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The present study positions constructs of five popular
criminologicallsociological theories into an integrated or multiple
theory model to investigate the causation of delinquency. The model
was tested on a sample (N=532) of males and females who were being
detained in a county juvenile facility. The theories of differential
association and anomie contributed the most to the model while social
control and self-esteem theories contributed the least, leaving the
labeling theory to contribute a moderate portion to the explanation of
delinquency. The model indicated that the more anomic youths and
those experiencing less social control were more likely to associate
with delinquent peers resulting in higher labeling and lower self-esteem.
A comprehensive model of delinquency is better structured to depict the
sequential and progressive attraction toward delinquent involvement than
single theory models.

- Introduction

The desire for a better explanation of the occurrence of juvenile delinquency
has motivated a number of researchers (Elliott et al., 1985; Menard and Morse,
1984; Simons et al., 1980; and Johnson, 1979) to create multiple theory models
or to explore the use of integrated theories where propositions are grafted from
compatible theories into a form that has a broader explanation of delinquency
than a single original or classical theory. Examples of efforts to expand the
theoretical scope of a particular theory has been conducted by Thornberry et al.
(1990), Elliott eat al. (1985) and Weis and Sederstrom (1981). In these
mentioned studies the researchers incorporated some elements of a social leaming
perspeciive (by inciuding differential associations and-deviant beliefs) with that
of the elements of social bonding (Hirschi's social control theory). Although
such a model cannot replace single theory models, it does provide an additional
approach for social scientists as the etiological paths to juvenile delinquency are
investigated. Dimensions of the social structure and social process representing
the social environment and social interaction can be constructed into a2 multiple
theory or comprehensive juvenile delinquency model. The melding of theories or
propositions of theories chanllenges the traditional unidirectional causal order of
delinquency. It argues that human behavior develops more dynamically over
time as people interact with one another. A multiple theory approach recognizes
the existence of a multidimensional pathway to delinquent involvement. a
multiple thcory or integrated model permits a synthesis and reconciliation among
theories used in the model. Rather than single theories competing with one

another there is a need for a more comprchensive investigation into the
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developmental and reciprocal issues of delinquency that multiple theory models
can achieve.

Building an Integrated Model - Hypothesizing Delinquency

An integrated framework for delinquency needs to incorporate several
components: the social milieu of the individual, the development of personal
characterisitics that originate within and external to the individual as they relate
to behavior performance, and the mechanisms that impact the association with
cohorts in the environment. Such a framework, in order to have a high degree of
uulny, must include both macro- and micro-level features. The following
theoneg are incorporated into an integrated model which is tested by using
cgrrelauons and multiple regression: (1) strain (anomie); (2) social control; (3)
differential association; (4) labeling; and (5) self-esteem. The present model
postulates that an anomic person who has low social control; who associates
with people who are delinquent or commit deviant acts; who has experienced or
genl-gcwed negat.ivp.labeling and possesses low self-esteem will participate in

elinquent activities more than someone who does
O nduom. not portray these
_Eacl) theory or a construct representing it is treated as an independent
variable in the model. The dependent variable is delinquent involvement, defined
as the self-reported participation in acts for which an individual could be legally
prosecuted, behavior for which one could be sanctioned (Segrave and Hastad,
1983; _and Cernkovich, 1978). The level of delinquent involvement is
detcrmined by the subject’s response to a self-reported index that covers a range
of illegal behavior from minor offense (including offenses for which only
juveniles could be prosecuted) to serious ones.

The term anomie (Durkheim 1897/1938; Merton, 1957) was used to
represent the strain theory. The inclusion of this theory permitted the researcher
to determine whether the youths sensed status deprivation, whether they
possesseq a sense of goal attainment and whether they perceived aspiration-
opportunity disjunctions. The use of this theory suggests that for a youth to
alleviate the strain caused by the environment in which achievement,
possessions and status were ofien denied because of the Tack of resources an
entire new unconventional normative system was likely to be developed. The
rauoqale .for placing anomie into the integrated model is as follows: the
experiencing of frustration, the perception of limited access to education or
occupation and the feeling of an aversive environment causes the individual to
display a strong sense of anomie. Because he or she is experiencing this anomic
state, it is believed that the individual will participate in delinquency either to
resolve the anomic state or this reaction serves as a form of rebellion. The
structural variable in the model is essential because it has frequently been
supported by research (Agnew, 1985; Bernard, 1984; Colvin and Pauly, 1983;
Cloward and Ohlin, 1960) that structural-based pressures are likely to drive an
individual into delinquency.
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The second theory added to the model was the social control theory of
Hirschi (1969). Hirschi acknowledges that an individual gives into the
motivation to deviate when there is weak bonding in the areas of attachment,
commitment, involvement and belief to the conventional society. The elements
are positively associated with one another. They independently and additively
affect delinquency. A basic description of the four elements are: (1) attachment
represents whether a person cares about the opinion and feelings of others, when
there is a lack of concern about acceptance or conformity then low attachment
exists; (2) commitment is a rational aspect of social bonding and is viewed as an
investment in conformity, the more one has invested in the conventional lines of
action, the less likely the person will be to jeopardize that investment by
violating the law; (3) involvement in legitimate activities decreases the time or
opportunity an individual has to contemplate and perpetrate an illegal act, he or
she is locked within the confines of society and therefore has little inclination or
the time to act in a deviant manner; and (4) belief involves acceptance of a moral
order, if the individual possesses the values and norms of the society he
demonstrates this by refraining from participating in deviant activity.

By combining the strain and social control theories it is suggested that
delinquent involvement occurs because the juvenile has experienced status
deprivation or perceived limited opportunities, and possesses weak social bonds
to the conventional society, thereby facilitating a state of normlessness. The
conceptual framework suggests that as the juvenile experience failure in attaining
desirable goals and confronts disorganization at home, at school or within the
community he attenuates his ties to the conventional social order, delinquent
involvement is likely. Vulnerability to delinquent involvement increases when
the individual experiences limitations and is ill-equipped to compete with his
contemporaries because of his social environment, he is more likely to develop
unconventional behavior and participate in illegitimate activities because they are
more attractive and rewarding. These two variables have a direct path to the
dependent variable (delinquent involvement), and they also have an indirect path
by the influence they exert on delinquent peer association.

As the model is further constructed, differential association (Sutherland,
1947) is the third theory added. The differential association theory suggests that
people engage in criminal behavior because of their excessive contact with
criminals or with social settings where unfavorable attitudes and regards toward
laws are fostered. The impoverished social environment and lack of a strong
social bond to a conventional or moralistic segment of society allows the
individual to interact with and even to form intimate relationships with those
who possess similar attitudes and have experienced similar fates. Due to the lack
of a strong attachement to parents who could transmit socially acceptable norms
and values, the absence of a commitment to school and little investment in
extracurricular activities that facilitate growth and social skill development, the
youth seems more likely to begin associating with others who have no rapport
with society. They are attracted to these individuals who possess similar dislikes
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or inadequacies in dealing with the society and who frequent the same areas of the
neighborhood. They may already engage in similar unconventional behavior and
therefore are more likely to establish relationships revolving around that
common identity. The participation in delinquency is encouraged because the
youth's social acceptance by the delinquent peers is contingent on his performing
certain illegal acts. Several writers (Matsueda and Heimer, 1987; Massey and
Krohn, 1986; and Patterson and Dishion, 1985) have demonstrated the theoretical
connection between social control and differential association. The consensus is
that with each of the social control elements diminishing and with the individual
residing in a social atmosphere identified with disorganization, the chances of
this individual's succumbing to delinquent associates and incorporating the
delinquent traits of his or her peer support group into his or her own character
increase dramatically.

The fourth theory to be included in the integrated model was the labeling
theory (Becker, 1963; Lemert, 1951; and Tanncnbaum, 1938). The basic
premise of the labeling theory is that the individual who is labeled expcriences
stigmatization and that his or her own behavior is adversely affected by the belief
that others are aware of the label (Farrington et al. 1978; and Farina et al. 1971).
His interactions, relationships and attitudes are redefined as a result of this
labeling process. This process does not occur swiftly, recast and limited
alternatives gradually appear. Increased social distance from conventional
activities and lessened status (Staats, 1978) are the result of the juvenile being
labled. The anomic state, the nonconformity and the delinquent peer association
increase the chance of receiving stronger negative sanctions and crystallizing the
delinquent identity. By being labeled the juvenile is forced to establish new
group loyalties, and bonding to unconventional groups seems justified.

The last construct to be added to the model was self-esteem (used
interchangeably with self-concept theory). According to a number of researchers
(Bynner, 1981; Kaplan, 1980; and Rosenberg and Rosenberg, 1978) several traits
produced by the theoretical variables already included in the integrated model and
others not included can evoke negalive self-perception. The possession of
personal traits incongruent with the conventional society and the manifestation
- of behavior that permits the actor to be repelléd by others increase his or her
susceptibility to developing a low self-esteem. As a result of failure or the
perception of rejection by others, this negative self-evaluation may become the
catalyst for behavior that acts as a source of alternative positive reinforcement.
Perhaps in a way, self-esteem is appropriately placed as the last independent
and/or intervening variable because all of the preceding variables seem to
contribute to a self-devaluing experience for the juvenile.

Research Design

Sample. The data were collected in a large southwestern city, using a
county operated juvenile detention center. A total of 532 out of 980 residents
volunteered to participate in the survey during the one year period the survey was
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conducted. No significant differences existed between the obtained sample
(N=532) and the detention population. N . o
Demographics. The racial composition of the obtained sample was 45%
black, 30% white, 24% hispanic and 1% other. There were 426 (80%) males and
106 (20%) females in the sample. Twenty-nine percent of the sampled youths
were in the ninth grade with the remaining grades containing less youths than
identified here. Those fifteen and sixteen years old made up 59% of the total
number of participants. All participants had a nr\‘olher figure at home, but 65%
icipants had no father figure present at home. ) .
o ﬂl;gsacrsc(;ga: self-reported crin%c index of criminal activity committed wnzm
the previous year it was revealed that 45% of the malcs and 49 of the females
surveyed reported a very high participation in dclinquency rcgresenudng ;nanj[lor
offenses (taking items from desks or lockers at school, vandalism .anl st f:;:i
items valued at or less than two dollars); 93% and‘95%, respective z ol e
participating males and females reported pro_belms in the areas of sc oza‘;a’x;
family (second delinquent category representing acts such as truancy, r:les amyi
and hitting parents); 97% and 83%, respectively, of tl}e participating m s and
females reported having committed illegal acts placgd in the tl}lrd category Lhe
self-reported index representing drugs and medium criminal z:fts (:m:) od
marijuana, used or sold other illicit drugs, gone to school drun ..anl ) ?the
items valued between ten and fifty dollars); and 85% a_nd 42% respectively, 0 the
participating males and females reported committing delinquent a;:lls in ne
serious criminal acts category (stolen items worth more than fifty dollars, uj‘ !
physical force to get money, committed sexual activity fqr money or O en
favors, and had possession of a knife or gun with intcntion to commit a
o“enls;x?;rument and Variables. A Likert-type questionnaire was employtf)di1 l:)
measure each part of the theoretical constructs mcludec} in the mteg@u.ad model.
Although the data were collected over a one year period, each pame:p:n:(; t\;«rajl
administered the survey one time. Each independent variable was measu ylc
scale: (1) anomie (alpha = 0.822) was mt?asurcd by a sixteen-item sc::‘ ¢
representing the perceived access to educational goals and opportunity,

3 perceived aspirations, expectations arid opporiunities; (2) social (bonding) control

= 0. was measured by an eighteen-item scale I.l.lal represente:d
g?g::men(: '1(5)3;))arems and schooly. commi_lm_ent to school, mvolvemenl:!ég
schoool, and belief; (3) differential peer association (alpha = 0.?391) wasf l_na:lss ol
by a ten-item scale that represented the attraction towarq delinquent ncxlx th‘a);
(4) labeling (alpha = 0.724) was measu_red by a sixteen-item sc?c:chcrs
represented the perception of negative labeling as done by the parents, o
and classmates; and (5) self-esteem (alpha = Q.782) was measured by :l : forts
scale that represented the respondent’s evaluation of his or her worth, v (;lf(')r .
respect and acceptance of self. A Cronbach alpha of 9.79 was obtamt?ables) e
complete instrument used to measure the constructs (independent van

the integrated model.
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A Cronbach alpha of 0.89 was obtained for the sclf-reporied index that

contained the areas of delinquent involvement (dependent variable): (1) minor

delinquency; (2) school and family problems; (3) drugs; and (4) serious crimes,
Subjects indicated how many times during the previous year they had committed
each act within these four broad categories: never (coded as 0), 1 or 2 times (1), 3
or 4 times (2), 5 or 6 times (3), more than 6 times (4). The total delinquency
score for a respondent is the mean of the sum of the products of each act's
frequency and its seriousness weight (Wolfgang et al. 1985). Scale scores for the
index ranged from O to 56.00, with a mean of 33.7.

Analysis and Findings

The correlation matrix was used to establish the direction and strength of the
linear relationship between each independent and dependent variables. The
strongest correlation was a negative one (r = -.54, p = .001) between differential
association and social control. It indicated that the institutionalized youth had a
tendency to be less attached to, involved in and committed to the conventional
norms, while his or her belief in social expectations appeared to foster little
enthusiasm for society's regard. This lack of bonding encouraged association
with those who hold similar contempt for society; therefore, the inverse
relationship between social control and differential association appeared to be
logical for the institutionalized sample. The motivation to participate in
delinquent acts is likely to increase because the youth senses no obligation to
conform to the normative society but may seek acceptance and social
reinforcement by participating in delinquent acts with delinquent friends.

The weakest correlation was self-estcem and delinquent involvement (r =
-.12, p = .05). For the institutionalized youths the relationship between self-
esteem and delinquent involvement suggests the possibility of delinquency
enhancing self-esteem. This self-enhancement seems to occur not because the
correlation is negative but because the correlation is so small. A large negative
correlation would have supported the idea that low self-esteem and delinquency
are highly related.

CUASR e e emr L e v e e S
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Table 1 o
Correlation matrix, Means, and Standard deviations
for the Institutionalized Sample (N = 532)

Anomie Social Differential ) Self-Esteem Mean  SD
Control Association Labeling Esteem

: Involvement .3978

i 4223 849

Anomie

Socta ‘ 45.54 10.06

Control -3176

Differential 2046 763
- Association 4930 -.5419

. 8.47
Labeling 3458 -.4701 .2742 46.40
1f- .

! lSZ:leem ..3086 3287 -.2354 -3296 2138 4.69
e -.2064 .5145 .1949 ..1191*** 134.80 81.25

: All correlations are significant at p<.001, except one, **+4p<05

i i ciati i involvement
mrelation between differential association apd delinquent involve

(r =?f,c§= 001) was expected. It was a rather high posiuve c:nelaui(;l:i ::
much of the previous research had sugges_ted. When there is a h]g d ::lsoc

- with delinquent peers, a high delinquent involvement of the individ 2 apm
inevitable. The correlations between labeling and other variables

institutionalized sample, the relationship between perception of negative labeling
degree of social control was fairly stong. )

nd ?ﬁe zirproach that the present research is tak}ng is thal low social ccilqlrg:
| permits the individual to engage in negative or deviant bg.havnor_; the:?fom, l'sn x
her social audience negatively labels him or he:r. This relaqons ip dbecoem nes
tawlogical. The development of this correlation between mdepenl o
 dependent vairables has permitted a preliminary investigation of the rela

" between the variables used in the present study. )

’ The temporal order of this integrated m_ode:l is based on a meomq::lgll at(x)df
 sequential/progressive development of the individual into the corlm:l:h ough !
delinquent behavior. The model was constructed as a recursive model, g

i j i ive with the use of longitudinal
. nonrecursive model could be just as informative with g o

i i labeling and
i ing: the strongest correlation was a negauve one between labeling and
ls';fir:lsgiirél' (ih='§17.'p = .001). This correlation suggested that, for the
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data. The constructed model explained i i

invo'lrw‘/;‘:cm;m for the present instiluu%nalizedzsgaﬁ:lg.me varianee of delinquent
n{arigl.e relationship between anomie and delin uent inv

smlzll but significant (_B = .18, p = .001). The significgnt direct0 ::le(;n 1enndt|:v o
g?r s substantiate the 1@ca Lh_al ygulhs who are institutionalized for delin o
enses do Teport averstve stimuli (their environment or factors within it) e
forrp of negative school experiences and frustration because of al "ll(me
achu.avemgm (Franworth, 1982); parental conflict and an adversaria?c o
rcla'uonshnp (Fggan and Wexler, 1987); the inability to escape victimizati b
one's own neighborhood (Simcha-Fagan and Schwartz 1986); a don o
Intimidation that such adversities have produced permit the ;'oum lo, aun e
form of escape or anger-based rebellion (Agnew, 1989). The outc e
delinquent behavior quite noticeable in early adolescent and even e .((;me in
younngr, ;gc-adolescent youths (LaGrange and White 1985) vident in

) € first indirect path involved anomie, 1f-este i
involvement. _The indirect path contained a sigfl?gc:ilf g?:l: ?ﬁi lgCIm(lugnt
between anomie and self-esteem, and a significant Beta (-.11 p= })5)' b;::t—. )
?Frluf;e;;ze(:: anfzh delinquent i:lvolvemem. These results sugges,t lhat.high an::ﬁ:

r with one’s social strata and limited perce tion of achi i

:sipcnaled with low self—estecn] and that low sgff-esll)cem 2p:::: ‘:f)";::g tls
elinquent involvement. Caution is necessary in the interpretation of Lhi:

youth drifts into delinquent behavior or conscio i i
r ' usly decides that this will
ll-l‘;se;:lhamsm by which he or she avenges his or her self-image is lt:ftt:g ng
l\?:cd, we do_ know that _se_lf-eslqem and delinquent involvement are connected.
3y including an additional Intervening variable into the relationship of

labeling 10 self-esteem -.16;: p = indi

i em -.16; p=.05). Another indirect path would i

l‘z;lsaelmg then to delinquent involvement, a significant Bgta is prl;dubc:dm(“:?c l-(-)

‘.: ). ?hc present m(_>del conﬁqns that institutionalized youths are likely .lo l’lzl:v;
Xpenenced alienation, perceived negative labeling by teachers parents or

authority, are more likely to re ienci i
: ty, port the experiencing of a disjunctio
immediate goals and the achievement of these goals, and thajt the blno<:bl(:llr‘l":ge((::orllr
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pain caused by their environment is less successful than what they would like for
it to be.

A similar bivariate relationship (considering the influence of the intervening
variables) between social control and delinquent involvement produced a small
but significant relationship (B = -.14, p = .05). By the relationship remaining
significant it suggests that those youths who become institutionalized at some
point in their adolescent years do not have a strong social bond to conventional
society as have been demonstrated by numerous studies (LaGrange and White,
1985; Elliott et al., 1985; Aultman and Wellford, 1979; and Hirschi, 1969).

The intervening variables domonstratred that an individual with low social
control is more likely to associate with other individuals who feel less
constraints and moral obligations to perform behavior that is socially acceptable.
All of the indirect paths were significant. According to the indirect paths a
youth with low social bonding is attracted to other youths who feel the same
estrangement from socicty and form an attachment with youths who can provide
the socioemotional support (Beta -42, p = .001). This low social bonding to
conventional society and association with youths who engage in unacceptable
social behavior as recognized by parents, teachers and adults of authority find
themselves spending more time distracting than contributing, engaging in
disruptive or idle behavior if and when they attend school. Negative labeling
further propells the adolescent toward delinquency (Beta = .15, p = .05). As
similar to the indirect paths using anomie and the intervening variables,
according to the model and substantiated by the delinquent sample self-reported
crime index, low social control, high delinquent pcer association and high
negative labeling lead to low self-esteem. A low self-evaluation and a sense of
stigmatization leads to delinquent involvement (Beta = -.11, p = .05).

Summary and Conclusion
An integrated model ought to be inclusive, testing propositions and

positioning variables so that a more comprehensive explanation is produced. It
ought to resemble a net that has woven into it all of the salient propositions that

_address as many of the dimensions found in the phenomenon as possible. By
integrating theories an elaboration is formed.

In the present model anomie, social control and differential association
(contributing the most explanation) played a substantial part in explaining
delinquency. Essential ideas derived from the employment of these theories
were: (1) a social milieu or structural setting may exist that could propel a
person into committing delinquent acts, while at the same time this construct
does not capture the entire process that leads one to become a delinquent; (2) an
individual who has limited or little attachment, commitment, involvement and
belief to/in the conventional aspects of society is more likely to be free to
participate in delinquency, therefore a low social bonding to the conventional
world or a high social bonding to the delinquent subculture can produce the same
results; and (3) association with peers whose motives, drives, rationalizations
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and attitudes produce law-violative behavior draws the previ i
youlh‘ Into the committing of delinquent acts, this cal:nma%ﬁigo;g:llr:?guft?:
learm'ng of delinquent skills, the identifying with and eventual
com;numg/garﬁchipa:ng together in delinquent activities.

=ven though the labeling and self-esteem theorie ignifi
comnbupons to the present model, the full spectrum of lhcii Clgl?ﬂ?b::i%?:ﬁ)c?;l:
explapat{on of delinquency has not been identified. The future inclusion of these
theories into a model of delinquency will have to increase the accuracy of their
measurement and resolve the question of where they occur in the scheme of
dehnlquer:jcy, whether before, afterward or reciprocal.

n addition to the theories employed in the present model i
0lhef research using multiple theory models de?monstralcs Lh'eu::::::sliel‘; gtt:
considering a number of combined theories when explaining delinquency. No
yanable should be summarily dismissed as theoretically and cmpiri;:all
irelevant. The need to test more compehensive integrated models will conLinuZ
because the phenomena researched by social scientists are often complex and not
‘l)(;ml::z;r;detr;u:oq when sinlg‘lc theory investigations are performed. Further use

€ls that integrate the macro- i

o i o lifquency, acro- and micro-level can only enhance the
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