political does not, of course,
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mean that it will inevitably develop into a political
response (delinquent or otherwise). Indeed, from a
socialist standpoint there is room for some pessimism,
Given the structural barriers preventing sections of
the working class from translating their felt grievances
into more mature political strategies, delinquency takes
on the appearance of an alternative response. However,
it is an alternative that often takes the participants
down a cul de sac., The ruling class may not approve
of delinguency, but from where they stand it does at
least offer a more attractive alternative to revolutionary
socialism, And socialists should not be too optimistic
of pre-political delinquency becoming political in a
socialist sense: the potential for a reactionary

politics should not be ignored,
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