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PREFACE

"A problem," writes Gabriel Marcel, "is something which I meet, which I
find complete before me, but which I can lay siege to and reduce. But a mys-
tery is something in which I myself am involved, and it can only be thought of
as a sphere where the distinotion between what is in me and what is before me
loses its meaning and its initial validity."l Few social scientist: today
would affirm that social progress has moved us beyond religion, or that scien-
tific knowledge has made religion useless. Nevertheless, the question: "What
is it that religlion does for human society and human behavior,” poses a variety
of subtle and complex difficulties. Much of the difficulty seems to arise from
a failure to recognize the importance of the distinction,alluded to by Harcel,
between the notion of "problem" and that of "mystery."

For religion essentially is a mystery, a mystery which envelops man,
society, and culture, so that in a true sense it becomes meta-problematical.,
Not that religion is a phenomenon incapable of being understood; but religion
is a mystery which must be regarded as bearing most completely and intimately
on one's personal life so as to make scientific analysis all the more trying.
Still the area of religion must be confronted honestly and forthrightly if we

expect to find positive answers to the perplexing question of why people act

Yoabriel Harcel, Being and Having, trans. Katherine Farrer (Bostom, 1951),
Ps 100.
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the way they do.

fny examination of the effects of religion on different individuals, as
well as the specific relationship of religion to delinguency and crime, raises
a number of highly complex issues relative to the nature of religious exper-
ience, the meaning of personality and humen motivation, and the reciprocal in-
teraction of these factors on the total human experience and the social struc-
ture., These problems would surely take us beyond the scope of the present
study; yet it is precisely on these topics that we have such limited informa-
tion. Wwhen £, J. Cooley, ome of the foremost early authorities on probation,
states that "the most vital force in the upbuilding of the character of youth
is the influence of religion and the church," it must be recognized that this
assertion can neither be proved nor disproved.2

It is because of the pauclity of data in this area that the present study
was undertaken, Its scope is necessarily limited; the substantive analysis is
not complicateds At the outset, it would seem probable that simply because
of their present situation religion had exerted little effective goutrol on
the attitudes and behavior of delinquents. The purpose of this study is to
investigate such a supposition in order to discover how religion has failed, if
it has fuiled. Consequently, information must be sought as to delinquent
religious values and practices as well as the sociological backgrounds of these
attitude and behavior patterns. A relatively small group of delinguents have

been studied and, strictly speakin;, our conclusioms are only apulicable to

aProhation and Delinquency (Hew York, 1927), p. lh. Also, as Hurray and
Flynn point out in their analysis of American social problems, "There is no
scientific evidence regarding the effect of religion as such on crime."
(Social Problems, New York, 1938, p. 471).
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them. 1In the light of the . initial conceptual scheme set up in the first chap-
ter, in addition to the qualifications and specifications of this framework
offered in the conclusion, however, indications will be given of the lines
which further research of this type might follow.

The author gratefully acknowledges his indebtedness to the many individu-
als both at Loyola University and at the Arthur J. Audy Home for Boys who
inspired and assisted in the present study. Special thanks are due to Gordon
C. Zahn, Reverend Joseph F. Wulftange, 5.J., and Albert K. Cchen for helping to
clarify the problems and sharpen the analysis by their many discussions and
correspondence; and to Jerome J. Burns, director of the Intake Department of
the Audy Home for his cooperation and encouragement. But as with all research
the burden of responsibility rests with its author. Cbviously much of the
work, particularly the theoretical analyses, is unoriginal and derives greatly
from the writings of Talcott Parsons and Robert K. Merton. The parts of the
argument which suppose most relative originality are its general form and the

various conclusions and hypotheses.
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CHAPTER I
THEORETICAL PuRSPECTIVES

Juvenile delinquency: few subjects have been sc discussed by people at
all levels; few problems have been so commonly shared. The task of success-
fully guiding youngsters through the pitfalls of early misbehavior, past the
temptations of adolescent life and into selfereliant adulthood is an ever-
present challenge. 'There is no such thing as a bad boy," or "ihese children
aren't bad, they never were bad; they are just victims, just neglected young-
sters,”" are attitudes quite praiseworthy among those working to help the delin~
quent, but such slogans do not necessarily deepen our understanding of the
problem,

This study is an attempt to understand, to grasp the meaning of some of
the complicated interactions of the social world as they affect the juvenile
delinguent. It focuses on the place of religion in the attitudes and behavior
of these youngsters, and is based primarily upon questionnaires and interviews
with a limited and accesslble group of boys drawn from among those held in the
Intake Department of the Arthur J. Audy Home for Boys, the juvenile detention
home for Cook County, Illincis. The study is essentially an exploratory analy-
sis of religious influence patterns; figures summarigzing our materials are
cited in every chapter, but these are often more heuristic than demonstrative

in character. They serve chiefly to indicate the sources of interpretative

1l




hypotheses which await nmore detailed, systematic inguiry.

The initial substantive aim of the study was fourfold: (1) to select at
random a sample of boys that officlally had been judged seriously delinquent;
(2) to relate, as far as poassible, patterns of roligious influence to the
delinquent's attitudes and conduct; (3) to gain clues to the chief avenues
through which religion came to exercise or not exercise influence; (4) to set
out hypotheses for more systematic study of the workings of religion and its
relationship to patterns of delinquency. The body of this report, then, is
divided into thrée parts: a brief thooretiaalvinquiry into the nature of our
problem and the methods used in its investigation, the preseatation and analy-
sis of the data gathered, and the conclusions derived from the research. But
before begloning discussion of the problem, it should be of interest to glance
at some of the factors which motivated the present project.

Yew socioclogists have ever minimized the social importance of religion.
wherever one locks ~-in a primitive village, a commercial town, a modern metro-
polis - he finds religion woven deeply into the fabric of social living., &ys-
tems of belief, worship, religious organigation are all items that vary enor-
nously within a given social system. But no society lacks them.

This importance of religion was well understood by the founders of socio-
logy, and although they differed widely in perscnal coanviction, each understood
that the exploration of religious behavior was one of the main tasks of the
student of society., Comte's "law of three phases," Spencer's "animism,"
Durkheim's distinction between the "sacred" and the "profane,” Pareto's ''logi-
co~empirical residues" and his treatwment of non-rational action, Weber's insis~

tence on the reciprocal impact of religious and secular values, all attest to
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this concern.,

It is surprising, then, that so little has been done to study the vitality
of religious influence in the lives of juvenile delinquents.l Kot a single
paper, for instance, 1s listed under religion in the 1947 or 1948 Yearbooks of
the National Probation and rarole Association — volumes dedicated to Redirect-

ing the Delinquent and Bulwarks Against Crime.? The Gluecks include "religion

and ethicel instruction" among the means that must be used if we are to make
much progress in delinquency prevention, yet they all but ignore even the
striking evidence of their own findings that such a need does exist, They pre-
fer instead to give us an exqulsite array of physical measurements in their
study of deviant youth.3

&ven more striking, however, ls the study proposed and financed by the
late Dr. Richard Clarke Cabot under the banner of the Cambridge-Summerville
Youth Study. This experiment employed eighty-four investigators in all over a
period of nine years, and resulted in a record 22,000 single-spaced, typewrit-
ten pages. Dr. Cabot hoped to test his theory that: "In every case of reform
known to me, someone has once come to know the man in so intimate and friendly

a way that he comes to a better understanding of himself and to a truer compre-

lﬁost sociologists who have treated this problem have contented themselves
with some general observation like that of Paul W. Tappan: "The actual role of
contemporary religion in delinquency prevention is not easy to evaluate. Its
potential role is tremendous, but the fulfillment of that potential depends on
the vitality of a religion in the lives of its professants.," (Juvenile Delin-
uency, New York, 1949, p. 512).

ZSee, Pauline V. Young, Social Treatment of Probation and Delinguency (New
York, 1952)' P “‘"’5#

3Bholdnn and Bleanor Glueck, Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency (New York,
1950), pp. W45, 287,
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hension of the world in which he lives.“h Could not, then, Dr. Cabot asked,
such a "sustained ego-ideal for boys in trouble" turn them from de;inquensy?
The authors of the study are inclined to conclude that Dr. Cabot's theory
failed to be verified. UJut he had stipulated tuat religion be =« central factor
in the preventive treatment used, a stipulation that was almost completely ig-
nored, it seems, during the nine yeurs of the testi. Cunly a single counselor
followed his directive and her success was a highlight of the experiment.ﬁ
Gtherwise, as one boy remarked, "ihey taught us the names of snaikkes, what to do
in case of fire, how to make a boat, and how not to steal and hop trucks.”6

Aven those studies which do purport to treat religion explicitly concern
themselves for the most part with tabulations of church affiliations and church
attendance recordss Attitude and value scales have been lefi almost exclusgive-
1y to the psychology journals, and these, in turan, usually limil theuselves to
the interpretation of attitude tests, and consequently to a somewhal unforiu-

7 Such poverty of information and tech-

nate superficial level of snalysis.
nigue wmakes the present study quite challeanging if not more difficult, and ac=-

counts for naming it exploratory.

k&&win Powers and lelen L. Witmer, An axperiment in the Prevention of De-

linguency (Wew York, 1951), p. vi. -

>Tbid., pp. 569-70.
6Ibidog pe 1,5‘1'.

2599 in this connection, Lowell J. Carr, Delinguency Control (lew York,
1940), ps 3743 William Healy, The Individual Delinquent (Boston, 1915), pp. 174«
75; Clement S, Mihanovich, irimeiples of Juvemile Deiinguency (Milweukee 1950),
pe 193 Herbert A. Bloch and Frank T, Flynn, Dalingnenczz ihe Juvenile Offender
in America Today (New York, 1956), 229-30; Sister Mary Dominic, R.G.a., "Reliw
gion and the Juvenile Delinguent," ACSR, XV (October 1954), 257.
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In bis introduction to Sociology Today, Robert K. ierton clearly distip-
guishes three principal components in the progressive’formnlation pf a sociolo-
gical problem:a the "criginating question” — an initial statement of what one
wants to know, the "rationale of the question" — & statement of why one wants
tc have his original question answered, its "case' in the secientific court of
opinion, and the "specifying question” - that more limited question that points
the way toward possible solutions to one's original query im terms that satisfy
the rationale and in turn open the mind to gain higher and more significant
insights. Following thls precedent, the originating question of the present
study can most simply be put: "Is therc sometﬁing within the franework of our
social system that allows for juvenile delinguency, some weakness or inadequacy,]
some over-exaggoration or pressure that can in some way account for the exist~-
ence of this social phenomencn?™

Iwo things should be noted about this question from the begilmning: first,
it is socislogical and not psycholegical; second, it is deceptively siumple.
The sociologist dinterested in delinguency asks about the larger social environe
nent whers delinquency is found; he is interested in the effect socliety has on
human behavior and behavior on society; he emphasizes the social structure, the
interaction of individuals, and individuals with their enviromment within that
structure. The psychclogist, on the other hand, wants to know about such thingg
as: "How did this individual get to be the way he is; what constitutes his

personality and is there something about his personality that would account

SSociolo Toggg, ed. Robert K. Merton, Leonard Broom, and Leonard S. Cot-
trell, Jr. (New York, 1958), ix-xxxiv. See also, John Dewey, Logic: The Theory
of Inquiry (New York, 1933), Part 1I; Bernard J. F, Lonergan, 8.J., Insight
{Hew York, 1956), esp. Chap. 18.
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for his delinquent activityi" Certainly both viewpoints contribute much to
understanding any given soclal problem, and to choose one or the other is in
no way meant to signify the superiority of either; it is merely to indicate
that there is a difference which must be reccgnized. 3Second, our originating
guestion is deceptively simple. To study delirquency in its relation to the
larger social system of which it is a part is a complicated task. ‘heoretical
divergencies, the scientific Ineptness of the term "juvenile delinquency,’ the
preliminsry state of research at which we find ourselves arc only a few of the
chatncles that clutter our path.

The ruotionale snd specific queation of the present study will be taoken
up shortly. Suffice it to say here that we are not in any way attempting a new
theory of juvenile delinquency. Given our general sociolegical crieantation %o
ihe problem, the quezticn naturally arises as to the part religion plays in a
delinquent's life. It was to begin an answer to thls question that our inves-

tigation was undertaken.,

JUVENILE DELINQUZRCY AND THE SCOCIAL STRUCTURE

Juvenile delinquency is not a new phenomenon. It is and has been for some
time an explogive and complex problem, but not an insoluble cne. If someone
were to count only the postwar studies of delinquency, they would number severa#
hundreds And although there is neither space nor inclination to review then
here, it does seem desirable toc indicate where the aims and assumptions of the
present undertaking parallel or depart from the major theoretical schemes of
past and contimuing research on the subject.

The betier known and accepted theories of delinquency can be grouped into

Lfive categories: social disorganizatian. subcultural, "means-ends,' cultural




?
conflict, and personality maladjustment. "Social disorganigzation" implies a
lack of consensus on social norms and a consequent weakness of social control
and socialigzation. Social disorganization theories would account for delingquen-
cy rates as a function of this kind of social breakdown, for under such condi-
tions social control and even socimlization may become quite ineffective. And
if the individual is perscnally involved in groups with conflleting norms, the
conflict is likely to become internalized with resulting delinguency and aeven
personality disorganization.g
The "delinguency sube-culture approach” describes the phenomenon as a cule-
tural tradition: dellinguency is a way of life, snd gangs with their distinctive
personnel, goals, norms, attitudes and social controls are a permanent part of
this delinguent subculture. Delinquencyy then, results from a preponderance of
contacts with delinquent behavior and attitudes, and in this way the permanent
existence of the group or subculture is ensured.lo
There is also the theory that delinquency results from a heavy cultural
emphasis on certain established goals « material gain or socisl status, for ex-
anple « and a relative indifference to the means whereby these goals are attaine

ed. As a result, when a goal is presented as attractive and obtainable while

the licit means to reach it are either unavailable or too difficult, a con~

95ee, Clifford Shaw, The Jack Roller (Philadelphia, 1951), Shaw and Henry
D. McKay, Brothers in Crime (Philadelphia, 1952), Juvenile Delinguency and Ur-
ban Areas (Chicago, 1942), Carr, Delinguengy Control, Shaw, Deiinquency Areas
(Chicago, 1929).

10, 1bert K. Cohen, Delinguent Boys, The Culture of the Gang (Glencoe, 1955),
Edwin H. Sutherland, The Professional Thief (Chicago, 1937), Thorstea Sellin,

culture Conflict and 5?3@3 (New York, 1933).
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flict arises which triggers deviant behavior. iiost stress, presumably, would
be felt by the lowest income groups who could not legitimately achieve high
material gaals.ll

The "eculture conflict! approach would attribute delinquency to the cone
fusion and disorganization that ensues when host and lumigrant cultures meet,
minority and majority groups cross values, and so on. Al times this theory
might well be combined with that of social disorgsnization, since this is one
of the principal sources of such disorganization; at other times the approach
seens quite close to the cultural transmission theory referred to above. 3But
more often it has distinctive emphasizes that merit for it a separate classi-

2

fication. The "personality maladjustment” theory also shares some assump-
tions with the subculture theory, but this explanation views delinquency ex-
plicitly as the inclidental result of disturbed emotions. The kleptomaniac
steals not because he wants the object but because he feels insecure or re-
jecteﬁ.lj

The relationship of the present study to these delinquent theories can
be limited to the following dimensions. Implicit in all the explanations we

have discussed are several or all of these assumptions: (1) delinquency must

be studied as an interaciion process between the individual and his socio-

llMerten, "Social Structure and Anomie," 3ocial Theory and Social Structure
(Glencoe, 1957), 121-61.

12sutheriand, Principles of Crimimology (Fhiladelphia, 19%7), pp. 208-Ll,
Milton L. Barron, "Juvenile Delinquency and American Values," ASR, XVI (April,
1951), 208-14, Frederic M. Thrasher, The G (Chicago, 1927}, william F.
whyte, Street Corner Society (Chicago, 193 ?.

13Healy and Augusta Bronner, A lew Light on Delinquency and its Ircaiment
(vew York, 1936).
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cultural milieu; conseguently, to understand delinquent behavior one must fo-
cus not merely on the individual nor the social structure, but on their point
of contact; (2) delinquent behavior arises as a response to strain which ari-
ses in turn because of some conflicting situation; (3) delinquency can be de-
fined most simply as any kind of norm-viclating behavior; (&) delinguency is the
result both of positive learning and the absence or inadequacy of certain
social controls.

When Mrs. Smith remarks, for example: "My Jimmy is really a good boy, but
he got to running sround with the wrong crowd and now he's always getting into
trouble; he's doing poorly in school, he stays out late at night, he never goes
to church any more - I just don't know what to do with him," she is making a
statement whose set of propositions and assumpticns which, if spelled out and
systematized, would constitute the position explained above. She is affirming
that Jimmy's conduct violates certain norms and expectations she and others
have of him, that this behavior occurs in the face of some difficulty the boy
is experiencing, that delinquency is not an inborn characteristic or a defect
in her child's personality, but that it is learned, that it is frequently the
activity expected of a member of a given group, that often it is just "the
thing to do," and unless some kind of control has an influence over Jimmy's
actions there is little reason for him not to continue the way he has begun.

Since these notions form the basis of our present study, some explanation
of them is in order. For the sake of clarity, we will employ the fourfold
classification listed above as the point of departure.

The first common element in the more prominent theories of uelinquency

was the ldea that delinguent behavior must be studied as an interaction process




10
between the individval and his socio-cultural milieu. Wwhat people do, after
all, depends upon the problems they have to contend with, and such problems are
not only what perplex individuals and bring them to the psychiatrist, bdut are
also such common situations as whether or not to accept a dinner invitation,
which of twe suits to buy, or how to get along with one's neighbors. Human
behavior does not occur in a vacuum; consequently, if we want to explain what
people do, we must realize that every problem has two components: the éctor's
frame of reference mand the "situation” he confronts. All problems arise and
are solved through changes in one or both of these elementis. Thecorrollary of
this is, of course, that human action, since it is often a response to scme
problematic situation, can only be understood insofar as one takes account of
both the psychodynamic and sociologlcal factors as well as their point of
contact and interaction.

Another characteristic common to mozt delinquency theory is the fact that
delinquency seems to be the response to some sort of conflict - the conflict
between culture goals and institutionalized meansz, value oonflicts between
classes in the social system, conflict between different cultural groups, con-
flict within one'm personality. Wwhy such conflicts occur in the process of
everyday living is not difficult to understand. Human problems are not evenly
distributed among the roles that make up our social life. The immediate
nilieu, our present state of mind, cur needs and desires all force us to choose,
to adjust, to integrate the various facets of our 1life into a coherent whole.
If we attempt to reduce strain or solve a problem of adjustment in a way that

conforms to the accepted modus vivendi we are rewarded by acceptance, recogni-

tion, and respect. If we brealt with the routine and the institutionalized we




11
are deviant. Thus Cohen defines deviant behavior as '‘behavior which viclates
institutionalized expectations — that is, expectations which are shared and re-
cognized as legitimate within a social system.”lu behavior which itself is a
response to strain and conflict which he later characterizes as "ambivalence to
institutionaligzed expectationa."l5
The third item in our frume of reference is the definition cof delinquency.
There seems to be little need to emphasize the point that juvenile delinguency
is an ambiguous and much overused word, that it has taken on many accretions a-
bove and beyond its criginal meanin_, and so has come to mean different thingsi&
different places and to different people. The concept is almost completely use-
less for research purposas.lé wWithout entering into a lengthy discussion ofthiﬂ
problem, it is clear from the outset that when one considers the kinds of beha-
vior that might be termed "delinquent" (stealin; a car, pulling a knife, truan~
cy from school, stealing items from a drug store, running away from home, driv-
ing without a license, getting drunk, gambling, sex offenses, swearing, etc.)
that each one of these acts represents norm-violating behavior. In each in-
stance a rule or regulation of the home, school, or legal system has been bro-

ken or transgressed. Dut every one breaks rules or violates norms at one time

lh"The Study of Social Disorganization and Deviant Behavior," in Sociology
TOda! s Pe l{'62¢

Lvid., p. 468.

168ee in this connection, Merton, Social 3tructure and Social Theory, pp.
177-78; %. C. kvaraceus and . H, Miller, Delinquent Behavior (washington, D.C.)
1959), p. 423 J. A. Mack, "Juvenile Delinquency Research: A Criticism," Socl.
Review, III (1955), 49-63.
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other. Obviously some criteria of the severity of norm-violating behavior
pust be employeds The seriousness, that is, the specific nature of the offense,
the form the delinquency takes and the way such actions are viewed by the
community, the frequency of such delinquency, the relationship of the act to
prior behavior and the individual's personality are some of the factors that

17 suffice it to say here that the defini-

mist be exariined in this connection.
tion of delinquency used in this study will be any kind of norm-viclating be-
havior thal has come to the attention of some legitimate authority. The rea-
sons for this last qualification will become clearer as we proceed.

The last common note to be considered is the fact that practically all
delinquenecy theory takes delinquent behavior to be the result both of positive
learning and the absence or inadequacy of certain social controls. For impli-
cit in any explanation of delinquency is ome or the other of two assumptions:
either something makes people commit delinquent acts or scmething prevents peo-
ple from committing them. In other words, deviant behavior either is 'produced’|
by certain variables under:studyor it cccurs in the absence of certain controls.
It does not seem, however, that these two elements can be validly separated
within a given pattern of delinquency. Can delinguent conduct be "produced" by
assoclation with a gang, for instance, while at the same time familial or com-
munity controls function effectively? Or inversely, when controls are weak is
there automatic delinquency® It seems rather that these two facts are toge-
ther, even if at times unequally, involved in delinquent conduct, that devi-

ance results from a combination of positive learning and ineffective social

I?KVaraceus and Miller, pp. 42-50.




control.

In the light of the above analysis it should not be difficult to grasp
the importance of exploring the relatienship of religion as an element of so-
ciety to patterns of deviant behavior among youth., After gll, when one begins
to reflect op jJuvenile delingquency as & dlstinctive pattern of social inter-
action, the question gquite naturally arises whether or not this activity repre-
sents a rejection or flaunting of contemporary value and behavier patterns in
an attempt to adjust to a conflisting or difficult situa.ion, or dees it repre-
sent an over-acceptance of them, diatcrtingitygm, carrying them to their "logi-
cal' extreme of application?Y This guestion has been ralsed expliclitly by one
sociologist at least and offers another serlous reason for inquiring into the
relationship between religlon and its influense in the lives of delinquents.la
Our effort here, remember, is not to set up a new theory of delinquency in addid
tion to the onzs discussed above, but rather to highlight a particular struc-
tural and functional relationship which must be taken into account in any ade-
quate theory, something which up to now has been insufficiently dene.. Some
brief conuideration of the place of religion in the soclal structure will be
necessary, therefore, in order to complete the theoretical framework we have

begun to construct.

RELIGICN AND SOCIAL CONTROL
The social role of religion has been repeatedly observed and interpreted

over the span of many centuries. And, as Merton remarks: "the hard core of

lsGordon C. Zahn, "In Our Image," Commonweal, 72 (June 19, 1959), 302-q6.
See also, Barron, The Juvenile in Delinquent Society (New York, 1954).
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contimuity in these observations consista in an empbasis on religion as an in-
stitutional means of social control, whether this be in Plato's concept of 'no-
ble lies,' or in Aristotle's opinion that it operates 'with a view to the per-
suasion of the multitude,' or in the comparable judgment of Polyblus that ‘the
masses. . . can be controlled only by mysterious terrors and tragic fears'."19

The first queation that must be met in a discussion of the consequences of
religion for human behavior is precisely what is meant by religion. The work
of Talcott Parsons as a student and continuator of the tradition of Max Weber
is typical of much of conbemporary 50@161033 of religion, and as such offera us
an apt point of departure. In his aprroach, Parsons relates roligion to two
slements: the problem of meaning and to the variability of soclal structures
and possibility of perscnality types in variocus societies. The problem of
meaning conocerns both situations of uncertainty and situations of morality.
Comments Parsons: ", . . correlative with the functional need for emotional
adjustment to such experiences as death is & cognitive need for understanding,
for trying to have it ‘'make aense,‘"zo Horeover, "if we can apeak of a need to
understand ultimate frustrations in order for them to make sense, it is equally

urgent that the values and goals of everyday life should also make

lgMertan, Sogial Theory and Social Structure, p. 4#2. This emphasis on reli-
gion as a social control is only to ¥ to be cxpectod. since religion, whatever its
origin, eventually becomes becomes bureaucratized in some form, in that almost
always it is organized around some form of hierarchy. Hevertheless, religion
can be studied quite apart from its external control function as Weber did in
his Proggsggat Ethic and the S$pirit of Ca 1tali (New York, 1930) and Merton in

Science, Technology, snd Society in :ln 17% Century England (Bruges, Belgiwm, 1938().

ag?arsons. Essays in Sociological Theory, rev. ed. (Glencoe, 1957), pp.

207-8.
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sense.“al It is in religion, therefore, that we find the integration of these
two attempts after meaning. Yebar and Parsons also see the different institu-
tional structures of various socleties as corresponding ia important respects
to differances in religlons doctrine. Thus religion not only plays an integra-
tive role for individuals and for socleties, but also enters into the distinct-
ive shaping of social institutlons and through them inte the formation of humen
nersonality. On a broad scale, then, ws can define religion as a social mecha-
nigm for reinforcing the sentiments, the definltions of situations and human
conduct which are most essential to the intepgration of society. And it is pree
cisely on the basis of this adjustive significance and funetional importence
that religion comes to exercise social control.za

As has already been suggested, social control 1s to be found within the
nornel processes of interaction that go to make up society. Certainly the.
various types of control soclety employs are many, but the basic concept under-
lying them all seems to embrace four classifications: formal, informal, exter-
nal, and internal control. Formal control is imposed fron: without by means of
restriction and punishment; infomal control is exercised from within and is
related to affectional identification with parents, friends, teachers, etc.
Externsl control comes from without in temms of sanction and group expectationg
internal control is exercised within the framework of social norms and values

and most frequently operates through conscience. It is hardly feasible that

allbz Qa s Po 208.

22590. Thomas F. C'Dea, "The Sociology of Religion," ACSR, XV (June 1954),
73-10%. Much of the preceding analysis was derived from O'Dea's stimulating
treatment. See also, J. Milton Yinger, Religion, Society and the Individual
{Hew York, 1954).
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any single control mechanism will fit neatly into one compartment to the ex~
clusion of any other. In fact, the reverse seems to be true. runishment for
instance, is a formal control imposed from without, but it certainly affects
values and can be external in a very real sense. The ¢lassifications, then,
are merely useful for heuristic purposes.

When we reflect on the controlling effect of religicus doctrine and prac-~
tice we find that religion exercises influence in all four areas of social
control. First, it functions as an internal control. A society's common value
system - its morality or '"moral solidarity" -~ iz always connected with and to a
degree dependent upon a shared religious orientation. lNore precisely, among
the common values of a soclety are those referring to more "ultimate concerns,”
rather than, say, values relating different aspects of role~behavior in parti-
cular networks of social interaction. For example, Jewish monotheism enduring
for centuries, the Roman Catholic position on artifieial contraception, the
conviction that all men are created equal and possess certain God-given in-
alienable rights would be illustrations of such "ultimate values." 3ecause
such ultimate values are shared by a group and generally are considered of
zreat importance to the group's welfare, norms concerning them invariably
arise. And assocliated with these norms are shared ways of perceiving the be-
havior of others and common ways of feeling about them. (Cf course, when such
values and norms are related to religion they are supported not only by popular
consensus but by definite beliefs which, in turn, rest on specific judgments of
the truth of one's religion and its teaching as well as on the compelling drive
to act consistently with what ome knows to be tru%; vﬁharefore, in this sphere

of internal control - beliefs, values and norms — religion exercises perhups
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its strongest and most effective influence. There can be no question that, in
teriss of human activity, what one thinks and what cne values are the most domi-
nant determinants of his conducg}

Second, religion exercises external control. In his classic work on the
soclology of religion, Joachim kach lists three principal ways where religion —
which he considers to be cssentirlly a matter of personal, incommunicable exper-
ience of God — manifests itself. The first area of external religion is sone
type of belief system whieh would consist mostly in theoretical propositions
and speculations about God and His relation to manj the second external trait
of religion is its practical expression of these beliefs, i.e. its system of
worship; the third manifestation of religion is its social orgenigation and
system of social relationships. The element of belief has elready been dis-
cussed under internal controly it weould appear, however, that in the area of
worship and social organization religion should especially exercise external
control.23

"Worship," declares wach, "is not merely an accident but z genuine eand
essential expression of religion which likes to penetrate the totality of the
human life in making not only its spiritual and personal but also its material
side a vehicle and mediator of its effectﬁ."au Certainly this expression of
religion through worship is closely related to a framework of belief, for what-
gver is formulated in the theoretical statement of faith and believed in by the

individual is Jome in religiously inspired actsy In a wide sense, then, all

e}
“3ine sociology of Religion (Chicago, 1944).

ZQIbido s PPs 25"260
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actions which flow from and are determined by reiigious experience are practi-
cal expressions of religion. Hormally, however, we limit such practical expres-
sion to the arsa of worship, and so such questions as church attendance, parti-
cipation in liturgical services, organigations and activities, in addition to
prayer, penance and other aspects of an individual's devotional life have re-
ference here.

‘The other area of religion's external control is its social organization.
It should not be difficult to understand why the theoretical and practical as-
pects of religion are complemented by its social structure. Lvery religious
act is simuitaneously an individual and a social act, and the phrase "Unus

Christiaous, pullus Chrigtianus" is in a very true sense applicable to all

religions.25 “hether it is the hierarchical order that exercises its authority
and stabilizes the religious group or merely the members of that group who té—
gether act as a stimulus to one's own attitudes and behavior, it camnot be de-
nied that we live our lives in reference to such external manifestations. The
pressure to conform to the norms and values of those with whom we live is one
of the strongest factors determining the sclutions we take to cur problems.
Jing it is gerhaps the most important criterion of ithe validity of our frame of
reference which motivates and justifies our conduct. Few Roman Catholics, for

exanple, would eat meal con Friday and fail tc make an impression on those with

25»0 are told, for instance, that Greek religion was a matter of social
proups like the family or tribe or the state long before it was a matter of the
individual. The growth of the concept of individuality on Roman soil was even
retarded by the excessive degree to which the social idea was developed. The
individual existed merely for the state, the family, cr the clan. 5See in this
cannection, Fustel de Coulanges, Ancient City, trans. Willard Small (3oston,
1901), Sooks II and III.
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whom they ate, just as many fzllen-away Catholics still continuwe to attend Hass
or certain other church services, even though they cannot really participate in
them since they are not in the state of grace.

Thirdly, religious control is informal, that is, it exercises its control
through other institutions of scciety. Religion, insofar as it is concretized
in a social group, can be considered in several ways: it is a secondary, not a
primary social group; moreover, it can be one's membershilp group, refercnce
group, or both, A membership group is one to which a person is recognized as
belonging, such as the family, a political party or religious organizaticn. A
perscn, then, shares the norms of his membership group not only because he is
recognized by others as belonging to this particular group, but also because
he finds some degree of satisfaction and security in accepting and following
these norms. It often happens, hLowever, that a person also learns to use the
nerms of groups of which he is not an organized member. Consequently, the term
reference group can include both membership and non-membership groups. Primary
groups, on the other hand, are those which are characterized by more cor less
continued, face~to~face contact between the members, while any other type of
group is a secondary group. It is the primary groups to which everyone at one
time or another has belonged and which are most notable for the extent of their
influence. The famlly, ¢f course, is the most obvious example of the primary
group; religious, racial, and ¢lass groups are familiar examples of the second-
ary group.

It should be expected, therefcre, that religion, insofar as it is a secondd
ary reference or membership group, would not exercise as great an influence as

a primary group like the family. But since primary groups do not live in solie
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tary isolation but share norms with larger secondary groups of scciety like re-
ligion, social class, nationality, and so on, these secondary groups axert
their control through primary ones. Religion, for instance, is "filtered®
through the family, and the fact that parents quite frequently exert their own
distinctive power - in terms of prejudice, selection, false perception, etc. —
all contribute to the difficulty of properly assessing the influence of any cne
reference group like religion.

The last classification of social control is formal control. As regards
religion there is little difference between its function as a formal control
and a8 an internal control; we include it as a separate category mainly in or-
der to provide the foundation for the other classifications of control. Reli-
zion, as has been noted, influences individuals both internally and externally
“n terms of its structuring of a personal relationship between the individual
and God, its stress on sin, guilt, the consequent alienation from CGod and from
the Mystical Body of Christ (at least for the Catholic), and the need for re-
paration. The difficulty in assessing religion in its function of formal con-
trol lies in the fact that so much of this control remains hidden in the indi-
vidual's personal religious experience, his own relationship with God. As
Gordon Allport observes: "The conclusion we come to is that the subjective re-
ligious attitude of every individual is, in both its essential and non~essentiall
features, unlike that of any other individual. The roots of religlon are so
nunerous, the weight of their influence in individual lives sc varied, and the
forms of rational interpretation so endless, that uniformity of product is im-
pcssible."26 The reality of sin, its meaning to the individual, the need for

repentance are all contained within the belief system of any given religious
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group, but the power they exert over human attitudes and actions entirely de-
pends upon the degree to which they are internalized. This internalization or
internal control rests, in turn, upon the idea each one has of God and the na-
ture of this relationship between the individual and God, viz., upon religion
as a formal control., (Ultimately, then, this formal control is grounded in a
response to something intrinsic to the human person; it is, in Gtte's phrase, a

"mysterium tremendum et fascinosum," a genuine I-Thou relationship, a fundamen-

tal commitment to the persom of Gods Une to whom none of these terms are in-
telligible would do well to eschew the sociology of religion as a field of en-
27

deavor. He will never know what he is looking at.

CUNCLUDING REMARKS

Before closing this chapter and turning attention to the methodological
problems of the present study, it should help the reader to appreciate the back-
drop we have attempted to construct in the preceding pages and against which
any future discussion will be projected, if we gather together the threads of
the foregoing analysis into a list of general propositions. It is readily ad-
Jaitted that this general form resembles more a road sign than a highway map, but
there should be little need to insist that transition to any more specialized
precepts of gocial orgenization and control which will be made later can take
place only through an understanding of this more generslized orientation.

l. BSociety is a social system characterized by processes of individual

and group interaction. Therefore, any pattern of social behavior such as cone-

26Allport, p. 26.

a7

U'Dea, p. 87.




formity or deviance occurs within the framework of this interaction and cunnot
be studied apart from it.

2. Conformity typifies that behavior whieh harmonizes with "institution-
alized" expectations existing within society or any organized groug. Deviant
behavior, on the other hand, is a violation of these same sanctioned expecta-
tions and norms which comes about as a response to strain or tension that
arises in a conflicting situation.

3« It is not necessarily deviance itself, then, that constitutes the
particular problem, but the ailment within the social fabric which caused the
conflict to arise and thus initiated the delinquent response. In other words,
our focus of attention is not limited tec the individual perscnality who finds
nimself “out of step" with the rest of his group, but must include the struc-
ture of the group or of society as a whole within which this pattern of behav-
ior occurs.

4, It follows logically from these three points that if the social system
is to maintain itself with maximum proficiency and progress forwerd to higher
levels of social integration and.organization. it must possess a definite set
of control mechanisms which operate in certain areas of patterned and unpattern-
ed behavior to foster conformity and discourage deviance. (The corrolary of
this is, of course, that deviant behavior is not merely the result of an inter-
action process between individuals and individuals and their socio~cultural mi-
lieu and so a behavior pattern that is learned, but that it is also the result
of an sbsence or inadequacy of certain social controls;

5, Wwhat the present study is not attempting is to conmstruct another the-

ory of delinquent behavior. At present the better known explanation in terns
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cof social disorganization, subcultural reaction-formation and trensmission,
illicit means, and culture conflict seem to meet the demands of existing data.
what we are attempting, then, is an analysis of one element of the social strue-
ture — the religious reference group — which must be tsiien into consideration
by any current theory.

6. Religion from the viewpoint of the total situation is a social mechan-
ism whieh functions to reinforce the definitions of situations, the sentiments,
and actiocns which are most essentially bound up with society's integration
process., lore specifiecally, it can be defined as the bincing of man to God by
ueans of a personal encounter through faith, which arises because of man's
driving need to discover complete meaning in the situations of life. It is
precisely on the basis of this adjustive significance that religion exercises
social conirol.

7. social control, considered in u general way, can be classified into
four types: formal, informal, internal, and external. Applying these notions
to the social influence of religion, we find that religion, beoth as a pecondary
membership group and a reference group, exerts control in the following way.
Formally, it controls in terms of the individual's persomal relationshi; to
God, the doctrine of sin, guilt, aliemnation from Geod and from the Mystical
Body, and the need for repentance. Informally, it acts through other insti-
tutions of society — the family, school, sccial class, etc. These twe types
of influence caun, in turn, be specified according to internal and external so-
cial control: internally religion acts through its system of beliefs, common
values and soclal porms; externally, through its system of worship and social

organization.
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Briefly put, these are the main lines of the preseat chapter. It will be
remecbered that the original question with which we began our theoretical in-
quiry was this: "Is there something within the framework of our social systen
that allows for juvenile delinquency?"™ In the light of the raticnale put forth
in the preceding pages this question can now be specified to read: "Could the
ineffectiveneus of religious beliefs and attitudes be something which accounts
for deiinguency in society®” larsons has remarked: 'The twc most geﬁeral func-
tions of theory are thé facllitation of description and analysis. The two are
most intimately connected since it is only when the essential facts about a
phenoumenon have been described in a carefully systematic way that accurate
analysis becomes possible at all."as It is with this idea in mind that we at-
tempted here to set down the array of concepts, assumptions, and basic proposi-
tions to be followed in the present study. "If true art consists in concealing
all signs of art, true science consists in revealing its scaffilding as well

as its finished structure."29

28 .
Parsons, Lgsays, p. 213.

29Herton, Social Theory and Social Strugture, p. 1l4.




CHAPTER II

PROBLEMS IN MoTHODOLOGY

Sedentific methodlogy basically refers to the approach the scientist takes
in collecting and anadlyzing a certain nmumber of facts. The term implies that
one's concrete study is being scrutinized as to the procedures it uses, the un-
derlying suppositions it makes, the modes of explanation it considers satis-
factory. This, in turn, makes necessary a fundamental distinection between
scientific methodolopy properly so called and sclentific procedures and tech-
niques. Insofar as one is dealing with the application of the fundamentals of
science, examining the logic of one's appreach he is a methodologist, and me-
thodological analysis in this sense provides the elements from which a future
philosophy of the social sciences may be built. But if one treats of the spe-
cific procedures by which the scientist gathers and orders his data prior to
their logical or statistical manipulation, he is a technician, and his main
task is the continuous adaptation of more generalized socioclogicsl methods to
concrete research situations. Gonssq;;ntly, methodélogy is an elliptical temm
and somewhat more complicated that might first appear.

3ince the preceding chapter dealt with the general approach, conceptual
framework, and theoretical suppositions underlying the present study, this
chapter will take up several specific problems encountered as the investigation

progressed. Hone of these questions involved any radical refocusing of the

i 2§
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precise point of the study, the relationship of religious eontrel to delinguent
pehavior, but several obstacles did involve some procedural detours which, in

the long run, made actual investigation quite different from the initial pilot

Studyn

SELECTING THE SAMPLE

The study, it will be recalled, is based primarily upon questionnaires and
interviews conducted with a sample of delinguent Catholic boys drawn from among
those detained at the Intake Department of the Cook County detention home.
Since we vere ireating not merely general religicus orientation as the inter-
vening variable, but more specific attitudes and religious practices, it was
not feasible to include Protestant, Catholies, and Jews in the same study.
Different gquestions would have to be directed at each group, and although the
general framework smset down in the preceding chapter could handle all three
groups.'more particular considerations that would be necessary for sufficient
interpretation could not be generaliged to suci. an ecumenical level., Conse-
quently we initiated the research with Catholics and limited this report to an
ananlysis of this data alone.l It is also true that the writer's own religious
conmitiment and status made this choice more immediately practical.

The reasons for the location of the study, however, are not so evident.
¥hy choose the Intale Department instead of the detention home itself? Cr why
focus upon an institutionalized group, rather than the more general and norma-

tive juvenile population? It has been suggested by Cohen, Nye, Lvaraceus and

1Scme research was conducted among non~Catholic and Jewish delinquents, but
this has been slight and done quite unsystematically. Hence, there is nc men=-
tion of it in the present report.
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others that what delinquency research desperately needs, in addition to compar-
ative studies in other cultures and societies, is more investigation of non~
institutionalized elinguents, i.e. delinquent behavior in the general adoles-
cent p0pu1ation.2 That such procedures are desirable and could shed considera-
ble light on the problem is unquestionable. On the other hand, if one vere to
rank any group of adoleacents along a delinquency scale and then proceed to
match this continuum with a parallel one of institutionalized delinquents, he
would discover that the least delinquent cases on the general scale obviously
never appeared on the inatitutional scale. But more importantly, the most
serious delinquent cases might rarely, if ever, appear on the general scale.

In other words, an investigation of non-institutionalized delinguents might
tend to miss the serious and frequent offender.

To accept institutionalization as the criterion of delinguency, of course,
is to endanger the reliability of one's investigation, for there are definite
biases present in any institutionaliged population. Repeated studies have
shown, for instance, that lower-economic individuals are more likely to be ar-
rested, convicted, and institutionaliged for a given offense than are persons
of middle and high-socio—-economic strata.3 This bilas can take subtler form.

It has long been recogniged that there are disproportionate numbers of children
from broken homes in reformatories and detention homes, and there can be little

doubt that only the more serious and habitual delinguents are institutionalized.

B )
“Cohen, Delinguent Boys, p. 170; F. Ivan Nye, Family Relationships and De-
linguent Behavior (Hew York, 1958), pp. vii-viii; Kvaraceus, The Community and
ths Delinguent (New York, 1954).

BE.g. Cletus Dirksen, Economic Factors in Delinguency (Milwaukee, 1943),
Shaw and lcKay, Juvenile Delinguency and Urban Areas, Cohen, pp. 36-43.
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Consequently, a solution was sought which would at the same time mininize bias,
include the more serious delinquents, and provide us with an accessible group.

The reason why including the more seriocus delinquents was desirable
should be clear. If delinquency is some type of morm violating behavior that
cuts agsinst institutionaligzed expectations, much of the *delinguency" one
would encounter in the general adolescent population is not delinquency; no
one would consider swearing, petting, drinking a bottle of beer delinquency,
unless such actions were disturbing to others, extreme, or habitual. Similarly
one would not find a large number of car thieves, strong-armed robbers, and
sex deviants in an ordinary school. There would be some, to be sure; but
unless the study were located at a continuation school or a special school
1ike the "600" schools in New York City, the number would probably be minimal.
HMoreover, we wanted an accessible group. It is, however, precisely because
accesaibiliﬁy usually limits one's study to a reform school, detention home,
or an average school (all three of which were, in the light of the discussion,
objectionable), that the Intake Department of the Cook County detention home
was selected. Here there was an accessible group, serious delinguents would
be included in the sample, and because of the department-policy the problem of
bias would be considerably minimigzed.

The Intake Department was established in 1937 as a result of the over-
crowded conditions at the detention home for the explicit purpose of screening
each child's need for detention, and whenever possible to provide alternatives
to detention. Inevitably detention must follow for many of the referrals to
Intake (usually between 50% and 65%); but this occurs only when every poscible

resource or procedure alternative to detention has been considered, and it is
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determined that the delinquent's stay will be more than a few days.u Then the
child is transferred to the Audy Home proper, where provision is made for a
program geared to longer detenticn.

The advantages in selecting the Intake Department as the location of this
study were many. The range of delinquency was wide, spanning first offenders,
habitual offenders, those merely riding in a stolen car, truants, runaways,
incorrigibles, those involved in robberies of varying kinds, sex delinquents,
reform school escapees, those implicated in asssults with a deadly weapon,
grand larceny, and murder. Biases that would naturally be present in a strict-
1y institutionalized population were reduced. The socio-economic status of the
delinquents remained low, but after all, the bulk of known delinquency occurs
in this cla35;5 there were many delinquents from physically broken homes, but
as the statistics reveal, the number was not disproportionate.

Obviously it was impossible to interview all the delinguent Catholic boys
received during the six-week period allotted for the study; thus a random sam=-
ple of them was chosen. Since the research was being conducted at the Intake
Department, there was a continual flow of youngsters -- some being processed,
others being released to await their court hearing at home under their'garents'
supervision, the rest being transferred to the detention home itself. At that

time it was department policy to hold a boy at Intake no more than two days,

hln 1955-57, for instance, the total Intake admissions numbered 7,353,
8,432 and 8,777 respectively. Cf these 4,253, 4,004 and 3,774 were referred to
the Audy Home.

5Kvaraceus, Juvenile Delinguency and the School (New York, 1945), p. 93;
Thrasher, pp. 5=-25; Cohen, pp. 40-42.
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slthough there were exceptions. Then too, no one could predict how many delin-
quent Catholic boys would be there on any given day. <Clearly the majority of
these were fourteen to sixteen years old {after July, 1959, delinguents in
Illinois lost their "juvenile" status as they turned seventeen); and arter
many preliminary conversations with staff workers and boys themselves, it be-
came apparent that the youngsters of this age bracket possessed more clearly
defined attitude and behavior patterns than their younger companions. Thus,
in terms of the key variables of sex, age, and religion, the study was limited
to a sampling of Catholic boys, 14-16 years old, coming to the Intake Depart-
ment between July 1 and August 15, 1960. It wes decided to intervicw every
other boy as the names appeared on the admission list, thus drawing up a com-
pletely random sample of about seventy-five delinquents out of approximately

195 expected cases during the same period.

HOW THE INTERVIEWING WAS DONE

At the beginnin; of the pilot study (conducted during the same six-week
period the preceding year), it was thought that the use of a questionnaire did
not seem appropriate, since most adolescents are unaccustomed to gquestionnaires.
Instead, & structured interview schedule was set up and the interviewer wrote
down the answers of his respondents. This .led: to several difficulties. In
order to establish satisfactory rapport with the boys it was necessary to
approach the interview in a relaxed, nondirective manner; once this rapport
had been established it was extremely difficult, if not impossible, o pick up
a pencil and begin taking notes, let alone the difficulties in obtaining a

verbatim report. The limited scope of the study and the costs involved made
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kise of a recording machine prohibitive. Without verbatim reports the dangers of
|subjectivism and unreliability were severe; for the interviewer to lessen or
Hose the confidence of those he interviewed would be to run the risk of invalid
ldgata. The solution secemed to be tc put the pencil into the delinqueni's hand
ind to center this questionnaire in the middle of an interview situation. @on—
directive interviewing seemed best suited te this plan, for it encouraged the
fpoys te express their feelings freely, not to be afraid of any recriminations,
fand to put in their own words their convictions, doubts, and problems. The
lactual questionnaires form the substance of the study, although data from the
total interview is used to gain insights and assist interpretatioé}ﬁ

Most of the delinquents showed real acceptance of the interview and the
uestionnaire. A number of them commented quite spontaneously on the whole
idea. For instance, a husky black~haired lad of 156, arrested for stealing cars
land two attempted robberies remarked toward the end of the interview:
You know, sir, I've never talked to anybody like you before. fobody's
ever asked me questions like this; nobody'c ever been that interested,
I guess. I'm telling you things I've never told anybody else about
before and it's really good.
[3ut there were exceptions. One sophisticated fifteen-year-old, three-time loser
fand ex-reform school product commented:
Why the hell do you want te talk to me? Who are you anyway: What's
your racket? I don't want to be a "case.”" I'm normal. Just leave
me alone. I don't want to tell you nothing.
This latter response was regarded as a '"refusal' since no questicnnaire vas

completed and, therefore, does not constitute part of the official sample.

hroughout thé course of the study there were only eight such "refusals". Some

6A copy of the questionnaire is provided in the Aggendix.
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interviews started off badly, but remarkably improved so that in the end the
1ad was more than responsive. OCccasionally the boys were dull or suspicious
characters. But on the whole, an atmosphere of trust and friendliness was

jusually established.

THA PROBLEM OF QUANTIFICATION

Clearly some sort of arithmetical treatment of the interview was necessary,
if they were to be summarized and compared. Except for two standardized sec-
tions of the questionnaire (L. L. Thurstone's "Scaié of Attitude Toward God,"
Form D, and an adaptation of F. Ivan Nye's "Scale of Delinquent Behavior“7),

the remainder of the questions were structured and ranked according to the atti-
tudes expressed, €.g., "Always, Usually, Seldom, Never,” "Completely agree,
Lﬂostly agree, Mostly disagree, Completely disagree," etc. OUther subjacts that
come up in either the questionnaires or interviews, such as why one usually
prays, one's idea of God, and so on, certainly bear on the main question of the
study, but for simplicity's sake we did not treat them quantitatively in the
Janalysis of variance, Attitude scaling is not perfect, but if we are aware of
its pitfalls, it is thoroughly worth attempting.

As for reliability, one can never be certain that his scales and analyses
give the same results consistently and would result in the same conclusions if
the study were undertaken by another interviewer. It is more difficult to know
this in the absence of precise tests for such reliability (with the exception

of several sets of interlocking questions) and because of the privacy of the

733@, Nyeg Pp. 12"‘1“0
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interview. However, the interview protoecals and questionnaire data are avail-
jJable and can be inspected by others. The question of valldity — did the inter-
views and questionnaires validly measure religious orientation, religious con-
trol and delinquent behavior ~— can only be answered at the conclusion of the
study.

The over-all observations of this research cover the period of two sume-
lners — 1959 and 1960 — at the Cook County detention home im Chicago. In addi-
tion we have explored the history of the problem theoretically and substantive-
1y as it appears in the more representative monographs and articles. HNeverthe~
lesz, the essential facté were sought at a limited time and place. Strictly
speaking, then, these findings are not safely applicable to other times and
places.

Some general principles, conclusions and directions about religiocus con-
trol and delinguency, however, can still be made. The attitudes and feelings
Jof the delinguents do not constantly change — be it summer or winter; and the
findings of any such study are of mors than momentary value. Young people build
thelir attiiudes through many experiences. They chan e, of course, but one is
Jatill able to setwup relatively firm limits for specific ages, so that within
the adolescent population as a whole, attitude changes are rather predictable.
Sunmer time does bring a slight increase in delinquency and the prevalence of
car thefts and joy riding as opposed to truancy, but these are not such as to

jaffect the subject of our present research.

8See, Arnold Gessell, Frances L. Ilg, and Louis
from Ten to Sixteen (New York, 1950); Robert J. Hav
Adolescent Character and Pergopality (New York, 1949).
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Ror are the pecularities of place overly restrictive. Certainly in the
[chicago detention home there are certain leadership personalities, a large num-
lber of intake referrals, a tendency to be over-crowded and at times under-
astaffed; none of these variables will be exactly replicated in the Louisville
detention home, for instance, where there are different personalities, less re-
ferrals, a newer plant, and s0 on. But there are also more important variables
rather common to large c¢ity detention homes: intake processing before transfer
or release, a wide range of delinquent violations, a less biased sample than
would be found in the detention home itself or the state reform school.
With proper caution end awareness of limitations in time and place, then,
we can still find a genuine transfer value in such a study as this. Many of
the conclusions are valid chiefly as suggestions for further research. For as
independent studies are gradually added together and analyses of their common
conclusions made, we build up a& body of substantive theory that has genuine
validity, since it is based on real familiarity with delinquent boys, with

their thoughts and feelings.

THE QUESTION OF RELIGIOUS BIAS

Since the social scientist, by the very nature of his pursuit, is con-
stantly striving for objectivity, he attempts as far as he is able to remove
|his own biases and prejudices not only in the complicated processes of analyz-
ing research data and evaluating conclusions, but alse at the sources of infor-

Imation — the collection of data,g One can legitimately ask about any research,

95@3 in this connection this discussion on "How to MHinimige Bias," in John
Madge, The Tools of Social Science (New York, 1953), pp. 233-48.
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then, whether or not the investigator in any way affects the data he obtains.
If he is a cleric should he or should he not wear the typical cleriecal garb and
so identify himself, for instance, as a Catholic clergyman? The decision was
jnade in the present study that the researcher not wear the clerical garb. Since
the subject of the interview and questionnaire was religious attitudes and be-
liefs, it seemed far safer not to identify oneself as a clergyman, and in this
way remove &g much peossible blas..: -

There are studies which appear to back this decision. Cantril showed in
the Memphis Study in 1942 by the Rational Cpinion Research Center that white
interviewers get reeponses from Negro respondents different from those obtained
by Negro interviewers.lo Stouffer also pointed out that Negro and white inter-
viewers obtained different responses from Negro enlisted men in the army.ll
In both of these cases, however, questions dealt with opinions concerning the
treatment of Negroes, so naturally the race of the interviewer and the racial
connotations of the questions caused blased replies. A similar problem ap-
peared when gentiles were asked questions about anti-Semitism by gentile, Jewish
or Jewish~loocking interviewers.la

Admittedly, the question of religious bias is somewhat different. If a

[Catholic priest were interviewing Protestants about religious beliefs, attitudes

104adley Cantril, Gauging Public Upinion (Princeton, 1944), p. 115.

llSamual Stouffer et al., The American Soldier (Princeton, 1949}, p. 720.

12D. Robinsen and 3. Rhodes, "Two Experiments with an Anti-Semitism Poll,"
Journal of Abnormal and Social Psychology, XLI (April 1946), 136-u44.
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Jand practices, there would be more similarity to the cases cited above. Vhen
Cathiclic interviews Catholics, the danger is that he will get a rosy ricture, a
Wmuddy one, or simply an evasive answer. 3But to be consistently falacious, am-
bizguous, or hypocritical it is necessary that the person be aware of his feel-
ings, sentiments, and the demands of the present situation explicitly, and this
to an extent which few people can achieve; otherwise, there is constant danger
thit the disguise will not be complete or convincing.13 Moreover, studies by
Fichter in parish sociology and by Purcell in lahor and management relations
openly attest that they could find no substantial difference in replies which
could be directly traced te the clerical role of the researcher.

Thus, the evidence on this point is not very definite; and it is hardly to
be expected that adolescents could have so grasped the situation as te be able
to consistently act the saint or the devil and successfully disgpuise their feel-
ings and sentiments. Although such conelusions might tempt one to throw out the
assumption of bias if the clerical garb were worn as unverified, it was decided
to test the hypothesis in the present study. During the pilot study, half of
the interviews were conducted with the clerical garb, half of them in lay garb;
the results confirmed Fichter and Purcell's findings: there appeared to be no
significant diffarence in replies.lu It would be absurd, of course, to assert

that the boys were - unaffected by the Roman collar. Undoubtedly they polighed

13Cf. Fritz J. Roethlisberger and William J. Dickson, Hanagement and the
[vorker (Cambridge, 1947), pp. 276-77.
14890, Jogeph H. Fichter, 8.J., "Priests as Interviewers," Sccial Order, IX
(June 1959), 275-30; Theodore V. Purcell, S.J., The horker Speaks His Mind on
[Company and Union (Cambridge, 1953), pp. 293-95.
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lup their language compared with the way they might talk on the street corners
but this does not mean distortion. A boy's attitude can be perceived whether or
not he uses his full complement of adjectives and exclemations. There was no
evidence of resentment to a clergyman talking to these delinquents; indeed it
scemed that the clerical role put the researcher in a position of confidence and
neutrality which facilitated rather than hindered conversation. But since there
is always danger that bias will creep in, that the clergyman will.be given the
answer he would like to hear and not realize that he is being deceived, particu-
larly when discussing religion, it was decided that no clerical garb should be
worn and that the researcher never ildentify himself as a Catholic clergyman.
These were come of the methodological problems encocuntered in the study
jand the solutions with which they were met. The stage is set, the backdrop is

in place; we turn, then, to the substantive part of our report.




CHAPTER II1

FAMILY 5L TICNSHIPS AND SCCIC-sCCHNOMIC FACTORS

As a boy or girl begins adolescence, each enters an entirely new world of
relationships with his own sex, the other sex, ihe church, the school, the oc-
cupational world, and law enforcement agencies. The boy especially begins acpi—
vities and develops attitudes which will eventually lead him into a life domi-
nated by an oceupation and the creation of his own family. Few would deny that
the adolescent's family and its position in society - particularly its socio-
economic status -~ are among the principal factors which structure this adoles-
centaworld.l And, from the standpoint of religious orientation, it is precise-
ly within this family and sccio-economic framework that religion exerts much of
the influence it has. «e have elected to begin our analysis of religious ori-
entation here, then, because it seems logical to assume that few other extrin-
sic factors play a more fundamental role in religious orientation than fomily
and socio-economic status.

Most attempts to demonstrate the relationship between juvenile delinquency

and soclo-economic status indicate that officially noted delinquency is primari-

lbee, Cohen, pp. 66-67, 109-119; Havinghurst and Taba, pp. %7—61 August B.
Hollingshead, rlmotoun's Youth (New York, 1949), pp. 66-32, 459; . Lloyd
warner and Paul S. Lunt, The Social Life of a MNodern Community (uew liaven,
1941), p. 427; Margaret Mead, And Keep Your Powder Dry (New York, 1942),

P 1970
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1y a phenomenon associated with lower econonic strata.a These studies, for the
most part, have used court records, police files, and other such records of
delinquency. And while it is true that there are both drawbacks and limita-
tions to any inferemce drawn from such records of official delinquency, we tend
to agree with Cohen that "if many dlinquencles of upper-class children fail
to find their way into the police and court records, the same is apparently
true also of many delinquencies of working-class children, and conceivably

"3

even more true. Hevertheless, acceptance of these conclusions should in no
way be taken as an endorsement of the position that delinquent and criminal
behavior is limited to the lower econemic groups. For even though available
evidence supports the traditional and popular conception of the distribution
of delinquency in the class structure, there are an increasing number of stu-

dies which produce findings that there is no significant difference in delin-

quent behavior of boys and girls in different socio-economic strata.h

adrnest W. Burgess, "The Economic Factor in Juvenile Delinquency," Journal
of Criminal Law and Criminology and Police Servi:e, XLIII (May-June, 19)25 29
L3; Cletus Dirksen, hconomic Factors in Dellnguency (Milwaukee, 1943); Zarl R.
Moses, "Differentials in Crime Rates Between Hegroes and Whites in Comparisons
of Four Socio-Lconomically Zquated Areas," ASR, XII (August, 1947), #11-420;
Shaw and McKay, Juvenile Delinquency and Urban Areas (Chicago, 1942); William
V. Wattenberg and J. J. Balistrieri, “Gang Membership and Juvenile Delinquency,"
ASR, XV (December, 1950), ?#4~52, Paul Wiers, Lconomic Factors in Michipgan
Delinquency (New York, 194

3001’19!1 v Po l"l .

aﬁustln L. Porterfield, Youth in Irouble (Fort. Worth, 1946); Fred J.
Murphy, M. Shirley, and H. L. Witmer, "ihe lncidence of Hidden Delinquency,"
American Journal of Crthopsychiatry, VI (Cctober, 1946), 636~96); James 5.
vallerstein and Ce Je Wyle, "Our Law abiding Law-brealers," Probation, AXV
(April, 1947), 107-12; F. Ivan Nye, Family Relationships and Delinguent Deha-
vior (New York, 1958).
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The present analysis shows that in the Audy liome sample, the relationship
between socio-eccnomic status and commitment to the detention home is similar
to that shown by the studies relating delinquency to the lower-class groups.
As Table I reveals, a disproportionate number of these delinguents come from
the lower socio~economic categories. In measuring the soclo-economic level
of the delinquent and his family, the occupation of the father (or mother, if
there was no father) was utilized as the index. Ilollingshead's occupational

5

scale was employed in categorizing the data.” Recent research in social stra-
tification lends support for using occupation as a measure of socio-economic
status, and although more elaborate techniques give a more complete status-
profile,6 there were several distinct advuntages for using occupation alone

in the present study. First, occupation correlates highly with other criteria
of class and status position, such as subjective class affiliation or class
ratings, income, cducational level, and others. Second, the father's occupa-
tion so permeates the lives of every member of a family that it is related

not only to income, but to values and attitudes as well, This was important
for the present study, since the principal factor under investigation was not
status but religious orientation. lastly, data on the father's occupaﬁicn

are generally more accurately obtaimable from adolescents than are such things

as income, rental, school training of the parents, etc., with which the adoles-

5Hollingshead. "Pwo Factor Index of Social Posltion," Mimeographed, 1957,
Pie 3’8.

6See, Raymond B. Cattrell, "The concept of Sccial Status,” Journal of
Social Psychology, XV (May, 1942), 292-303; Joseph A. Kahl and J. A, Davis,
A Comparison of Indexes of Socio-iBconomic Status,” ASR, XX (June, 1955), 317~
25.
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TABLE I

SOCIC~ECONOMIC DISTRIBUTION
OF THE RZSPONDENTS

Socio-economic Level Number Per cent

1

2

3 7 9.3 >
4 10 13.3
5 22 29.3 g
6 28 37.3 !
7 8 0.7 7

Total 75 99.9

cent may not be familiar.

Since the mother's occupation (or the one in place of the parents) was
given when there was no father and because any insufficient information on the
questionnaire was clarified in the interview, all the respondents could be
classified in terms of socio-economic level. The levels (1-7) listed above
include the following types of occupat ons: (1) Higher executives, proprietors
of large concerns, major professionals; (2) Business managers, proprictors of
medium sized businesses, and lesser professionals; (3) idministrative person-
nel, &amall independent business-proprietors, and minor professionals; (4) Cleri-
cal and sales workers, technicians, and owners of little businesses; (5) Skilled

manual employees; (6) Hachine operators and semi-skilled employees; (7) Un-

skilled employees and the unemployed. It was concluded, therefore, that the
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Tindings were not bilased by the exclusion of any non~classified group.

We turn now to the structure of the family in terms of its sige, composi-
tion (broken or unbroken), and the relations within the family as reported by
the respondents., The present point of view is that the structure of the family
itself does not cause delinquency: actual attitudes and relationships affecting
control are among the crucial factors in the rise and continuance of delinguen-
cy.7 Certainly the fact that a home is broken or that one of the parents is
dead is important, but not necessarily causal in delinquency. It simply means
that it is more difficult for a single parent to provide for family needs, di-
rect controls, and manage the other elements of family life.

Birth order has frequently been considered an important factor in delin-
quency. If a c¢hild is the first or the only child, he experiences somewhat
different relationships to his parents. The oldest, in addition, often has to
play a semi-adult role in that he exercises control over and, to some extent,
is responaible for his younger brothers and sisters. If a significance by
birth order is found, these differences would seem to have some effect on a
child's behavior. In the present study the youngest and the "only child" are
less frequently represented than the oldest and the intermediate. In this con-
nection, Nye and his associates, found little support for the popular belief
that "only children'" are problem children;8 although our study shows fewer de-

linquents to be "only children,"” the type of investigation undertaken here

73ee, Cohen, pp. 78-34, Nye, pp. 34-35, Parsons, "An Analytical Approach to
the Theory of Social Stratification,” in his Essays, pp. 69-83.

ESee, Hye, p. 37.
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TABLE II

BIRTH ORDER OF THE RESPONDENTS

Birth Order Number Per cent |
Gldest 19 25+3
"In between" 38 50.7
Youngest 12 16,0
Only child 6 8.0
Total 75 100.0

does not allow of more generalization on this point. It should be indicated,
however, that the proportion of "only children" found in the present sample (8%)
is considerably lower than the proportion of only children in the general popue~
lation (21.9%).°

In this same area of family composition there is considerable theory and
research related to family size. "Family scciologists have come to believe,"
Nye observes, "that interaction and emotional involvement are more intense in
smaller families. Closer parental-child affectional ties should, in turn, re~-
sult in more effective indirect controls and, perhaps, more effective internal-
zation as well.“lo As Table III reveals, the majority of the delinquents in

this sample, come from medium~size families, thus modifying Nye's theory. This

9&11 national averages indicated in the present study are taken from the
Statistical Abstract of the United States 1958 (Washingtom, D.C., 1953) and are
used here and elsewhers for comparative purposes.

101bid.. ps 373 see also, Nye, "Parent~Child Adjustment: Sex, S3ibling, Num-
ber, Broken Homes, and Emplcyed Mothers as Variables," Marriage and Family Live
ing, XIV (November, 1952) 327-32 or the Gluecks' Unraveling Juvenile Delin-
uency, p. 120.
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TABLE 111

S5I%8 OF FAMILIES OF THE RASPONDINTS
AND NATICHAL AVERAGE CF FAMILY SIZE

Number of children in family Number Per cent g?ﬁizziiyazizige
lor2 19 25,3 21.3

3 to 5 37 k9.3 9.k

6 or more . 19 25.3 5.8

Total 75 995.9

finding becomes more noteworthy when compared with the national averages of
family size. For while 49.3% of the present delinquent sample came from medium
sizged families, these medium sized families make up only 9.4% of the total fam-
ily population.

In considering the element of family composition, sooner or later we come
face to face with the problem of broken homes. In some minds, both professiocnal
and lay, there is a close connection between broken homes and delinguency. For
others, broken homes appear to be a sufficient explsnation of delinquency causa-
tion. Criminologists are generally agreed that adolescents from brokea homes
are more likely to be delinguent than are the children from unbroken homes.ll

But, as Goode has indicated, children from psychologically broken (quarrelling

llsee, Gordon . Barker, “Family Factors in the icology of Juvenile Delin-

ggency," Journal of Criminal Law and Crimonology, XXX (January-February, 1940),

1-91; Glueck and Glueck, Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency, pp. 123-25. 3Barker
found & high statistical relatlonship between broken homes and delinquency

{(r = .79), but was cautious in assigning etiological significance. The Gluecks,
on the other hand, feel that this is an etioclogical factor of great importance,

precisely because it produces emotional instability.
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and disunified) families have few if any advantages over those from families -
legally and physically broken..12

liow it has been sugpgested that the relationship between broken homes and
delinquency is suspect because law enforcement agencies are more likely to in -
stitutionalige adolescents from broken homes.13 There is certainly something
to be said for this opinion, as well as for the observation that parents or
neighbors may make complaints to the police with less provocation if they know
the children come from broken homes, or that another source of biasz lies in the
relation of broken homes to suvcioc-economic status.lu

In the present study, the differences in the delinquent sample do not favor
the broken homes -~ broken in the sense that the parents are divorced. As Table
V indicates, 41.3% of the delinquents come from broken homes, while 58.7% come
from unbroken hemes. Broken homes, then, cannot explain the delinquency of the
whole group, especially when one adds to this the fact that 20% of the delin-

gquents come from hemes where one parent is deceased. Looking at national aver-

ages, however, we find that the incidence of broken homes in the general popula-

1aGoode, After Divorce (Glencoe, 1956), pp. 329-30. 3See also, James S.

Plant, ""The Psychiatrist Views Children of Divorced Parents," Law and Contempo-
rary Problems, X (Summer, 1944), 807-18.

1BSae. Ashley Weeks, "Male and Female Broken Home Rate by Lype of Delin- '
quency,” ASR, V (August, 1940), 601-609. Weeks found that broken homes were
closely assoclated not only with certain complaints in juvenile courts, but
specifically, with charges of incorrigibility and sex offenses. Alsc, this same
supposition of the bias connect with all institutional delinquent populations
underlies Nye's entire analysis. With regard to Weeks' point, however, it is
not immediately clear that this evidence reflects a differential attitude be-
cause of broken-home background or merely a higher incidence of these particular
offenses.

14

Statistical Abstract 1958, p. 47.
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TABLE IV

DISTRIBUTICN OF RiZPONDENTS
¥ROM BROKEZN AND UNBROKEN HOMES

oy lives Qith Rumber Per cent
Original parents 31 h1,3
Hother = step~father 17 22.7
Father - step-mother 7 9.3
Mother only i2 16.0
Father only 3 k.0
Other 5 6.7
Total 75- 100.0

tion is only 25.2%%15 the almost doubled incidence in the present sample clearly
indicates that the (44%) coming from broken homes) broken homes remain. = an ime
portant contributing factor. And a question of equal importance, hinted at be-
fore, is whether children are more delinquent in legally and physically broken
homes or in psychologically broken but legally and physically intact homes.
Since it was not to our purpose to elaborate on the relationship between family
structure and delinquent behavior but only to set up in more general terms the
framework within which religion influenced these delinquents, any further analy-
sis of this and related points was omitted. Parents who had not remarried after
the other's death were excluded from the tabulation of broken homes in Table V,
so that both Tables IV and V must be taken together in order to interpret this

aspect of family composition.

Priq,




TABLE V

PRCPCRTION CF BOYS FROM BROKEN HOMES
IN ENTIRE DELINQUsNT GAMPLE

Family Status T Number Per cent
Unbroken 31 41,3
Broken 2h 32.0
One or both

parents deceased 20 26.7
Total 75 100.0

Une more aspect of family structure remains to be analyzed before turning
to the various internal relationships which would have a bearing on the child's
religious orientation, viz., employed mothers. In the gemeral population almost
forty per cent of all women whose children are of school age are employed.lé
And this proportion must be expected to increase as the physical labor involved
in more jobs is reduced, and as household appliances, factory food processing,
and the standard of living increase. What is not so certain, however, is what
precise effect a mother's employment has on her children.17

In the present study, the association between the employment of the mother

and the child's delinquency is above the national average (LO% versus 53.3%).

léThe National Manpower Council, ¥omanpower (New York, 1957), p. 3.

17See, Mirra Komarovsky, Women in the Hodern World, (Boston, 1953); Harvey J.
Locke and Huriel Mackenprang, '"Marital Adjustment and the Employed Wife," AJS,
LIV (May, 19%9), 536-33; Nye, pp. 53-59. It is interesting also that the
Gluecks' do not consider this factor in their classic Unraveling Juvenile Delin-

uency, nor is it included in Sheldon Glueck's The Problem of Delinquency
?Boston, 1959) nor in Block and Flynn's Delinquency: The Juvenile Cffender in
America Today.
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TABLE VI
EMPLOYMENT 3TATUS OF THE RUSPONDENTS' MOTHERS

W '

smployment status Number Per cent
of mother

Not employed 35 46.7

Total 75 100.0

87u11 time and part time are combined in this score.
Preliminary analysis indicated seven (9.3%) were employed
part time and thirty-three (44%) were employed full tize.

It is not clear what thisz tells us. Role theory, for instance, would lead us

to expect a number of consequences from such an attempt to balance these two
roles. Confusion and conflict in the husband-wife relationship could be expect-
led as wife and husband adjust and readjust their duties, responsibilities, pri-
vileges. The working mother in most cases cannot be expected to be home when
the children return from school, or perhaps even when they leave in the moraing.

She has less time both to help and to supervise her children. Loss of direct

ontrol appears inevitable, and this would anticipate more frequent delinquent
ehavior. But neither this study nor any other one known to the writer has
rought significant and sufficient evidence to test this hypothesis.

Turning now to some internal factors in the family structure, we can group
frost of the following observations and analyses under the rubric of parent-
ldolescent relationships. Until recently, most social scientists who treated

fof parent-child relationships were preoccupied with the attitudes of the parent




49
toward the child, and the effect of this relationship on deliinquent behavior.18
But as Kingsley Davis has pointed out, in any heterogeneous, open-class socliety
like ours, the critical evaluation of parents by adolescents can be expected.lg
The motivation for this evaluation lies in the crucial role that the parent
plays in the life of the adolescent =~ meeting his need for food and clothing,
affection, and security; helping or hindering the adolescent's adjustment to
his group, school, and the communi:y at large; determining his socio-economic
status; and equipping him with a set of attitudes and values for interaction
outside the family. And the result of this evaluation process is the plécement
of the parent on both specific and general attitude continua.

The most general evaluation that the adolescent makes of his parents con-
cerns whether or not they are happy. The Gluecks have shown that marital ad-
justment of parents is much more closely related to delinquent behavior than is
the fact that the marriage involves original or subsequent marital partners‘zo
@hus, one general approach has been that in a quarreling home the child feels
insecure because the home may be psychologically broken and his needs not meg)
To test this, we asked two guestions: the child's evaluation of the general

happiness of the home; the frequency of parental quarrellingj the data as shown

laalueck and Glueck, Unraveling Juvenile Delinguency, pp. 107, 115«~16, 1333

He Co Wilson, "Juvenile Delinquency in Cardiff, British J. of Delinguency, IX
(1958), 94~105; George L. Gardner, "Separation of the Parents and the Emotional
Life of the Child," Mental liygiene, XL (1956), 53-64; M. L. Bonney, "Parents as
the Makers of Social Deviates," Social Forces, XX (1941), 77-87.

lgDavia, "The Sociology of Parent-Youth Conflict," ASR, V (August, 1940),
523-34, See also, &, B. Reuter, "The Sociology of Adolescence,” AJS, XLIII
(Hovember, 1937), 41h-27.

aoGlueck and Glueck, Unraveling Juvenile Delinguency, pp. 123=25.




TABLE VII

THE RESTONDENTS® BEVALUATION OF
THEIR PARENTS' MARITAL HAPPINESS

dappiness Hating Humber Per cent
Completely happy . 25 33.3
Generally happy 33 44,0
Somewhat unhappy 12 16.0
Very unhappy 2 2.7
Do not know 3 4.0
Total 75 100.0

in Tables VII and VIII, however, fail to establish any association. It is note-
worthy that Nye's sample of delinquents and non-delinguents also showed no sig-
nificant association between delinquency and the general adolescent evaluationa
of parental happiness and quarrelling.

| Parental attitudes toward and practices of discipline obviously constitute
an important element in the adolescent's evaluation of his parents.21 Since we
are considering family structure chiefly in its function of determining the con-
text within which religion influences the adolescent (influence in tﬁe senge of
its being an agent of social control and behavioral referent), thfee dinmenaions
were analyzed: the respondent's description of disciplinary techniques, the
responéenf’s evaluation of its fairness, and the extent to which the respondent

ascribes a relationship of religious sanctions or motivations to disciplinary

ZIGlueck and Glueck, p. 113; C. Burt, The Young Delinguent (London, 1944).




TABLE VIII

ARBNTAL QUARRSLING
REPORTED BY THE RESPONDENTS®

B e e e e i e e e ]

Frequency of quarreling Number Per ¢ent
Very often 10 1343
Often 13 17,3
Seldom 35 46,7
Nevar ] 15 20,0
Do not know 2 2.9
Total 75 100.0

practices.

There has been considerable speculation concerning the most effective pun-~
ishment techniques: these vary from "Spare the rod aﬁ&aéfoil the déhild" to ad-
monitions against any punishme.ﬁt.a2 But from the vantage point of social con-
trol, there are no techuniques believed "meost effective." As Nye remarks: “If
punishment is justly and appropriately ayplied it should have some deterrent

effect. If its application is indiscriminate, its effects are likely tc¢ be ne-

2aﬂlsworth Faris, for example, opposes all punishment as unnecessary, pro-
vided certain family relations are pres.nt (his pamphlet, Discipline Without
Punishment, 3alt Lake City, 1952); a more moderate anti-punishment position has
been taken by Haurice Levine, Psychotherapy in Medical Practice (lew York, 194h4)
chapter 10; or again the hypothesis deveicped by Henry and Short that 'love-
orientated technigques of discipline are assogiated with strong super-ego forma-
tion and high guilt while techniques of punishment not threatening loss of love
are associated with inadequate super-ego formation and low guilt.'" (Andrew F.
Hengy and Jemes F. Short, Jr., Suicide and Homicide, Glencoe, 1954, Chapter
ViiJ.
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TABLE IX

PARENTS' DISCIPLINARY TECHNIQUsS
Ab RurOaTwd BY Raosluwbadls

W

Pisciplinary technique Humber Per cent
Parent nags 16 213
Purent scolds 25 30,7
Parent withdraws love 3 4.0
Parent uses corporal punishment 2 2.7

Parent doesn't punish but

discusses the matter 21 .3
_
Total 75 100.0

gative because of damage to the indirect controls exercised by the parant."23
Certainly the disciplinary atmosphere of the home is ilmportant in terms of re-
ligious influence. For the moral imperatives and sanctions of the church are
not unlike the obligations set upon the adolescent by his parents: it is ex-
tremely unlikely that his reactions to one differ greatly from his reactions to
the other.

As indicated in Tables IX and X, the most frequently reported disciplinary
technique was scolding, the least frequent, corporal punishment; interesting,
though, was the number (41%) who reported that their parents seldom punished
them any more, but discussed their misbehavior with them. With regard to the
delinquent's attitude to the "fairness" of their parents' disciplinary patterns,

the data showed that the majority of boys felt that such discipline was usually

25N¥0 y P» 86.
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THBALE X

DELINOUENTSY EVALUATICH OF PARSHTSY
DISCIFPLINARY FRACTICES

e T ————
Punighment Sumber Per ceat
Always fair 32 ka7
Usually fair 30 50,0
Sometimes falr or

seldem fair 10 13.3
Hever fair 3 4,0
Total 75 100.0

Just.

In the present study therefore, we found no support for the comson opinion |
that delinquency is essociated with corporal punishment techniques; sor wae it
found that the delinquent felt that parental disoipline signified s withdrewal
of loves borking on the supposition thet strict discipline is e charscteristic
of effective parental contrcl, as long as it is enforced adequately without be-
coming & substitute for other types of comtrol, it can be inferred that direet
perental comtrol of these delinquenta was not strict and not effective. boold~
ing and fandly discussion are certainly the less sirict forws of gontwel, and
ainge 72% of the adolescents report this as the umal disciplinary technique,
that either punishment was subatituted by another type of contrel or thal con-
trol was generally ineffective, &ince the boys had been "institutionulized” be-
cause of delinquent behavior, the imfercuce of ineffective dimciplinery comtrol
seens justified.

he third dimension of our amalysis of parental disei;lime was its rela-




TABLE XI

PARENTZ' RELIGIOUS MOTIVATICN IN DISCIPLINE
AS EVALUATED BY RESPONDINTS

e — —— —— ¥ mm———
m 1
Farmta v of T, tasber
Always used religious motivation 16 21.3
Usually used religious motivation 25 33.3
Seldom used religious motivation 17 22.7
Never used religious motivation 17 22.7
‘Total 75 W0.0

tion to religious motivation, vis., when correcting or punishing did the parents
tell the adolescent that what he did was a sin or that God was offended? Here
too{ the evidence was inconclusive, as it was in considering the element of
fairness.

Closely allied with disciplinary patterns is the parents' attitude toward
adolescent freedom, and the adolescents' reactions to this attitude. The a-
pount of freedom allowed by parents was explored in three items: choice of coﬁ—
panions, the time the boy was expected to be home at night, and church attend-
ance. The importance of investigating the delinquent's attitude toward his
parents' control on his freedom is that it should reflect the adolescent's
general perception of the role these items play in meeting his needs.

Regarding regulations on curfew and church attendance, the parents left
1ittle doubt in their children's minds as to what their attitudes were; this is
also true about choice of companions, although the data show slightly more len-

iency here (19% "seldom" reports as opposed to 4% and 2.8% "seldom” answers
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TABLS XII

DESCRIPTION OF DILINQUENTS' JMOTHRT CF TRIEDOM

PERMITTED BY PARENTS

&l

Regulations Always Usually Seldom Never

on Yo, % No. % No. % Yo, %
Curfew 50 53t3 30 1&0.0 3 t"‘c{} 2 2.7
Choice of |

companions b 54,7 17 22.7 14 8.7 3 L0
Attending , '

church 50 6647 19 253 3 &0 3 k.0
Total (avg.) 4 58.2 29.3 8.9 1 3.6

about curfew and church attendance regulations). (?ith the exception of parental
regulation on companions, the delinquents showed a generally favorable reaction
to curfew and church attendance ragulationi} It can be concluded that the
adolescent feels much more opposition to parental interference in his choice of
companions than in the other two areas, and it is significant that in this same
category the parents' attitudes are less strict than in the others. Fro-atti-
tudes regarding church attenmdance are strongest in both parents and adolescents.
Two cbaservations can be made about these results. First, given the double
difference in the attitude of the delimquents and the parental regulations re-
garding companions, on the one hand, and curfew and church attendance on the
other, plus the fact that the actual church attendance of parents and adoles-
cents are not comsistent with their attitudes on the subject, the hypothesis
begins to emerge that freedom in choice of companions is perceived by the ado-

lescent to be far more important and restriction more distasteful than regula-
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TABLD XIIX

THS DULINQUANES® ATTITUDES
TOWARD FREEDGM PURMITTED

Attitude toward Co§p19tely Hostly agree izstly ggmpletely

freedom permitted i) A ﬁiﬁﬁﬁf?e

Ho. % | No. %| No. % | Ho. %

Curfew 22 2903 35 %07 15 2103 2 2;?
Choice of ;

companions 13 17.3 32 42,71 25 | 30.7 7 73
Attending

church 37 h9,3 28 373 1 1.3 g1 12.0
Total (avg.) J 4 31.9 42,2 17.8 7.0

tions regarding curfew and church attendance. lThe fact }hat there is a legal
curfew would seem to give more reason for the adolescent’s willingness to co-
operate with his parents' curfew. Both these factors plus the actual church
attendance reportedzu lead to the conclusion that for the adolescent, church
attendance might be considered verbally important, but actually less important
in meeting his present needs. Second, given the more eritical reaction teo com-
panion-restriction and the parallel attitude on the part of the paronts {more
lenient than in the other two categories), plus the conclusion from our pre-
vious analysis of discipline patterns, a significant structural element within
these families is beginning to appear: imeffective control,

The data do not allow, however, any overstressing of this element, since

2hcs. Chapter V.
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close control is frequently not possible during adolescence, nor necessarily as
effective as indirect, internal control. For the adolescent is entering new
territory, as has already been noted; laﬁdmarks are few. 3Such a situation re-
quires sufficient freedom to allow for adaptation and solution to these diffi-
cult prqblcms. For of the thirty cases who "mostly" or "completely" &inégrecd
with their parents' regulations on companions, only eleven reported that their
parents “always" or "usually" interfored in their choice of companions, while
of the ten who "mostly" or "completely" disagreed as regards church attendance
regulations, eight reported that the parents "always" or "usually" insisted on
attending e¢hurch. All of which supports the above observations.

The last item for analysis in investigating the intermal structure of the
family is the delinquent's evaluation of his parents' knowledge of religion.
Two tests were made: one on the delinquents' evaluation of their parents' know-
ledge of religion, the other on the frequency of religious discussion with their
parents. With regard to the parents' knowledge of religion, thirty-nine (52%)
of the boys felt that their parents knew a good deal about religion, thirty-one
(41%) felt they knew a little, three (4%) felt they knew nothing, and two did
not know how much their parents knew about religion. It was to be expected that
the mother would be more approachable for religious discussion than the father.
In the case of the mother, forty-six (61%) felt that if they wanted help on re-
ligion they could talk it over with her very easily, nineteen (25%) not so
easily, ten (13%) not at all, For the father, twenty felt they could talk over
religious problems very easily with him (27%), twenty-five (33%) not so easily,
and thirty (4O%) not at all.

The interviews revealed that these attitudes pointed not so much to an
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evaluation of the parents' approachability on religious matters, as to a general
reticence to talk about religion at all; a significant number remarked, in addi-
tion, that they could not think of any time they had in the past or would in the
future have any questions about religion. As far as the general approachability
of the parents was concerned, other questions revealed that if given the oppor-
tunity, only twenty-nine (39%) of the boys would enjoy being home for an eve~
ning with their parents, while thirty-four (45%) would not care elther way and
twelve (16%) would positively dislike it. Along with that, thirty-seven (49%)
would enjoy going to the movies or ball game with their fathers, while eighteen
(24%) would not care either way and twenty (27%) would not want it at all.
Forty-five of the boys (60%), however, would very much enjoy going to the mov-
jes with his mother, twenty-four (32%) would not care either way, and only six

(8%) would not like to do so.

SUMMARY AND CGNCLUSIONS

The entire preceding analysis has shown that the majority of the delin-
quents studied came from the lower socic-economic strata, and were either the
youngest ¢hild or the intermediate in a medium-size family. The theory that
there is a close association between physically or legally broken homes and
delinquency was supported not by the incidence of these within the sample com-
ing from broken homes, but by the almost doubled proportion of broken homes as
compared with the national average. The number of employed mothers within the
present sample was alsc higher than the naticnal average.

On the level of internal familial relations, the delinquents considered

their parents to be generally happy, fair in their regulations and disciplines
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(with the exception of those pertaining to choice of companions). Correlative~
ly, the parents' regulations on companions were less strict than those on cur-
few and church attendance (although, actual church attendance of both parents
and children are inconsistent with their reported attitude). Information,
advice, and companionship of parents was viewsd primarily as facilitating the
satisfaction of the delinquent's needs; the data reveal that there was little
congultation of the parents about religious matters, altgbugh the delinguents
thought that their parents generally knew something about religion. The rea-
son appears to be that the delinquent rarely thought about religion or when he
did he did not feel that there was any need to question or discuss the matter.
Moreover, about half of the boys did not especially relish the idea of spend-
ing an evening at home with their parents; more would have liked to go to the
movies with their mothers than tc the movies or ball game with their fathers.
Host 9! these conclusions, as indicated, do support existing theory on
family relationship and delinquency. In general, the direction of the reported
familial relationships moves away from the more startling and disfunctional to
the behavior patterns of the "normal"™ family. For instance, recent studies in
social class differences in family structure are beginmning to give us a rather
elaborate profile of the middle-class and lower-class families. The fact that
the delinquents of this sample display an unmistakable loyalty to their pereuis.
even in extreme conditiona, reflect their parents' values yet at ths same time
show less intimacy and apparent cohesiveness in their relations with their fa-
Inilies; the fact that their social groups arée not sc closely supervised by

their parents or that there is mor: distance between the adolescent and his fa-
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ther than with his mother are all supported by these findings.ZS Any generali-
zations concerning child-rearing and family relations in terms of an entire
social class, however, is dangerous. As Havinghurst and Davis have commented,
any number of other factors such as cultural differences, religious differences,
nationality background and different occupational groups are equally important
variables that must be considered and analyzed before any effective and accu-
rate inference c¢sn be drawn.26 Moreover, the present study has investigated
only the delinquents' evaluation of such items as parental attitudes toward
discipline, marital happiness, etc., and not the attitudes or happiness them-
selves. One must not ignore the crucial difference that lies between objective
fact and the respondents' evaluation of a particular fact, especially in the
interview situation.

This chapter has presented background information for the study of the re-
ligious orientation of these delingquents. Religion is helped or hindered in
its“influence by these socio~economic and family factors: it cannot be indif-

ferent to them. Some of the more evident conclusions we have suggested above.

25See Allison Davis and Robert J. Havinghurst, Father of the Han {Boston,
1947); bavis, "Socialization and Adolescent Personality,” in T. M, Newcomb and
§. L. Hartley, ed. Readings in Social Psychology (New York, 1947); Carson
McGuire, "Family Life in Lower and Hiddle Class Homes," Marriage and Femily
Living, XIV (1952), 1-6; Sleanor i. Maccoby and Patricia K. Gibbs, "Methods of
Child Rearing in Two Social Classes,” in Readings in Child Development, ed. W.
%. Martin and C. B. Stendler {(New York, 195%); bernard Barber, Social stratifi-
cation (iWew York, 1957), pp. 267-280.

26

Havinghurst and Davis, "A Comparison of the Chicago and Harvard Studies of
Social Class Differences in Child Rearing,” ASR, XX (1955), 433-h2.




Gther inferences will be drawn as the analysis proceeds.
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CHAPTER IV
OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS

The structure of the family in terms of its composition, internsal rela-
tions, and socio-economic class constituted the matter of the previous chapter.
Three other environmental factors remain to be considered before turning our
attention to the more direct forms of religious orientation: school attendance,
residential mobility, and gang affiliation.

The type of school we are concerned with here is the Catholic parochial
school. The reason is obvious: Catholic boys made up the sample, Catholics
are expected as far as is possible to send their children to the Catholic
school, and the focus of attention in this study is religlous orientation. How
the primary function of the Catholic school is twofold: educational and reli-
glous formation. It imparts knowledge, intellectual and reasoning skills; in
addition it imparts knowledge of the faith, the workings of religious truths
in everyday life, and the relationship of one's life to one's religion. Cer-
tainly the school is secondary to the family, and it is limited in its function
to certain typeskof formal procedures usually applied in mass fashion. As such
it may be of only slight assistance in helping a child to overcome his emotion-
al and behaviofal problems. But one should not underestimate its influence.

It is here that the child must meet the test of aﬁceptance by his peers and the

test of competition before people who, unlike his parents, are not biased in his
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favor.

Fast resecarch has clearly demonstrated that school maladjustment — ranging
from attention-seeking misbehavior to truancy and vandalism — is a frequent pre-
cursor of more serious delinquency.l In the present study, however, we were
not concerned with the adolescent's general school attitudes and behavior, but
in the amount of Catholic school training he had received and the effect this
training apparently had on his religious attitudes and behavior.

The data reveal that fifty~-three boys (77%) had received some formal Catho-
lic school education; but sixty-two (83%Y) had received scme public school edu-
cation. The breakdown of these gross figures is given in Tables XIV and XV.
G?rom the distribution of schools attended it can be seen that 67% of the delin-
quents attended a total of from three to five schools, while of these 70% had
Jattended from nome to twe Catholic schoo%é) Carrying the analysis further,
the avérage number of years in attendance at a Catholic school for the entire
sample was 3% years, and this usually in the primary grades. Consequently,
the formal Catholic education of the adolescents studied was slight. Thus it
mist be assumed that whatever formal training they received in religious mat~
ters came from the home primarily, from the religion taught in the primary
grades, from sermons in Churech, and from released-time catechism lessons. Re-
garding these catechism lessons, of the aixty~-two boys claiming some public
school attendante, thirty-three (55%) reported that they always were released

and attended the catechism lessons, nine (14.5%) reported they usually attended,

lSee, for instance, Glueck & Glueck, Unraveling Juvenile Delinquency, pp.
135-54, W. Ce Kvaraceus, Juvenile Delinguency and the School (New York, 1945),
Bdward H. Stullken, "The Schools and the Delinguency Problem," J. Crim. L.,

Criminology, and Police Service, XLIII (1953), 567-74.




TABLE XIV

DEGREE OF CATHOLIC EDUCATION
REPORTED BY RisSPONDENTS

Number of Catholic schools
Scheels attended Nusiber ‘ or cont
None 17 23
One 26 35
Two | 9 13
Three 13 17
Four 6 8
Five L 5.5
More than five ‘ 0 0
total 75 99.5

tive (8%) seldom, and fifteen (24.2%) never went.

The fact that the largest number of delinguents reported attendance at be-
tween two and four schools leads to the guestion of the effect of residential
Fnobility on delinquency. Was the change of schools due to study or behavior
problems or to a problem of mobility? The fact that 29 (39%) of the boys re-
ported that they had never been placed om school probation or expelled from
school and thirty-nine (52%) report ome or two suchoccurrences led to the sus~
picion that residential mobility might play a significant part in the lives of
these adolescents. It must be assumed that residential mobility decreases in-

direct controls exercised by the adolescent's peer group as well as by adults




&

ocutsgide the home.

TOTAL NUMBER OF SCHOOLS ATTENDED

TABLE XV

BY THE RESPCNDENTS

>
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Humber of Toégl ﬂumber‘of Schoolg
schools attended Number Feor cent
Hone 0 o
One 6 8
Tweo 10 13
Three 20 27
Four . 17 2%
Five . 13 17
More than five 9 2
Totﬁi “ 75 100 |

hd -

. We should point out, however, following Kye's obuervation,

that there is a dlstinction "between the adolescent who expects to be continu-

ally mobile and the,one who regards the new community as a new home.“2

The

latter would seem to be receptive to the controls within the new community.

Also, the mobility may possess advantages for others, for a new community, " to

a degree, affords another opportunity to the adolaacent who has found himself

in an unpleasant situation.

But these advantages would seem to be limited by

2Nyc. p. 62. Gee also Walter Reckless and M. Smith, Juvenile Delinguen:
(New York, 1932), p. 137; P. A. Sorokin, Soclal Mabiligx (New York, 1927),

Chapter I.
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the fact that the individual normally approaches the new situation with the same
attitudes and behavior patterns, the same frame of reference.

The postulated loss in social control suggests, then, that somewhat more
delinquency should occur among residentially mobile adolescents. Cur data in-
dicate a foundation for thie postulated association in that fifteen boys (20%)
reported that they had attended school in one community, thirty-five (47%) re-
ported attendance in two to four communities, and twenty-five (33%) reported
five or more communities. There is little doubt that the group under study
was a mobile group; but there is no indication whether the effectis of this
mobility were similar or whether the relatlionship between delinquency and mo-
bility might be explained by differences other than, but related to mobility.

Gang affiliation presents a different picture. There has long been a
fascination about teen-agers who form groups which challenge society. And
popular intercst is manifested by the avid consumption of highly dramatized
articles on gang life and gang warfare. But scientifically there is a problem
to be solved: how can we acoount for those youngsters who seemingly make fine
social adjustment among their peers, yet get in trouble with the larger social
organizations? W. C. Kvaraceus found, for instance, that of a group of 761 de-
linquents referred to the Children's Bureau of the Passalc Soard of Educaticn
only 23% of the boys and 33% of the girls engaged in solitary misdemeanorse.
Similar studies have shown similar findings.”

There would have been no purpose served in the present study by investiga-

ting in great detail the problem of gang affiliation. It was judged sufficient

BKvaraceus, Juvenile Delinquency and the Schocl (New York, 1945), pp. 9=
96. See also Wattenberg and Balistrieri, pp. 7Wi=h8.
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to discover the amount of solitary and group miasdemeancrs and the affiliation
with any recognized recreational activity. With regard to the first category,
the data showed ummistakable assoclation between delinquency and gang-affilia-
tion (there was no distinction made in the study between a loosely organized
ganz and an elaborately formalized gang organization) thus supporting the
theory. Only eight boys (11%) reported solitary delinquency, half of them in-
stitutionalized for running away from home. .

The only recreational activity tested was that of the parish teen-age club.
Here forty-nime boys (65%) did not belong to or attend the teen-age club. The
twenty-six (35%) who did belong included eleven (15%) who reported attending
every week, twelve (16%) who attended once or twice a month, and three (4%) who
attended once or twice a yesr. The interviews indicated that very few of the
boys belonged to any other organised recreational activity.

Wattenberg and Ballistrieri found that those boys who belenged to gangs
differed from non-gang mewbers in showing svidence of coming from easy~going
homes and living in seoclo-economically low neighborhoods. Here, too, although
no absolute conclusion can be drawn from the present study, our research has
tended to substantiate these findings.

‘It may be sald, therefore, that in the present sample, three other environ-
mental factors have come under consideration. <§pe group a5 a whole had attend-
ed between two and four schools, had a low amount of Catholic parcchial schoel
education, was characterized by fluid residential mobility, and their delin-
quency was gang-affiliated rather than solitagi) When we add these elements to
those deascribed in the preceding chapter we begin to get a rather consistent

picture of environmental characteristics which are certainly undramatic and
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could seem to be disappointing. However, the supposition underlying this en-
tire study is that we are dealing with socio-cultural and not psychiatric de-
linguency, that most delinquents are c¢linically normal people, and that their
delingquency arises as the solution to & prcblem of tension and adjustment to
the conflicting pressures from the gang, the family, and the larger society.
Delinguency, in other words, is the result of a process of interaction and must
be explained in terms of this interaction, with its particular set of social
controls and learning processes. It is, in overall summsry, a phenomenon of
culture, society, and socio-cultural experience. Members of the several social
classes are socialized, but there is differentkcontent in the socializetion
which makes delinguency a more acceptable solution to problems than lawfulness.
In this sense, then, delinquency is not a negative thing. It is not the result
of the breakdown of society, nor of the failure to curb eriminal instincts, nor
of the failure of the family, the church, the school.4 The same set of con-
cepts, the same sociel processes, and the same set of logical assumptions ac-
count both for delinguency and lawfulness. Seen from this point of view the en-
vironmental factors presented so far take on meaning. It remains to indicate
whether or not the more direct manifestations of religious orientation continue

to verify such a frame of reference.

“We do not wish by this point to deny the "negative polarity” of delinquen-
cy stressed both by Cohen and particularly by Yinger (J. Milton Yinger, "Con-
traculture and Subculture," ASR, XXV, October 1960, p. 632). Rather, we are
holding the position that despite definite negative characteristics, delinquen-
oy is essentially a positive result of social interaction. For an example of
the overemphasis of the positive to the denial of the negative, however, see
Frank Hartung's review of Cohen's book, ASR, XX (December 1955), 752.




CHAPTER V

RELIGICUS WORSHIP AND BELIEF

The Cathelic religion is not a system which automatically enforces compli-
ance with its priﬁciples; it is not a charm or a spell whose mere contact or
label necessarily evokes response to its constructive potentialities. Just like
other religions, it is of no efficacy to a man unless he himself becomes imbued
with its principles and decides to make it a goverming force in his life. It
employs supernatural authority, numerous professional personnel; and insofar as
it is part of the general Christian framewogk within a generally Christian so-
ciety, Catholicism employs the general sanction of society. It strives to keep
each person within the rules and regulations of society and in this way facili-
tates and contributes to social contrel, éven though'this is not its principal
function in society. | |

In addition, however, the Catholic religion professes specific doctrines
of love of God and of cne's fellow men, merit for good actions and punishment
for bad, and profound bonds of union with God, especially through the Mass, the
Holy Eucharist, and.the rest of the sacramental system. These would be expect-
ed not ﬁeraly"to inhibit destructive i:pulses, but to set up positive norms for
social and pqrsonal living as well. Adolescent needs, moreover, are at least
partially mei within formal and informal church groups.

One of the principal ways in which the Catholic exercises his religious
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worship and belief is by church attendance. Regular attendance, then, is not
merely a type of conventional behavior related to general acceptance of the
mores (either of the Catholic or the larger Christian comwunity), but is an in-
dicator of the Catholic's fundamental attitude to his religion. Kot only does
he sin seriously by failing to attend Church every Sunday; he has been taught
that the Mass is the greatest act of worship possible to man, the act most ac-
ceptable to God. Hence, to "miss Mass" is to pass by his greatest opportunity
to worship God, and by putting himself in the state of serious sin, the Catho-
lic forfeits the right to efficaciously participate both in the Mags and in the
other sacraments.

For adolescents, however, regular church attendance is probably most di-
rectly related to their general conforming behavior. Parents and adult asso-
ciates provide the conforming models in this instance and whatever c&ntrol is
exercised by parents in church attendance is in & conforming direction. Parent
attendance, then, is undoubtedly related to adolescent attendance.

As is indicated in Tables XVI and XVII, attendance both by parents and by
adolescents is related to delinquent behavior. TFor parents, it was decided to
inquire about church attendance in general, Catholic or non-Catholic, rather
than di:ferentiato between Catholics and non-Catholles. Since the supposition
wag that in their sttendance or non~attendance at church parents acted chiefly
as conformity-models, regular Church attendance of any kind would achieve the
same recult. The majority of the parents, however, were Catholic (80% of the
mothers and 674 of the fathers). For adolescents, there appear to be only two
meaningful patterns of zttendance: regular and non-regular attendance. The pre-

cise meaning of these categories is that regular church attendance for the




TABLE XVI

PARENTAL CHURCH ATTENDARCE
AS SEEN BY THE RESPONDENTS

Mothers Fathers
Church Attendance
Kumber Per cent Number Per cent

None 8 10.7 19 2543
Once or twice a year 11 14,7 13 17.3
COnce or twice a month 20 26.7 21 28,0
Every Sunday 36 48,0 22 29,3
Total - 75 100,1 75 99.9

Catholic adolescent means weekly (Sunday) attendance. Anything less than this
would be “irregular.'” Such a criterion obviously would be different for other
religions. From Table XVII there appears to be little assoclation between
Church attendance and delinquent behavicr, with thirty-nine boys (52%) report-
ing regular attendance, and thirty-six (48%) reporting irregular attendance.
Parents in this instance were shown to be less regular than their children, as
is apparent from Table XVII, with sixty-one per ceant of the parents reported
as attending irregularly and thirty-nine per cent attending regularly.

It is clear from Table XVI alone that parents did not offer the adoles-
cents conforuing medels for regular church attendance. And since whatever con-
trol is exercised by parents in this area is by a conforming direction, little
actual control was provided. (?his is, moreover, in sharp contrast to the re-
ported attitudes of parents to church attendance expressed in the previous chap-

ter. It is surprising, then, that the children should report themselves to be




TABLE XVII

PERSONAL CHURCH ATTENDANCE

RSPCRTLD 3Y THZ RESPCUNDENTS

72

—

o = 2 =
Church Attendance Frequency Number Per cent
Hone 9 12.0
Cnce or twice a year 6 8.0
Cnce or twice a month 21 28,0
Every Sunday 39 5240
Total 75 1000

more churche-going than their parenté;

The association between church participation and delinquent

of course, be anticipated from theary.l

behavier would,

And even though more of the delin-

quents live up to Catholic obligations on church attendance, this does not im-

ply that a 52%-48% ratio is no worse than the pattern which would be revealed

for Catholic adolescents in gemeral.

More immediately crucial would be the

question: have the values generated in the adolescent by his parents' regula-

tions on church attendance stronger influence over him than his parent's con-

duct? If such were the case, it would seem that commitment to these values

would have to be strengthened from another scurce if they were going to with-

stand conflicting pressures. In this connection, we find that of the thirty-

nine delinquents (52%) who attended church weekly, 63% have parents who were

1See Nye, p. 35=-6, Block and ¥lyan, pp. 228-232, Wattenberg and Balistrieri,

pp. 7hl-h5,




TABLE XVIII

THE RuSPONDENTS' RECEPTION OF THE EUCHARISY

Frequency of reception B I Number Per cent
None 16 21,3
Cnce or twice a year 15 20,0
Unce or twice a month 29 38,7
Kvery Sunday 15 20.0
Total 75 100.0

equally faithful to their obligations; while of the fifteen delinqueats who
seldom or never attended church, onlﬁ five of them had parents who set this ex-
ample. In both instances, however, the values of the parents regarding régular
Church attendance as reported by the delinquents were considerably higher: 9Lb
and 82% respectively.

3econd only to church attendance as a basic indicator of religious worship
and belief is the reception of Holy Communion. This is not to undermine the
obviously significant factor of keeping the Commandments; this element will be
taken up in the following chapter in more detail. But here our interest focus-
es what might be termed the basic Catholic manifestations of what we have al-
ready called one's "experience of God." The data in Table AVI1I reveal a sur-
prising relationship between reported reception of Holy Sucharist and delinquen-
cy. Forty-four boys (58.7%) reported that they received Holy Communion at
least once or twice a month.

In general, a lower frequency of Eucharist-reception was expected. If the

majority of parents were not regular church-goers, they would perhaps be fre-
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quently unable to receive Holy Communion, thus depriving the adolescent with
a conforming model. Also, frequent communion, although recommended is not de-
manded by the Catholic Church, whereas regular church attendance is. Conse-
quently, there is hardly any direct religious control involved in the reception
of the Zucharist, and as other studies have shown, the normal communion frequen-
cy among practicing Catholic is generally less than their attendance at Mass.a
Gt is striking, then, that the delinguent's pattern of reception should be so
highy

Another prime indicator of the delinquent's worship and belief is his pat-
tern of prayer, specifically private prayer. "Prayer in this wide sense [of
every kind of inward communion or conversation with God/ ," remarks William
James, "'is the very soul and essence of religicn."3 Prayer, in other words, is
religion in act, that is "something is transacting" betwesen the soul and its
God.

Of the sample studied, only two boys (2.7%) reported that they never
prayed; twenty-seven (36%) that they prayed seldom, and thirty (40%) often. It
would appear, then, that the majority of boys fluctuated between praying often
and seldom and so ranged themselves about the middle of the continuum. In
terms of religious values, however, mere indication of praying patterns need

only imply minimal commitment to religion, so that in this matter it is neces-

For example, Joseph 3. Schuyler, 3.J., Northern Parish (Chicago, 1960),
ppe 197-215, 230; or Fichter, "The Margimal Catholic," Social Forces, XXX1I
(1953), 167-73.

Bwilliam Jemes, The Varieties of Religious Lxperience, (London, 1928) p.
351,
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TABLE XIX

PURPCSE OF PRAYLR
A5 UNDERSTOOD 8Y RESPONDINTS

Reasons for praying ) Numbe;A T Per cent
Help and guidance L3 5743
Forgiveness pL 18.7 o
To get out of trouble 6 S.S.b )
Don't know 10 13.3

Do not pray 2 247
Total 75 100,0

sary to ask people why they do what they do.ubCis it merely out of habit or be-
cause of necessity that these boys praiﬁ In some instances their motives may

be patural, and it could well be that this is the case more often than they suse
pect. As indicated in Table XIX, the reason given by most of the boys who
prayed was the need they felt for help and gui ance. The second choice, lag-
ging a good bit behind the first, was the desire for forgiveness. Seven boys
(9.3%) mentioned the motive of glving thanks, but since this was included with
one of the other categories im their replies (the question was not structured,
but open end), it is not listed separately in the table.

As would be expected, more boys prayed more since they had gotten into

L

For the importance of this on a larger scale, see Fichter, Southern
Parish, pp. 2=3, Schuyler, "Religious Behavior in Northern Parish: A Study in

Motivating Values," ACSR, XIX (June 1958), 134-4k, will Herberg, Protestant-
Catholie-Jew (New York, 1955}, pp. 14-15, 276.




76

trouble than before: forty-focur (5%%) said they prayed more often than before,
eight said they prayed less (11%), and twenty-three (31%) reported no change.
To test the intensity of the delinquent's experience of prayer, the question
was asked whether they ever made up their own prayers, ever just "talked things
over" with God. Consistently, two boys reported th.t they never prayed, so
here obviously they never made up their own prayers. OCf the reméinder, sixteen
reported that they often made up their own prayers (21%), thirty-five (47%) re-
plied that they sometimes did, and twenty-two (29%) said they never did. Again,
in accordance with what was expected, forty-four boys reported that they had
learned to pray from their parents (59%), twenty-six (34.3%) said that the nuns
and priests at school and church had taught them and not their parents, and
five (6.7%) reported that no one had taught them. The number not taught at
home (52%) which would suppert the characteristic beginning to emerge that the
parents felt strongly that their children should go to church on Sundays, but
this was practically all they thought about religiously. (@?ttl& else would
seem to explain the deficient amount of Catholic education as well as the poor
example of church attendance that the parents set for the adoleacenté}
Certainly at the root of one's prayer life is the particular concept the
individual has of God. For the young person of sixteen years, for example,
Gesell, Ilgz, and Ames found that "Sixteen shows belief in a divinity more than
at any preceding age. The great majority . . . believe in some sort of power
greater than man. But the Deity is conceived as being less human-~like in form
than earlier. Some define God simply as "a&a spirit," but the largesl number

give a more complex definition, involving some kind of power, force, feeling,
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TABLE XX

RECOGNITION OF GOD AS A PLRSON
BY THE RESPONDENTS

Delinquenta! Qestion A> | Question B°
responses Kumber Per cent Kumber Per cent
Completely agree 19 25.3 30 Lo.0
Mostly agree 12 16.0 27 36.0
Mostly disagree 8 10.7 12 16.0
Completely disagree 36 43.0 6 8.0
Total 75 100.0 75 100.0

& hen Christ died on Calvary, He did not really die for me personally, but
for all men. In other words, I didn't mean anything special to lidim then. Do
yous (1) Completely agree (2) Mostly agree (3) Mostly disagree
(4) Completely disagree

bJesus Christ knows you by name. Do you: (1) Completely agree
(2) Mostly agree (3) Mostly disagree (4) Completely disagree ?

v

*intangible Being,' or 'something eternal. 3ince the prelimimary pilot stu-
dy revealed that a dircct question about the delinquents' "concept of God' was
tooc ambiguous and misleading to require an answer in writing, the question was
asked in the interview. Our findings square exactly with those of Gesell, Ilg,
and Ames., None of the boys in the sample came up with the initial idea of God
as a Person or as Cne who is personally interested in them individually.

This personal notion of God was touched upon in several other questions,

as Table XX showa, but the answers remained substantially the same. These find-

5Gesell, Ilg, and Ames, p. 502.
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ings were not expected, for when confronted with a specific and structured
question, the Catholic should respond favorably and spontaneously to the person-
al notion of God. Such a concept is stressed continually in the literature as
well as in the dogma of the faith, it is included in the Catechism series used
in the grammar schools, and in the sermon schedules of the Archdiocese. What
did seem important, also, was the absence of this notion when the adolescent
was faced with an open-end question in the interview. Even when the notion was
put before the delinquent about the personal concern of God for his well~being
and behavior, it was obvious to the investigator that this had little operative
significance., The idea seemed never to fail to catch the delinguent's atten<
tion and leave an impression, causing the researcher to wonder how fully this
idea had been presented to the boy before.

GZ@ to this point we have been considering some basic indicators of the de-
linquent's belief and worship, namely, church attendance, reception of Holy
Communion, and personal prayer. One might question, then, what pracisely were
the attitudes of the group on these topics as related to their practicg%} This
factor will be more thoroughly investigated in the following chapter, so we
will limit analysis to the three items discussed so far in the present chapter.

The data indicate thet while fifty-two per cent of the delinquents attend-
ed church every Sunday, fifty-seven per cent (forty-three boys) felt strongly
that they should attend every Sunday and twemty-one per cent (sixteen boys)
felt they should attend, but did not show such a strong attitude in this re=
gard. S5ix boys (8%) did not think they should attend every Sunday and ten (13%)
were not sure what they should do.

The frequency of receiving Holy Communion was lower than Mass attendance.
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TABLE XXI

THE RESPONDENDSY ATTITUDES TOWARD THE EUCHARIST

- Importance of the Eucharistl Beliefa
Expressed

attitude Humber Per cent Number | Fer cent
Completely agree 8 10.7 51 68.0
Mostly agree 10 13,3 17 22.7
Mostly disagree 20 26.7 b 53
Completely disagree 37 49,3 3 4.0
Total 75 100,0 75 - 100.0

1Some people say that it is not too important to go to Holy Communion. Do
yous (1) Completely agree (2) Fostly agree (3) Mostly disagree
(4) Completely disagree 7

2Some people think that Christ is in the Blessed Sacrament. Do you:
(1) Completely agree (2) Mostly agree (3) Mostly disagree
(4) Completely disagree ?

Similarly, the attitude about the importance of Holy Communion was not as
strong as the attitude on Church attendance, even though, as seen in Table XXI,
the majority of the boys believed that Christ was actually present in the Eu-
charist. Consequently, the attitudes manifested regarding church atiendance,
reception of the Eucharist and belief in the presence of Christ in the fucha~
rist was entirely consistent with the behavior practices in these same areas,
the only striking relation being the disparity between belief in the iucharist
and the boys' attitudes toward its importance in their lives as indicaled by
their actual behavior.

Closely allied in Catholic teaching and behavior to the reception of Hely
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Communion is the practice of Confession. Confession is the normal and frequent-
ly necessary preparation for receiving the Lucharist. Consequently, one would
expect a close relation between the delinguent's attitude toward Confession and
his attitude toward and practice of receiving Communion. However, where thir-
ty-seven boys (49%) felt very strongly about the importance of receiving Holy
Communion, only twenty-seven (36%) had similar attitudes about Confession.
Fifteen (20%) felt that Confession was more than merely a matter of personal
whim, but a relatively large number (thirty-two boys, 43% of the sample)
thought that one had to go to Confession only when he felt like it.

Therefore, as cne moves along the continuum of religious commitment from
external church attendance to attitudes about Mass, Communion, Confession, and
preyer, there is a significant lessening of intensity only in the area of Con-
fession. This will have to be investigated further in the following chapter.
Nevertheless, even at this point the question suggests itself, given the exter-
nal religious conformity of the group, whether the depth of their religious
convictions and attitudes is certain. Religiously, either these boys scem to
be in the midst of change or possess at least questlionable and merely surface
commitment. Given such a situation, it is doubtful that religious motivation
could exercise much control over the behavior of these adolescents. At best it
would be a somewhat mysterious factor which comes into play only when all other
supports (gang, family, etc.) are removed, and so would hardly play a determin-
ing role in their day-to-day decisions.

Will Herberg has said that the "religiousness characteristic of America
today is very often a religiousness without religion . . . a way of sociability

or 'belonging' rather than a way of re-orienting life toward God."6 Not only
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is the present study of thise delinquents' religiousness leading us to rcalize
the truth of this proposition, but other studies of non-delinguent adolescent
religiousness, such as they exist, have come to much the same conclusicn.7

It proved profitable in this connection to select from the present cample
those who reported that they attended Mass every Sunday and receivad Compunion
once or twice a month and pray "very often," and to compare their answers on
the questions concerning one's personal idea of God, reasons for praying, and
parental models with the other extreme — those who never or ravely attended
Mass, never received Communion, and never prayed. The first group totaled
twenty-four delinquents; the second, two. The two delinguents, as rdght be ex-
pected, had no personal idea of God whatever; they never prayed since they had
no reasons for praying, and while their parents did attend church occasionally,
they provided no consistent conforming models for the boys. C@pe twenty-four
boys of the first group, however, presented a different picture. GOeventeen had
a relatively clear idea that Christ died for {hem personally, and that Charist
“enew their names"; the other seven were uncertain about these polnts. ZHach of
the group reported that ‘he - prayed either "for help and guidance" or 'for fbr-‘
givanesgi@ Fifteen stated that their parents attended church regularly; the
other nipe indicated irregular church attendance for their parents. Thus the

majority of the delinquents who attended Mass every Sunday, received Communion

sﬂerberg, pe 2760

7See in this connection, Gordon Allport, The Individual and His Relicion
(New York, 1950), pp» 32-36, Gesell, Ilg, and Ames, pp. W¥37-502; Warren C. Mid-
dleton and Robert R. Wright, "A Comparison of a Group of Ninth and Tenth Grade
Delinguent and Non-Delinquent Boys and Girls on Certain Attitude Scales," Ihe
Journal of Genetic Psychology, LVIII (1941), 139-150.
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once or twice a month, and prayed "very often" answered favorably to the other
categories of religious belief and worship. But to what extent these attitudes
and practices influenced their everyday values and behavior patterns remains to

be seen.




CHAPTER VI

RELIGIOUS ATTITUDILS IN PRACTICE

Judged by adult standards the adolescent's world is peculiar. It is not
that what he experiences is so different from the adult's sensations, pains,

and pleasures, but the interpretations he places on them are wholly his own.

Since religion involves meaning and interpretation at every step, it must be
conceded at the outset that the religlon and religious attitudes of adolescence
are of a very special order, perhaps having little in common with the religion
of adulthood., About this religlon of adolescence Allport has obaervedzl

+

Usually it is not until the stress of puberty that serious reverses
occeur in the evolution of the religious sentiment. At this period of
development the youth is compelled to transférm his religious attitudes
— indeed all his attitudes = from second-hand fittings to first-hand
fittings of his personality. He can no longer let his parents do his
thinking for him. Although in some cases the transition la fluent and
imperceptible, more often there is a pericd of rebellion.

From the various ways in which attitudes could be tested we selected two.
The first of these was the Thurstone scale for the measurement of one's atti-
tude toward God (Form D); the second consisted in individually structured ques-
tions concerning specific attitudes toward Ged which were designed to be indica-
tive of the intensity of the adolescent's religious conviction and commitment.

f?evious research on values and delinguency led us to expect that although the

lAllport, p. 32.
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adolescents would subscribe to religious and other social values in general,
there would be considerable inconsistency of values on a more specific level;§>
This finding has led Barron, for example, to call for hypotheses which will

", . . explain the relation of inconsistent values held by the delinquent to in-
consistency in the delinquent's bohavior.“3 The present study did not attempt
to establish any hypotheses of this sort mainly because there was not enough in-
formation on delinquents' religious attitudes available in anything more than a
very general form.

Working on the supposition that religious attitudes are closely related to
indirect and internal control, it would seem clear that if the parents offered
Jconforming medels and values which were internalized by the adolescent, reli-
gious econtrol is increased and would be manifested in the religious attitude ex-
pressed. If the religious attitude was low, one could conclude that either the
internalization, the conforming models, or both were relatively absent. In ac-
cordance with the usage of the Thurstone test, a favorable attitude is indicated
by a low numerical score. As can be seen in Table XXII, the majority of the

boys (69%) showed positive attitudes toward God, twelve per cent were entirely

oncommithal,and fourteen boys (19%) revealed a negative attitude toward God.
e group mean, however, was 4,2, which meant that the group as a whole was
[*slightly affected by the idea of God." They were one step above the noncomni-

tal.

ZMilton L. Barron reviews most of the previous research on the subject in
s article, "Juvenile Delinquency and American Values, ASR, XVI (April 1951),
14,

31bid., p. 213.
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TABLE XXII

THS RESPONDENTS' ATTITUDS TOWARD GOD

Attitude score Number Per cent
0 - 2.9 (Strong religious attitude towsrd Ged) 24 32.0
3,0 - 3,9 (Definite recognition of God affecting Conduct{ 15 20.0
4,0 - 4,9 (Slightly affected by idea of God) 13 17.3
5.0 = 5,9 (loncommittal,neutral, or agnostic attitude) 9 12.0
6.0 - 6,9 (Disbelief but attitude not yet strongly set) 6 8.0
7.0 = 7.9 {Definite denial of Geod imfluencing conduct) 2 2.7
8,0 ~11,0 (Strong atheistic attituéfzy 6 8.0
Total 75 100.0

Using Thurstone's scale for measuring the reality-of-God-attitude, Middle-
kon and Wright found that both their delinquent and non-delinquent adolescent
group showed a positive belief in God (two steps above the neutral attitude).
Since different scales were used no comparison can be drawn between the slight-
ly different attitudinal levels revealed; what is significant for present pur-
poses, however, is the similarity between the scores of the ininquents and non-
delinquents, There was no significant difference in the méannscores of the two
groups. As the authors themselves summarized the data: "High school boys /[the
non-delinquents/ are more favorable in their attitudes toward the law and the
church than are delinquent boys; there is no difference in their attitudes

toward the reslity of God.“u For the present delinguent group, their attitudes

L

Middleton and Wright, p. 149.




TABLE XXIII

ATTITUDES TCWARD SEX
A3 REPURTED BY THE RESFUNDENTS

Attitude Completely Mostly Mostly Coupletely
Statement oe 88 Disagree disapgree
Noo % | Ne. % | Nos % | Mo. %

"Itz 81l right to

have sex relations with
a girl if she agrees
and isn't married,” 10 13.3 |18 2k,0 | 12 16.0 | 35 k6,7

"It's all right to
have sex relations with
a girl if she agrees

even if she is _
married,"” & 3.017 9.3 | 11 1.7 1 51 68.0

"Some people say that
ag far as sex poes,

it is all right for a
boy to play with him-
self.n 2 2.7 19 12.0 | 20 26,7 { hb 58.7

toward the law were not directly tested; but thelr attitudes toward the church
were somewhat more favorable than their attitudes toward God.

As regards specific attitudes and their religious content, four areas were
dnvestigated: sex, stealing, fighting, and the general perception of the ado-
lescent about his gang's reaction to his religious attitudes and ideals.
Adolescence is pre-eminently a period of rapid and intense physical growth;
lsex becomes more of an individual and social problem and its control more diffi-
kult. The present-day emphasis and dominating concern of sex intensifies the
lhormal adolescent problem. And the fact that the Church's attitude toward sex

ks a strict one does not simplify the problem. None of the boys in the present

Etudz rePorted that they were iggprant of the Church's position on sex (such
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TABLE XXIV

THE RESPONDENTS' REPORTED SEXUAL PRACTICES

Never Once or Three Four Five More than
Sexual Practice twice times timen times | five timeas

Nod % No.| % liod % NoJ % | Nod % | Ho.| %

Had sex relations
with girls or
women? 36| 48.0] 16}21.3 21 2.7 Lis5.3] &) 5,31 13) 17.3

Ever masturbated? |12| 16.0] 15[20.0 | 16 03.3 | 7|9.3] 8po.7] 23| 30.7

Had sex relations
with boys or men? 661 88.0 6] 8.0 O} © 0] 0O 1] 1.3 21 2.7

fiver take part in a
"gang" sex party? 64 ) 85.3 8|10.7 1] 1.3 111.3] o} © 1] 1.3

items as petting were not considered, but only the larger categories of mastur-

Joation, formication, and adultery), and of the total number, twenty-seven delin-
uents (36%) considered that the Church's position was too strict, while forty-

Joight (64%) agreed with the Church's regulations. The attitude toward specific

lsex acts was somewhat different, as indicated below:

Comparing these attitudes toward sex with the actual sexual practices re-

rted by the delinquents give us the results indicated above. The most common
exual practice, despite the reported negative attitude to the act, is masturba-
tion. This was expected and, in this sense, normal.5 Formal homosexuality and
Fgang sex parties" were more infrequent. Fornication, however, was rather wide-

Fpread with thirty-nine boys (52%) having performed the act at least once. ia~

5Sae, Gesell, Ilg, and Ames, pp. 289-90.
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TABLE XXV

BREAKDOWN OF S8PECIFIC SEXUAL PRACTICES
AND RESPCNDENTS' RELATED SEXUAL AITITUDES

Specific Number who "mostly" The reported practice of those
sexual or “"completely" who strongly disagreed with
practices disagreed with the practice
these practices
Never | Unce or| Three or more
twice times

Homosexuality 70 63 5 2
Masturbation © 64 12 14 38
Fornication Ly 26 10 11

bitual fornication was low (17%) only in comparison to masturbation practices.
[Consequently, there seems to be a rough consistency between the delinquent's
sexual attitudes and his sexual behavior. This consistency is not verified,
[however, when we probe into more specific actions-attitudes relationship, as in-
dicated in Table XXV. For even though the majority of those strongly opposed

to homosexuality, masturbation, and fornication indulged in the action only once
for twice, or not at all, the number of those indulging in the practice three or |
pore times is nevertheless surprisingly high, when it is remembered that all of
these delinquents expressed strongly or totally negative attitudes toward these
Isame actions. Of the sixty-four boys strongly opposed to masturbation, thirty-
leight (59%) had practiced it three or more times; and of the forty-seven with
lclearly negative attitudes toward fornication, eleven (28%) practiced it three
for more times.

The second specific attitude tested was the delinquent's attitude toward

Istealing. When discussing various general notions about delinquency in the
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first chapter, it was noted that the nature of a delinquent offense is largely
a matter of cultural definition, and is a result of varying standards of commu-
nity pressure and practice. Despite variations in standards from community to
community, however, and despite the ambiguity with which delinquent bebavior is
generally defined, there is a discernible pattern in the character of the of-
fenses most typical for the greater number of communities. Reports to the
United States Children's Bureau, confirmed by many local surveys and studies,
indicate that the primary offense among boys is stealing, followed by what the
tenuous wording of many statutes describes as "gemerzl acts of carelessness or
miachief."6

As the data compiled in Table XXVI indicate, only a small fraction of the
delinquents felt that stealing was all right. The majority showed little hesi-
tation in esfablishing the rightness or wrongness of the act. When reporting
on actual stealing, hewever, the picture was not as favorable. Except for
things of large value (over $50.00), the majority of the delinquents had stolen;
this was especially true as regards "stealing" cars, the most frequent offense
for which the adolescents were put in the detention home. Although not speci-
fically tested on the questionnaire, attitudes toward car-theft as revealed in
the interview presented a problem. (?hile many boys felt quite definitely that
stealing was wrong, they admitted just as readily that they stole anywai}

From a comparison of Tables XXIV and XXV7 it becomes clear that in the area

GBlock~and Flynn, pp. 40-43. See also, Social Statistics, II, The Child,
U. S. Department of Labor, Children's Bureau (washington, 1946), p. 1l.

7see pp. 87, 88.




TABLE XXVI

ATTITUDES TOWARD STEALING
REPCRTED BY THE RESFONDENTS

e it A et e Pl AP A AR A AN N o A S

' 1 2
Attitude General Stealing Car-theft

tovard Number Per cent Number Par cent
Completely agree 5 6.7 6 8.0
Mostly agree 5 6.7 5 6.7
Mostly disagree 12 16.0 13 17.3
Completely disagree 53 70.7 51 63.0
Total - 75 100.1 75 |  100.0

1

Stealing is all right as long as you don't get caught. Do you:
{1) Completely agree (2) Mostly agree (3) Hostly disagree
(4) Completely disagree ?

2Going for a joy ride in a car I find open is all right as long as I don't
get caught and don't keep the car. Do you: (1) Completely egree
(2) Mostly agree (3) Vostly disagree (4) Completely disagree ?

of stealing there also is a significant inconsistency between attitude and
practice. This becomes even more apparent when we select from the sample those
who "mostly" or "completely" disapproved of stealing and compared this atiitude
with their sctual practice. As Table XXVIIIS reveals, sixty~five delinquents
generally disapproved of stealing, but of these twenty boys (30.8%) stole items
worth less than $2.00 several times, twenty-four (36.9%) stole items worth over
$50.00 once or twice, twenty-eight (43%) of the delinquents "borrowed" cars

once or twice and ten (15.4%) "borrowed" them very often.

8Cfc Pe 92.
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TABLE XXVII

THE RESPCHDENTS' REPORTED PRACTICES OF STEALING

Items worth| Items worth Items over | General Car«theft
Reported less than $2.00-§50.00] $50.00 "worthless™
practice §2.00 itensl ;
No. % No. % No. %] No. % | Mo. %
Very often k4 5¢3 5 6.7 3 4,0 i 1.3 | 16 | 21.3
Several
times 24 32.0 10 13.3 L 5.3 8 10.7 10 13,3
Once or
twice 27 36.0 29 23.7 28 37.3 1 k1.3 20 k0.0
Never 20 21,7 31 1.3 Lo 53.3 | 35 46.7 19| 25.0
Total 75 1100.0 75 100.0 75 95,9 1 75 [100.0 1 75 | 99.9

1ﬁave you ever taken things that you really didn't want and that did not
belong to you? Very often Several times Unce or twice
lever ?

The question of gang fighting does not necessarily fall under such strict
religious regulations as sex offenses and stealing. Fighting, after all, is not
intrinsically evil. And although gang fighting, as it is normally carried on |
today, is unjust, any moral guilt imputed to these fights has to be judged on
individual grounds. Consequently, it is not a strictly moral attitude that we
are testing here, as much as a specific adolescent value, namely, the respect
for the lives and well-being of others, as well as the rights of others (in the
ethical, rather than the moral theological sense).

It has been observed by many writers on delinquency that what precisely

makes the present-day problem most pressing is not the guantity but the quality
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TABLE XXVIII
BRuAKDOWN OF SPECIFIC STEALING PRACTICES

AND RESFONDENTS®
RELATED ATTITUDES TOWARD STEALING

— - o -~ — v
T - " ——— -~ e ————

Specific stealing Humber of The reported practices of those
practices those who who strongly disapproved of these
"mostly" or practices
"completely"
disapproved
of stealing Never] Once or Several] Very
twice times | often

Items worth less than

$2.00 65 | 22} o= 20 3
Items worth from $2.00

to §50.00 " 65 v 281 27 7 3
Items worth over $50.00 | 65 3% | 0 24 2 1
General "worthless" items 65 1 = -7, 5 0
Car-theft 64 18 28 8 10

of delinquent beh&vior.g Cohen has pointed to the widespread "negativism" of
the delinquent; Zahn, of his utter disregard of the intrimsic worth of human
1ife and human rights. It is this attitude of disregard and its practical ap-
plication that concerns us.

The reported attitude of the delinquents toward fighting followed the trend
of the sex and stealing attitudes. Fifty-eight boys (77%) said that it was cer-
tainly wrong to fight or to beat someone up if "you wanted to get something or

wanted to get even.” Ten boys (13%) thought there was nothing wrong with such

9Cohen, 21~-48; Zahn, pe 303; Harrison Salisbury, The Shook-up Generation
(New York, 1958), pp. 36-43, to mention only a few.
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TABLE XXIX

PURPUSELESS FIGHLIRG
A5 REPORTED BY THE RESPONDENTS

"Beat up" on kids who hadn't Hurt or inflicted pain on
Frequency of done anything to you. someone just to see them
squim'
occurence

Bumber Per cent Nunmber Per gent
Very often 1 1.3 ] #
Several times 5 \ 6.7 4 5.3
Once or twice 18 2.0 7 9.3
Never 51 63.0 6h 85.3
Total “ « 475 100.0 75 . 99.9

N

activities, while five approved of the action, but not toc strongly. The

values the delinguents lived by (not the ones they proclaimed) also followed

the same pattern of inconsistency seen in the sex and stealing practices. Only
twelve had never gotten into a fist fight (not in the sense of self-defense, but
aggressively to "get even" or "show this guy who's boss.") Fifteen (20%) had
fought very often; thirty-six (48%) several times; and eighteen (24¥) only once
or twice. Few of the delinquents, however, fought other fellows merely "for the
fun of it" and hardly any had‘inflicted pain on someone "just to see them
squirm."lo

Values, of course, are never created nor applied in a vacuum. In their

function as criteria for the importance of persons, goals, one's surrcundings

100,‘?. Pe 964
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TABLE XXX

REPCRTED ATTITUDES OF THi GARNG
VERSUS THCSS OF THE INDIVIDUAL RESPONDENT

Attitude Always Usually Seldom |  Hever

statement

Ho. % No. % Ho. % Ko %

Do the fellows you pal
Jaround with think
religion is important? 20 | 27 15 | 20.0 33 | 44,0 7 9.3

Would the fellows you
pal around with at home
expect you to go to
Church? 12 |16 11 | 14.7 27 | 36.0 19 | 25.3

Would the fellows make
fun eof you if they
thought you went to Mass,
[Communion, and Confes-
sion regularly? 6 8 7 9.3 12 | 16.b 50 | 68.1

If the fellows wanted
you to go along with
them, would you do some-
thing you knew vwas wrong

or sinful? 18 |24 L 26 |48.0 18 | 2ks0 3| 4.0
y

and pattern of activity, values nonetheless appear as relatively stable fittings
of an individuwal or group frame of reference. 3ince values function within the
context of social interaction, they are conditioneod in great measure by the peo-
ple with whom one associates, the background, personality, and needs of the in-
dividusl. This is just another way of saying that just as values exist within
and without the social person, the source of these values is both external and
internal to the social persona

In this light it becomes increasingly important to investigate the relation-

ship between the values existing among the members of the delinguent's "gang'"
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TABLE XXXI
FURTHER DATA ON

ATTITUDES OF THE GANG
VERSUS THCSE OF THE INDIVIDUAL RESPCNDENT

Ty

Always Usually Seldom liever

Attitude
statement

NoJ % No. % z%.) % No.| %

Have you ever stopped
doing something or re-
fused to do something
that you knew was wrong
because it was a sin? 13 | 24.0 28 137.0 23 | 31.0 6] 8.0

If the fellows wanted
you to go along with

them, to do something
you knew was wrong or
sinful, would you refuse? | 18 | 24,0 36 |48.0 18 |23.0 3 4,0

|Have you ever gone
against the fellows be-
cause what they wanted
ou to do was wrong or ,
sinful? 8% 10.7 25 [B3.3 29 |38.7 13 | 17.3

uppose the fellows
anted you to go steal-
ing with them. VWould
you refuse? ? 9:“ 13 1700 l*? 630“‘ 8 11.0

Suppose the fellows

anted you to go "sexing'
th them, would you
along? 15 |20.0 1 Ps.o 14 J19.0 34 1 5.0

&The actual category under which this answer belongs is not Yalways' but
Pvery often." The terms were changed to facilitate tabulation.

Jand his own values. Although rocognizing the significance of these inquiries,
the present study limited its investigation to certain of the religious atti~

tudes considered so far. As can be seen in Tables XXX and XXXI, four areas were
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covered by these questions: the gang's sinful delinquency and the delinquent's
attitude toward it, the gang's attitude to the delinquent's church attendance
and church participation, and the delinquent's responsa to the gang's invitation
to go stealing or "sexing'" with them.

As far as general church attendance and religious commitment is concerned,
the delinquent's "gang” is mostly indifferent; and the majority of the boys
feel sure they would not be made fum of for participating in church activities.
The same situation does not hold true, however, for the gang's invitation to
delinguent behavior. Here the adolescent's response shows more of an underlying
commitment to the gang and ita expectations than to the moral expectations of
his religious affiliation. This finding was to be expected. OItudies by Cohen,
Bdeech and Niederhoffer, Short and others set forth quite clearly that delinguen-
¢y is basically a problem of conformity to deviant values which are held by some
group more immediately crucial to the adolescent than the more distant and ab-
stract "Socliety," "Church" or even "Family."ll Such & basic commitment to gang
values also explains the comtradiction in the delinquents' responses to the
fourth item of Table XXX, and the second and third items in Table JiXl. For
while 72% of the delinmquents stated that if the fellows wanted them tc go along
to do something they knew was wrong or sinful they would "always' or "usually"
refuse, and 28% of the delinquents claimed that they would "seldom" or "never"

do something wrong or sinful with the gamg, still 442 "usually" or "always" had

11
Cohen, 121-37, Herbert A. Bloch and Arthur Niederhoffer, The Gang {New York,
1958), Cohen and Short, "Research in Delimquent Subcultures," Journal of Social
Issues, XIV (1958), 20-37.
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gone against the fellows because what they wanted them te do was wrong or sin-
ful,

The relationship between religious attitudes and delinquent practices has
now been explored sufficiently to reveal certain significant trends. The
scores of the Thurstopne attitude scale, "Attitude Toward God,” show a slight,
marginal commitment to religious belief and values. In this the individual de-
linquents share the same religious attitudes that they report for their compan-
jons. There appears, then, to be little conflict arising from a type of ‘'dual
allegignce" of the boy to his group and to his church. The depth of commitment
made, in addition to factors of status, approval, security, etc., suggest that
religious values will have controlling influence only if strongly supported by
these other factors more immediately important to the delinguent. Thus, with
the exception of car-theft, the delinquent has no doubt about the morality of
his actions, the sin and consequent betrayal of his religious values which his
action entail. It would have been indeed surprising, not to say methodologi-
cally disturbing, if adolesceats with the shallow religious commitment indica-
ted by the Thurstone test, reported behavior consistent with their general and
specific religious attitudes.

The particular items of sex, stealing, fighting, and gang values were se-
lected for individual analysis because the content of those values appeared to
be logically related to delinquent behavior. There were no specific questions
relating delinguents' attitudes toward the values and practices of the larger
society. We recognize the possible significance of this type of inquiry. (lur
present study, however, was limited to one aspect of value and only certain

types of delinguent behavior patternsg What implications these limited conclu-
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sions might have on this larger question is the topic for the following chapter.




CHAPTER VII
SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

The specific question which has concerned us in the present study is this:
“icould the ineffectiveness of religious beliefs and attitudes be something
which accounts for delinquency in society?" Grounding this question is the
theory that deviant behavior is not merely the result of an interaction process
between individuals, between individuals and their socio-cultural milieu (as
such it is a behavior pattern that is learned), but that deviance is also the
result of an absence or inadequacy of certain social contrels. According to
the original formulation, religious influence was anticipated to be ilneffective
in its function as a social control in the values and behavior of delinquents.
The large majority of relationships tested in this study have led to the con-
clusion that while external religious conformity and reported religiocus atti-
tudes are consistent with Catholic belief amd expectations, the internal reli-
gibua conmitment is weak, ineffectual, and so excrts litile significant influ-
ence on the values the delinquents live by and the behavior they report.

The importance of this conclusion becomes more apparent when viewed in its
consequences fof the theoretical framework constructed at the beginning of the
study. Following Cohen, defined deviant behavior as a vielation of "institu~
tionalized expectations” — that is, expectations which are shared and recog-

nized as legitimate within a social system. The central idea behind this defi-~

99
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nition is soclally structured strain, an ambivalence relative to these iﬁétitu—
tionalized expectations. Deviance itself, then, does not necessarily constitute
the basic problem to be studied, but rather the elements within the soclal sys-
tem which caused the conflict to arise and initiated the consequent delinguent
response.l In this sense, both deviant behavior and conformity are kinds of
behavior that evolve in the course of an interactlion process. But as Cohen
warns:

When we say that deviant behavior is an attempt to reduce straia or to

solve a problem of adjustment, we do not mean that an actor finds him-

self in an awkward spot, considers a number of alternatives, and thenm.

makes a choice, The break with the routine and the institutionaliged

is more typically half-conscious, tentative, and grouping. Ambivalence

motivates exvloratory but noncommittal gestures.
Thus.xhen>the gestures elicit from others a response which tends to reduce the
original strain, the individual comnits himself and the outcome of such commit-
|luent is a cumulative, collective product, the result of an interactional systen
and not merely of the actor who happened to author the act. Obviously the ac-
tion pattern that fellowé is not necessarily deviant; any deviasnt action or
series of actions, however, are produced precisely in this way. And what it is
that gives the deviance mcaning is the straim or conflict which the new action
is trying to resolve.

In line with this conceptual scheme, the data of the present study clearly

L .
lin addition to the more scciologleal viewpoint of Cohen, Hertom, and Par-
sons, all of whom emphasize the conflict fasctor, the same emphasis has been made
psychologiecally by Healy and Bronner, Thorsten Sellin, Culture Conflict and
Crime (New York, Sogial Science Research Council Report #4l, 1935) and was em~
ployed successfully as a frame of reference in Gunnar Myrdal's in American

Dilemma. .
2Cohen, "The Study of Sceial Disorganization and Deviant Behavior,” p. 467.
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revealed an inconsistency between religious values the delinquent proclaimed and
the values and behavior he lived by. But what is significant, as both question-
naires and interviews attest, is that this inconsistency did not appear as in-
consistency to the delinguent; in other words, there was no apparent confliet in
the adolescent's mind between his religious attitudes and values and his beha-
vior. What appeared to the researcher as inconsisteat or as the source of con-
flict and strain seemed to be neatly compartmentalized by the delinquent - re-
ligious values applying in some situations and other values applying in other
situations. This was brought out.forcefully; fé: isgtance, in the anslysis of
the delinquents' attitudes toward sex amd his sexual pragticas, as well as in
the breakdown of his attitudes and actions as regards at?ling. Even those with
the most stromgly negative attitudes toward either 6ffen§e revaaled high degrees
of stealing and sexual behavior. As one graduate of ingland's famous dorstal
system pointed out in a semi-biegraphical account in later years, Borstal "to
some extent revived the school-boy values of fair-play and team spirit but their
application remained limited to play and teams. Crime . . . remained as attrac-
tive as evar."3 This appears quite parallel to the delinquent's experience in
the present sample.

It must be noted that there is no question of the intellectual grasp of re~
ligious values by the adolescent. The data indicate in almost every instance
that the delinguent understood what was right and what was wrong, what as g
Catholic he believed and what practices were expected of him; and he agreed with

these norms. But he lived by another set of standerds in practical day-to-day

SMark Benney (pseud.), Angels in Undress (Hew York, 1937), p. 216.
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experiences. The contradiction between the delinquents' attitudes against sin-
ful gang bebavior (72%) yet his conformity to the gang's activity, even if it
was wrong or sinful (664) are evidence of this. Healy and Sronner have observed
in the same connection that the delinquent is often "fully able to express his
conscious belief that delinquency represents wrong conduct, but evidently his
feeling about wrongness has not been sufficiently strong to function as a pre-
vem:ive."i+

Consequently, what might at the outset appear to be comi:onplace, namely, the
actual ineffectiveness of religious control, when viewed against the backgrouad
of strain and conflict which characterizes our initial conceptual system be-
comes quite problematical. Why is there no tension between religious values
and the adolescents' "unofficial' or private walues? What is the nature of the
religious commitment made by these delinquents? How can this level of commit-
ment be raised to an operative level where religious values are meaningful and
effective determinants of action? To point toward answers and the directions
possible answers might take would lead us beyond the actual data of the present
research, to be sure. But since the conclusions reached in this study and cer—
tain relationships found to be important occasion many of these questions, we
might consider in somewhat scatter-shot fashion a few of the areas and possible
hypotheses that, in the light of this study, would seem profitable to investi~
gate further. Such further research will have to be undertaken before any sa-
tisfactory answer to the specifying question of this study can be given.

The first question that logically arises in the light of our conclusions

hﬁealy and Bronner, p. 1l.
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about the absence of conscious conflict between religious and other values con-
cerns the reasons why there was no apparent strain when such a manifest incom-
sistency of attitude and behavior did exist. Although this particular question
was never raised in the present study (precisely becsuse the finding was not
anticipated), the date analyzed do give support for the following observations.
The delinquent's religious commitment was shallow. In fact, in view of the at-
titude scores one can hardly call the delinquent's religious attitude a rational
and personal commitment in any sense of the word. It would seem that the atti-
tude would be more accurately termed a "commitment by default.“5 A commitment
by default is a commitment made without the realization that it has been made;
it can arise through a series of acts no one of which is cruciasl but which taken
together constitute for the individual interests of such magnitude that he is
unwilling to lose them. A business man's commitment to his organization can
follow this pattern rather closely. Or a commitment by default can arise
through an act or series of acts made by another perscn in my name;{ikligion is
an apt illustration here since one's initial commitment was made by his parents
and god-parents and reinforced by home environment, schooling, church attendance
and is only fully realized by him at a later date, during a time of spiritual
crisis, annual retreat, a novena, etc. If then, the delinquent's commitment is
Jla commitment by default, it is clear why there would be no apparent tension be-
tween such nominal values and the values of gang life and adolescent recogni-
tion, approval and security. The former are intellectually grasped as true; the

latter are emoticnally grasped as desirable,

5Cf. Howard Becker, "Notes on the Concept of Commitment,” AJS3, LXVI (July

1960)‘ P 38'
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/Moreover, as Goode has pointed out, since commiiments are social acts they
are supported by social rewards and censures.6‘<§;sarding religious values, we
have already noted that the individuals are weakly committed; the data also re-
veal that the persons with whom the delinquents associate are equally apathetic
and non-committal toward religion: it im not that they are anti-religious but
simply a-religious ~ whether or not members of their group go to church made 1o
difference to the ganmg, it was outside their conce:ﬁ} In addition teo weakly
committed individuals and weakly demanding groups, we found in this same sphere
of religious values, generally non-censuring, related outsiders (parents who
provided ineffectual conformity models religiously, for example). All of these
factors contributed to the weak commitments displayed in the attitude tests,
even though they are not wholly explanatory.

we come somewhat closer to an explanation of the fact that the delinquents
studied have not made the transfer from commitment by default to personal deci-
sion and religious conviction when we recall the nature of religious coatrol.
Religion exerts its strongest influence by means of the religious experience,
the personal relation of the individual with the Person of God. This was de-
veloped at some length in our initial frame of reference. Certainly the data
of both the guestionnaire and the interviews reveal no such inter-personal re-
lationship between the delinquent and God as conaciously present to the adoles-
cent. This is understandable, of course, when we remember the lack of parental

religious influence, the limited amount of Catholic education (the average a-

6Gooﬁe, "orm Commitment and Conformity to Role-status Cbligations," AJS,
LXVI (November 1960), 246-58.
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mount was three-and-a~-half years of grammar school), the negligence in religious
practice. ut these items should not be exaggerated. The parents did "require®
church attendance; they did use religious motivation in their diseciplinary prac-
tices, even though they did not provide actually effective conforming models of
Jreligious participation. ‘[he delinguents went to MHass on the average of several
times a month. The formal training they received by means of the catechism and
Sunday sermons was strongly intellectualistic and moralistic, and this was
faithfully reflected in their accurate, though nominal, religious beliefs and
values.

¥hat appears to be missing in the delinquent's attitudes -~ perscnal reali-
zation of the influence of God —- is precisely what appears to be lgcking in
their religious orientation — emphasis on the personal, "experimental" element
of religion.7 If a re-study of the present project were to be undertaken, an
important area for analysis would be the effect of Catholic education as it is
now carried out on the attitudes of those who have had eight to twelve years of
Isuch training in relation to the attitudes of the delinquents in the present
sample. This t{ype of research would reveal the importance of the fact of Catho-
lic education in relation to its content.

There is litile question that the Church has long recognized the functional
importance of an underlying emotional religious commitment: it has always been
Fiore indulgent to the sinner than to the heretic. And as the interviews re~

Fealed the delinguents' “commitment by default! was not entirely 2 matter of

7cf. The parish frogram of Instruction published by the Archdiocese of Chi-
bago (especially those from 1950-1959) and the Baltimore Catechisms used until
Rast year in Chicayo grammar schools for confirmation of this point.
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"not caring" what the demands of the Church were in this or that situation, or
not caring if the delinquent found himself in a state of serious sin. As the
questions probed deeper into the adolescent's notion of God and religion, he
could be brought to see the inconsistency of his actions, the fact of his actual
reiigicns commitment; he could be deeply impressed by the fact (not familiar to
him, his reactions would seem to indicate) that God has a personal interest in
him individually. This only intensifies the problem as to how to raise this
initial nominal commitment to the level of emotiom and conviction. As Goode
indicates, few if any specific techaniques c¢an be used to sanction an individuals
failure in emotion alone, for the normal techniques of socialization — shame,
punishment, anxiety, etc. — do not aim at action or emotional conformity as
separable goals.8
Here, then, we are back to the point made in the preface to this study,
that the principal difficulty in assessing the effectiveness of religion is si-
milar to that encountered in evaluating #ny institutional factor: what we are
really studying is the problem of human motivation and, as we have secen, motiva-
ion is s devious and complex affair involving a multitude of psychological and
sociolegical variables. The futility of mere correlation of statistics in this
area is indicated by the tendemcy to establish relationships between such ob-
jective evidence as church attendance or religious affiliation and the extent of
delinquency. These are frequently of little help in assessing the effectiveness
of an emotional experience, although as Durkheim showed long age, these also

cannot be studied independently of a wide variety of other variables, such as

8Goode, "Norm Commitment and Conformity to Role-Status Cbligations," p. 257.
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family structure, age-levels, economic conditions, and ethnic composition.

Therefore we must examine the part the institutionmal patterns of religion play

in

9

the entire interwoven fabric of American social life.

For religious motivation, like any other type of motivation, depends upon

the internaligzation of standards during the critical formative years of child-

hood, and is developed through close idemtification with parents, family mem-

bers, and other significant primary groups. Much of this motivation is acquired

unconsciously and depends in large degree upon behavioral examples rather than

on

precept. Only later does it reach the level of comscious decision and per-

sonal commitment. If these supporting behavioral sgencies are missing, it sim-

ply means that the Church has encountered a difficulty in coping with agencies

in

modern life that tend to neutralige or vitiate the fundamental tenets of re-

ligious teaching. It means also that the Church, as Bloch and Flynn suggest,

will have to develop a new dimension to its teachinmg, particularly for the

young, and that it will perhaps have to learn to assume a wider community re-~

sponsibility in reinforcing its teaching.lo As Zahn has obgerved:

The terror that stalks our streets has been fashioned in our image; not
an image buried in the night depths of subconscious fears and evil
urges, but an image blazomed forth in headlines, on billboards, every-
where we turn. Until we correct our value system (the one we live by,
not the one we proclaim), until we destroy the deadly germ from which
the poison growth of delinguency has sprung, it is a hopeless challenge
that we face.

71.

1

11

9See, for example, Robin williams, American Society (New York, 1951), pp.323-

C310ch and Flynn, p. 230.

Zahn, p. 30k.




109
Such are zome of the conclusions and questions which the present study
raises. Many of them might have seesmed obvious before we began and some of them
have been said before; it seemed to this researcher that they took on sharper
meaning and significance in the light of the facts this study uncovered. We
must be careful nct to carry our conclusions Leyond the data given in the pre-
ceding pages. Continued research is needed on this question of religious con-

trol before its significance to delinguent behavior will be known.
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APPENDIX

RESEARCH QUISTICNNAIRE

Directions: Read each question carefully omce, then answer it.

Piace an X squarely in the blank by your answer.

Section A.
in your family are you (1) The oldest (2) In between (3) The
youngest (4) The only child

Do you have any brothers and sisters? (1) lio (2) Yes, one (3) Yes
two (%) Yes, three (5) Yes, four (6) Yes, five 7 1f
more than five, how many

How many brothers and sisters live at home with you? (1) Nome (2) Cne
(3) two (4) Three (5) Four (6) Five {7) 1f more
than five, how many

Where in town do you live?

Section (for example, South side)

Street (for example, 3. Hoyne Avenue)

Block (for example, 1800; don't put the exact house
number)

With whom do you ordinarily live? (1) Original father and mother

(2) Mother and Step-father (3) Father and step-mother (kY Hother
only (5) Father only (6) If none of these, with whom do you

live

Is your mother living? (1) Yes (2) No

Is your father living? (1) Yes (2) Ko

Are your parents divorced or separated? (1) Yes (2) No }
If they are divorced or separated, how old were you when they last lived
together? (1) 5 or younger (2) 6-11 (3) 12-16

From what you have observed would you say that your parents werec (1) Com-~
pletely happy (2) tore happy than unhappy, (3) Hore unhappy than
happy____ (47 Completely unhappy
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9.

10.

1l1.

i3.

1h.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

11

¥y parents quarrel (get mad) with each other (1) Very often
(2) often (3) seldom (4) Never

“hat is your father's ordinary job?

Does your mother (or step-mother) ordinarily work at a job for money?
(1) o (2) Yes, part time {3) Yes, full time

1f your mother does work at a job for muney, whai does she do?

When my father or mother punishes me they are "fair® about it (1) Always
(2) Usually (3) Seldom {4) Never

With regard to disciplining me or correcting me, my parents tell me that
what I did was a sin or that God is hurt when I act this way (1) Always
(2) Usually (3) Seldem (4) Never

When I do something my parents don't like they usually (1) Hag ne
(2) Scold me (3) Make me feel they don't love me (k) spank,
whip, or hit me (5) Don't punich me, but discuss the matter with me

Is your mother Catholic? (1) Yes (2) Ko (3) I don't know
Is your father Catholic? (1) Yes (2) no (3) I don't inow

Does your mother go to Church? (1) No (2) Cnce or twice a year
(3) Unce a month (4) Two or three times a month (5) Every
Sunday, (8) Several times a week

Does your father go to Chureh? (1) Mo (2) Cnce or twice a year
(3) Once a month (4) Two or three times a month (35) ivery
Sunday (6) Several times a week

If you wanted help on religion do you think you could talk it over with
your father? (1) Very easily (2) Hot so easily (3) with a lot
of troudble (4) Mot at all

If you wanted help on religion do you think you could talk it over with
your mother? (1) Very easily (2) Not so easily (%) with a lot
of trouble (4) Not at all

Do your parents ever tell you what companions you should or should not go
out with? (1) Always (2) Usually (3) Seldom (&) Never

Do you agree with them in this?(ljCompletely agree (2) Vostly agree
(3) Mostly disagree__ (47 Completely disagree

Do your parents think you should be home at night by a certain time?
(1) Yes (2) Ho
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Do you agree with them” (1) Completely agree (2) Mostly agree
(3) Mostly disagree (4) Completely disagree

How important does your mother and father think it is to go to Church on
Sunday? (1) Very important (2) A little important (3} Hot so
important (4) Not important at all

Do you agree with them? (1) Completely agree (2) Mostly agree
(3) Hostly disagree (k) Completely disagree

How much do you feel your parents know about religion? (1) Very much

(2) A little (3) Nothing

I enjoy being home for an evening with my parents (1) Very much
(2) A little (3) Mot at all '

T would enjoy golng to the movies or a ball geme with my father. (1) Very
much (2) A little (3) Not at all

I would enjoy going to a movie with my mother. (1) Very much (2) a
little (3) Not at all

I am more interested in what my parents think of me than what the fellows
I pal around with think of me. (1) Completaly agree_ (2) Mostly
agree (3) Mostly disagree (4) Completely disagree

In how many communities have you attended school? (1) One (2) Two
(3) Three (k) Four (5) Five (6) More than five

How many schools have you attended? (1) One {(2) Two (3) Three
{4) Four (5) Five (6) If more than five, how many

How many of these schools were Catholie? (1) Hone (2) One
(3) Two (4) Three (5) Five (6) Four {7) 1f more than
five, how many

If you attended a Catholic school, how many years in all were you there

(i.e. the total number of years you attended Catholic school)?

Did you ever attend a public school? (1) Yes (2) 1o

If yes, when you went to a public school, did you get out of school some

time each week to attend catechism lessons? (1) Always (2) Usually
(3) Seldom (4) Mever

~ Section B.

Directicns: Put an X before the answer that best shows how you feel about the

statement made.
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I try to do everything as I think God would want me to do it. (1) Agree
(2) Strongly agree (3) Disagree (4) Strongly disagree

I make all my statements about God as vague as I canj in fact, I rarely
talk about him at all. (1) Agree (2) 3trongly agree {(3) pisa-
gree (4) strongly disagree

I have a much better time living a day at a time without worrying about
God. (1) Agree (2) Strongly agree (3) Disagree
(4) Strongly disagree

Whenever I make a decision to do something I think about what God would
want me to deo, (1) Agree (2) Strongly agree {3) Disagree
(4) Strongly disagree

I don't worry about any foolish ideas about what is God's will. (1) Agree
(2) 3trongly agree (3) Disagree (4) Strongly disagree

Everytime I sce someone in need 1 think about God and think He wants me (o
help out. (1) Agree (2) Strongly agree (3) Disagree
(4) Strongly disagree

tnly fools and phonies talk about God influencing them. (1) agree
(2) strongly agree (3) Disagree (4) Strongly disagree

I find that I think less and less about God influencing me and watching
what I do. (1) Agree (2) stroagly agree {3) Disagrec
(4) strongly disagree

God is a really important person in my life and I adjust all my life to
this fact. (1) Agree (2) 5trongly agree (3) Disagrec
(4) Strongly disagree

I get all my kicks out of just living as I please and I*'11 enjoy it as
fully as I can without Ged. (1) Agree (2) Strongly agree
(3) Disagree (4) Strongly disagree

The idea of God neither helps nor hurts me in trying to live a good life.
(1) Agree (2):3trougly agree (3) Disagree (4) Strongly
disagroee

Because I believe in God I want to see the world get better and be a bet~-
ter place for everyone to live in. (1) Agree {2) Strongly agree
(3) Disagree (4) Strongly disagree

If I could get any satisfactory idea of God, I think it would make a dif-
ference in the way I live. (1) Agree (2) strongly agree
(3) Disagree (4) 5trongly disagree
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I don't have any faith in Cod. 1 live as I please and I'd like to see any
God get in the way of my having a good time. (1) Agree (2) strongly
azree (3) Disagree (4) Strongly disagree

I never trust anyone who denles that he belleves in Cod. (1) Agree
(2) 3trongly agree (3) Disagree (4) Strongly disagree

I feel that none of the ideas of God influence a person's living in any
way. (1) Agree (2) Strongly agree (3) Disagree
(4) strongly disagree

I am far more careless about my duty toward God than I ought to be.
(1) Agree (2) 5trongly agree (3) Disagree () sStrongly
disagree

I believe that one has to play fair and square with God if one wants to
get anywhere in this life and really be happy, and T act the way I telieve
(1) Agree (2) Strongly agree (3) Disagree (&) sStrongly
disagree

I have given up the idea of God, but I really can't stop thinking of #im
altogether. (1) Agree (2) strongly agree (3) Disagree
(&) Strongly disagree

I find every day full of chances to do good and to enjoy 1life without ever
thinking about Gods (1) Agree (2) strongly agree (3) Disagree
(4) strongly disagree

I love God, but I am too selfish to love my neighbor as myself. (1) igree
(2) Strongly agree (3) Disagree (&) strongly disagree

I have given up my idea of God and I'm getting along all right. (1) Agree
{2) Strongly agree (2} Disagree (1) Strongly disagree

“Section C.

When you are at home, do you go to Churcht (1) No (2) Once or twice
a year (3) Cnce a month (4) Two or three times a month
(5) EBvery Sunday (6) several times a week

Do you go to teen-zge club (or other) meetings at your home parish? (Lo
(2) Cnce or twice a year (3) Cnce a month (4) Two or three

times a month (5) mvery week

When you are at home, do you go to Holy Communion? (1) No (2) Once

or twice a year (3) Once a mouth (4) Cnce or twice a month

(8) Zvery Sunday when I go to Mass (6) Several times a week

When you are ai home, how often do you go to confession? (1) Never
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(2) Cnce or twice a year {(3) Cnce a mouth (%) Cnce or twice a

month (5) tvery week

What prayers do you say most frequently? (Check all the answers that fit
you.) (1) Cur Father (2) Hail Mary (3) Act of Contrition
(4) Apostles' Creed (5) None

Do you usually pray (1) Very much (2) Often (3) Seldom
(4} Never

If you do pray, when do you usually pray? (Check all the answers that fit
y@uo)

At Church

Before I go to sleep

Before wmeals

When I want something

When I get the "feeling" that I should

Do you ever make up your own prayers® (1) Yes, often (2) Yes, some-
times (3) No, I only use prayers I was taught (&) No, I never

jince you've gotten into trouble, have you prayed (1) Hore {2) Less
(3) The same as before

1f you pray, why do you usually pray?

If you pray, who taught you to pray?

Do you have any personsl friends who ar: priests, brothers, or mans?

fioY YOU FEEL ABCUT THI STATLMINT THAT IS MADE

Some people say a priest can't help you out when you get in a touch spot.
Do you: (1) Completely agree_ (2) Mostly agree (3) Mostly disa-
sree (&) Cerpletely disagree

Some people say there is no need to go to Mass every Sunday. Do you:
(1) Completely agree_ (2) Mostly agree (3) Mostly disagree
(4) Completely disagree

Some people say that it is not too important that you go to Holy Communion.
Do you: (1) Completely agree (2) Hostly agree (3) Mostly
disagree (k) Completely disagree

Some people think that Christ is in the Blessed Sacrament. Do you: (1)Com-

pletely agree (2) Mostly agree (3) Mostly dimagree
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(&) Completely disagree

Seme people say you only have to go to confessicn when you want to. Do
you: (1) Completely agree (2) Mostly agree (3) Mostly disagree
(%) Completely diszgree

"yhen Christ died on Calvary He did not really dle for me personally, but
for all men. In other words, I didn't mean anything special to Him then."”
Do you: (1) Completely sagree (2) Mostly agree (3) Mostly disa-
gree (&) Completely disagree

"Stealing is all right as long as you don't get caught." Do you: (1) Com-
pletely agree (2) Mostly agree (3) Mostly disagree
(&) Completely disagree

“Going for a joy ride in a car I find open is all right as long as I don't
get caught and don't keep the car." Do you: (1) Completely agree
(2) Mostly agree {3) Hoatly disagree (&) Completely disagree

"Itts all right to have sex relations with girls." Do you: (1) Completely
agree {2) Mostly agree (%) Mostly disagree (4) Completely
disagree

"It's all right to have sex relations with a girl if she agrees, and isn't
married."” Do you: (1) Completely agree (2) Vostly agree
(3) Mostly dimagree (4) Completely disagree

"It's all right to have sex relations with a girl if she agrees, even if
she is married.” Do you: (1) Completely agree (2) Mostly agree
(3) Mostly disagree (&) Completely disagree

"o one has to listen to what a priest tells him about this or that being
a sin unless he agrees with the priest.® Do you: (1) Completely agree
(2) Hestly agree (3) Mostly disagree (4) Completely disagree

"It ig all right to fight or beat someone up if you want to get something

or want to get even." De you: (1) Completely agree (2) Yostly agree.
(3) Mostly disagree  (4) Completely disagree

Some people say that as far as sex goes, for a boy to play with himself
it is all right. Do you: (1) Completely agree (2) Mostly agree

Some people think that the Catholic Church is too strict on sex. Do you:
(1) Completely agree (2) Mostly agree (3) Mostly disagree
(4) Completely disagree

Have you ever thought God was watching you: (1) Very oftem {2) Cften
(3) Seldom (4) Never
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Have you ever stopped doing something because you thought God was watch-
ing you? (1) Yes (2) No

If yes, give some examples

Do the fellows you pal around with think religion is important? (1) Very
important (2) A little (3) Not at all

Would the fellows make fun of you if thgr thought you went tc Mass, Com-
munion, and Confession regularly? (1) Always (2) Usually
(3) Seldom (&) NHever

If the fellows wanted you to go along with them, to do something you knew
was wrong or sinful, would you refuse? (1) Always (2) Usually
(3) Seldom (4) Never

Have you ever stopped doing something or refused to do something that you
knew was wrong because it was a sin? (1) Very often (2) Often
(3) Seldom (4) Never

Would the fellows you pal around with at home expect you to go to Church?
(1) Ko (2) Yes (3) Wouldn't think about it either way

Have you ever gone against the fellows because what they wanted to do was
wrong? (1) Ne (2) Seldom (3) Often (&) Very often

When you are at home, do your parents expect you to go to Mass on Sundays9
(1) Always (2) Usually (3) Seldom (&) Never

Jesus Christ knows me by name. Do You: (1) Completely agree
(2) Mostly agree (3) Mostly disagree (&) Completely disagree_

Suppose the fellows wanted you to go stealing with them. (1) Would you
refuse (2) vould you go along (3) would you try to get out of
it

Suppose the fellows wanted you to go "seximg" with them (1) Would you re-
fuse (2) Would you go along (3) Would you try to get out of
it

~Section D.
Driven a car without a driver's license or permit? (Don't include driver

training courses.) (1) Very often (2) Several times (3) Once
or twice )
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Skipped school without a legitimate excuse? (1) Very often_
(2) Several times (3) Once or twice (4) Ko

Disobeyed your parents? (1) Very often (2) Several times_
(3) Once or twice (4) No

Had a fist fight with some other person? (1) Very oftem (2) Several
times (3) Cnce or twice (4) No

Told a(lie? (1) Very often (2) Several times (3) Once or twice
4) No

"Run away" from home? (1) Very often (2) Several times
(3) Once or twice (4) Ko

3een placed on school probation or expelled from school? (1) Very often
(2) Several times (3) Once or twice (4) Mo

Defied your parents to their face? (1) Very often (2) Several times
(3) Once or twice (4) mo

Driven too fast or recklessly im an automobile? (1) Very often
(2) several times (3) Cnce or twice (4) No

Taken little things (worth less than $2.00) that did not belong to you?
él) Very often (2) Several times (3) Once or twice
4) No

Taken things of wmedium value (between §2.00 and $50.00) that did not belong
%o)you? (1) Very often (2) Several times (3) Once or twice
4) No

Taken things of large value (over $50.00)? (1) Very often (2) sever-
al times (3) Once or twice (4) No

Taken things that you really didm't want and that did mot belong to you?
(1) Very often (2) Several times (3) Once or twice
(4) No

Taken part im "gang fights"? (1) Very often (2) Several times
(3) Once or twice (%) Ne

Taken a car for a ride without the owner's knowledge? (1) No
(2) Cnce (3) Twice (4) Three times (5) Four times
(6) Five times (7) More than five times

"Beat up" on kids who hadn't dome anything to you? (1) Very often
(2) Several times (3) Once or twice (4) No
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Bought or drank, beer, wine, or liquor {not counting drinking in someone's
home with his or your parsnts)? (1) Very often (2) Several times
(3) (nce or twice (4) No =

Hurt or inflicted pain on scmeone just to see them squirm? (1) No
(2) Once (3) Twice (4) Three times (5) Four times
(6) Five times (7) More than five times o

Purposely destroyed or demaged public property or private property that
did not belon: to you? (1) Very often (2) Several times
(3) Unce or twice (4) Ko

Used or sold narcotic drugs? (1) No {2) Unce or twice (3) Three
times (4) Four times (5) Five times (6) More than five
times

Used marijuana? (1) No (2) Unce or twice (3) Three times
(4) Four times (5) Five times (6) More than five times

Used heroin or similar drugs? (1) No (2) Once or twice
(3) Three times (%) Four times (5) Five times (6) More than
five times

Ever masturbated? (1) No (2) Once or twice (3) Three times
(4) Four times (5) Five times (6) More than five times

Had sex relations with boys or men? (1) No (2) Unce or twice
(3) Three times (4) Four times (5) Five times (6) More than
five times

fver had sex relations with girls or women? (1) No (2) Once or twice
(3) Three times (k) Four times (5) Five times
(8) More than five times

Ever taken part in a "gang" sex party? (1) No (2) Once or twice
(3) Three times (4) Four times (5) Five times (6) More than
five times

Zver been caught by the police before? (1) No (2) Once or twice
(3) Three times (&) Four times (5) Five times (6) More than
five times '

Ever been in the detention home before? (1) No (2) Cnce
(3) Twice (4) Three times (5) Four times (6) Five times
(7) More than five times

Ever been in the reform school before? (1) Mo (2) Cnce
(3) Twice (k) Three times (5) Four times (6) Five times
(7) More than five times
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