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Among Rural Adolesgents

»

IR

Perceived Achievement Limitationa and Deviance-Proneneee )

f'tonsiderable research has been conducted in recent'yeer: to deter-

nine the influence of sociological factq;s upon the attitudinil and

£

’

behtvioral deviation o£ edolescente. These stugiee have focused on cuch

-

Ny
varilbles .as socloeconomic status, race, religion, and size of eubjecte -

N

residential areae, with the general assumptlon being that such factors. e

) 1np1y differentials in achievenent opportunities.

However, this aseunp# '

I3

tion typically is not mad—'expiicit, nor - 1s an attempt often made empir- -

ically to ascertain adoletcente alienatiod and deviance-pronenees in .

) terms of self-perceived.opportunity for legitimﬁte achievement. While

some studig

Clerk and Henninger. 1963, Landis. Dintz and Recklees,

1963; Landis and Scarpitti 19653 Mizruchi 196h Short, et al., 1965)

s

have. viewed perception of opportunity "as either a predictor or an 1nter—

vening variable of deviance, others,.such‘gs Liv and Fahey (1963), have
S o . : ‘ _
found that perception of limited opportunity was more a consequence than * .4

0 & cause of delinquency.

-

.. - In the present study, the analysis focuses on the degree to whichf '

\40 rutel edolescents are ‘ware af having limited opportunities for achievement

. ae theee perceptions in turn affect their sense of pcwerlesene‘r end anomia

~

and, ultimately, their propensity toward deviance.

The main argument here o

RN

e thet nnless adolescenta are aware of restricted-unfavotnble R}tuations,

4.

. they are iess likely to feel _anomic and powerlessness and are consequently

0

03

Jess' likely to be susceptible to deviant activity.
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T SRS Follouins Meyton's theOry~of anomie, we therefore propose that
avareness of ltmited opportunity will unfavorably affect the adolelcent'l.

outlook._ It has been noted thnt American cultdre ia chnrlcterized by its

L}

enphasia on two conditiona for succesa., (1) equul opportunity to achievo'

‘eucceae—goale' and (2) one’s ability to achieve cuch goalo, However,,
cultural emphasis on importance of ability and availability of opportunity
tenﬂt to frustrate certain individuals more than others, vith it perhapl

y e

£ . _being penticularly fruotrating to those youths who see rehtrictions in

opportunity but do net see limitations in their own abilities for attaining |
deeired goals. Hence, it ia proposed that, those who percetze themaelvee ) ;
P o I

having a great deal of perconal ability but being aubjected toeetrueturnlly ' : 3
. LA R . . 1 R - . * :

lllited‘eehievement-opportunities willltend to experience‘anonia, pover~ °

. .
~ v 4
. . N :

" It 1is further proposed ‘that the two- barriera to success, lﬁnitei <

L4 P‘ . A i

‘opportuuity ‘and limited ebility. are aesociated with qven more generel

leelneao and, ultimately, deVianceﬂproneaese.

' perceptiono of the individual toward cause—effect relationship 2__.ne.

. Thna; thoce who are hig&ly RUare of opportunity limitationa_tend to blame
thia situation on external sources, e.g., the "eystem" 1 The‘reaultiugi
negative attftude toward the society may“thus incline the individual o . .

- ‘toward either withdrenal from or eggrassive rebellion ageiuut the eociety. ¢

o v .ﬁ:;; individuals who admit to persomnal limitations in ability alao tend . , é

< - ;

- to blame external sources for thoir shorticomings, though many others see ' ‘

. their 1imitations being a case of their'own;perscnal,ipadequaciee. The

-

" lpor an overview pf both the’ sociological and social psychological "

: e literatire making dse of scme form cf the "internal-external locus of &t§¥>’,ﬂ;/*’j
. L control" concept, see Durkhedi (1951); Henry and Short (1964); Reckless . ;
~ (1967); Rotter (1966);.Throop and MacDonald (1971)! : , : ?

J— : : . : . .
. ' L > . o : ¢ o, » 7




.
.-/ ° N H . *

o

"vvotigin. E ‘ TR e f

.o . 4 - ’ . , )
~associeted.responses of the individual to these perceptions may be \ <4? .

'enpected to rnnge from withdrawal to aghrécsion toward others to self-

~
-

faggression.i In addition, those adqlescents vho are highly avare of the
strncturaI limitations in opportunity but.do not recognize their personal ) K

inadequaciea are likely to project their failure onto the larger aociety

-

:(cf Clownrd and Ohlin, 1950; Lipaet and Bendix, 1962' and Herton. 1961)

In an earlier study, Han (1971) indicated that the influence of the

3

'perception of limited opportunity upon powerlessness was greater for

' those who vieved their inability than for those who were unaware of {t.. /)

In addition. anonia was found aignificantly related to both perception of
linited opportunity and perception of limited ability.. He found/thefe \;\’;F/
4two independent. variables were,addittve in their impact on powerleosneas, '
and sharply specified the relationship with deviance-proneness. The

variationa in the degree of perceptibn of'limited opqortunity and percep-

£ e

tion of limited ability had different effects on powerlessness, anomia,

B . Y
y |
M »

and deviant-proneness dnpending on the lebels of socioeconomic s;atus of

o

» - e T .
o 4T - ~xc»«(*1u"r:w 3

-

Considering the above propositions and findings, ve hypothesize that

rural adolescenta who perceive their opportunities for achievement to be r

structurally limited but are unavare of their ability limitations tend to

,., [l

' experience feelings of anomie and powerleSeness, -and consequently.become

N ' ,‘ o
more devi nce-prone. These effects are expected to be»influenced by ‘the
socioecon&mic status of the youths femily and the extent to which th; o

youtha have established peer-group ties. Thus, the above relationships

have been dnalyzed in the present study in eccordance with a specially

'

e~
conatrugted multi—cauaal sgcie} psychological model, This model provides

a pIausiblepciEssl argunent to link the fnfluence of structural factors

M
»

! — ' L, . i
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, _experiencing, or anomia (A), X3 is the lack of confidence in one’ 's nbildty -

Y

éﬁkopportunitiea for achievement being. atructurally limited throui;Bno fault

' and adolescentn* deviant Behavior through a set of soclal psychological e

Eto control sociopolitical events, or feeling of powerlessnees (P) exper~

“ienced by a youth- x4 1s the degree to which the»adoleacent perceivea his

s ..-.‘I

causal relationdhips being explicitly portrayed. Linear, additive rela- e

»

o

and associational varinbles. The model further makes clearer the theo~ T
] AW .
retically subtle associationa bétveen the variables and points out aome ' // o

,of the expertnental manipnlntions that might profitably be undertaken in .

. r M

future vesearch. - : -
- e ot \ oo -7 ", . c‘}‘:\ :
B . ' Zhe Msdel. : ‘ |

' s

-The propoaed model treats causal relationships among eight variables.
X ‘ia the adolescent 8 proneness to hreak eocio-moral norms with peers,

or deviation-pipneness (DP) Xz is the degree of anomia an adolescent 18

v

g

of his own, or perception of opportunity limitations (POL); Xs the f_ e

% ' o

degree to which the adolescent perceives'his.personAI abilitiea’being

ted for achieving goala, or perception of ability limitations (PAL);
N

\xﬁ is the cloeeness and commitment to his friends, or geer-groug ties- (PT), ' é

17 {s the educational level ettained by the _youth's parents, or garental -
€ .
education (PE):; and xa is the occupational prestige 1eve1 attained by the

youth's father, or»father s occupation (FO). Path analyses (Duncan, 1966
Wright, 1936' 1560; Hcise, 1969) eummarize ‘the relationships studied, ij>//\\
allowf&g a rigorous quantitative decomposition of variance, with multiple /

[} '/,'
tionships among variables are assumed to operate in a specific caueal -

o

sequence - through a seriea of. recursive equations.: The two eocioeconomic
back@round variableo, 39 (PE) and XB (FO), are considered to be logically \/_

m" - ) o -

-

o e o006 o f a >

v




prior to all the other variables and ‘are expected to influence directly
the subjects perception of opportunity limitations (Xﬁ) and perception
of ability limitations (Xs) In turn, X, (POL) and Xg (PAL) precede
. both anomia (Xz) and poverleesnesa CX3) Coupled‘with the relative
surfeit of peer—gzoup ties (xg), the senSe of powerlessness and anomia
‘are: in turn con’idered to dizectly contribute to a propensity for
deviance-pronenese (Xl) i '

* The initial objective is to ascertain the degree to which adoies-

cents deviance—pronenees arises out of tension or malintegration between

icafa

.cultural goals and institutionalize?qgeans. All of “the possible{ﬁausal
og

linkagea, by no means, seqn theoret cally defensible. Tbe most

/nnes are presented in Figure 31, wﬁere the straight lines tepresent causal

paths that aﬁe theoretically _ected and curved lines stand for unanalyzed

the present dntau
Based .on social claSSvrhlated 1iterature regarding deviance (cf
Clonard and Ohlin, 19560: Coben, 1955 England 1960; Haskell 1960-61
deiaceus, 1959"Me;ton, l°68f NcCord and McCord 1958; Scott and bazr
1963), the present atudy also emohanizes the educational and occupational‘
.attainment levels of the snbjects parents while consideridg their social
',“'origin&.QVZIthough some recent studies (Akers, 1964 Han, 1971' Haney,andm
Gold, 1973; Relly, 1971; 1972' 1975; Kelly aad Balch, 1971' Polk and
Halferty, 1966° Schafer and Polk 1967; Schafer, et al, 1970- Voss, 1966;.
and Winalow, 1967) have failed to observe a strong asgoclation between '
statuo origins and deviance, -they continue to regard atatus origins as a l\ .
.contributor to deviance. Most of the above studies have considered only

I

the father's occupation as the measure of the &putbﬁs'etatus origin,

a
&




! 'nﬁich has been uorrespondingly foundito:be a weak predictor‘pf youthful
deviance, while others have 1ooked at parental social clasn as measured -
by education and occupetion matinly and found'it as the principal factor
associated with nddlescent deviance, The latter line of theoretical' |
reaeonina and cmpirtcal findings~are{further'éupported by Zevergl recent
.vorLs indicatin° the correlation of adolescents' perceived opportunities

. ) . v
'and theirfpd/cnts’ education and occupational attainments (cf. Blau and

Duncan, 1967; Duncan et al. 1968; Elder. 1968 Havighnrst and Neugarten,‘

1967' Sewell et al, 1969 Sewell et al 1970) Accordingly, both mother's

.. and fathcr ffeducation CX7) and father 8 occupation (xs) have. been used .

z»as indic‘tore f the adolescents socioeconomic*background in the present

-
v

o : study. Hhile the correlations between these variables and deviance~

'5 .

proneness (X) are low, their associatiens with anomia (Xz) and powerless—f

ness (Xg)—are significant. A low poaitive relationship (r78 .266) is .

found between parental education (x7) and father 8 occupation (XB)

Parental/edaéation is anticipated to have a 8ubstantia1 direct effect

on anvadoié/cent 8 perception of both opportunity afdd ability limitationn,
; es well as an indirect effect on anomia and powerlessnesa. This antici-
;;{,. 3

pation is logicelly supported by se&eral earlier studies (Blau and Duncan,’

1967‘ 313—330 Glick and Miller. 1956-‘Mu11igan, 1951, and Sewell et al,
1957) 2 ye' presently theorize that the influence of either anomie or

powerlessness is mediated by perception of echievement limitations (POL

and;PﬁL), as well as_by exogenous factors, and that, together, these

‘
i

» ¢ 27he implication is that the attitudes, values, and positive orienﬁ<
-~ 7 tatlons to education In the family affects educational achievement of -

the children, and through it occupatfonal chances. It is the pertinent ‘l

value orientation that activates potential hersonal economic: resources
and makes them serve as means for achievemeat and success. :



ual frequently msy break relations with the conforming member 1

" . ., . . ) . \ - - ] . . - -

. . . ~ ® s . ;
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fvariables exert profound effects on devianceﬁproneness@ Accordingly, ve

4

L e
hypothesize P &?rect path (p47) from.p rental educat (PE) to POL and

EX

. another (p57) from PE to pereeption of limited ability (PAL) We also

to POL and PAL, respecttvely. Of course, | '»do not expect negligible

*

perception of achievement ltmitations.

EN <

Rnother substantial direct effect on deviatio ~proneness is antici~

pated from peer-group influences. Following the th es of Merton (1938),

o

Parsons(l951 249-261), and Cohen (1955 59-61, 65-66 l ~assume that
\deviant behavior is in large part a response to indivi; p',ercepmtions~
of ambiguity regarding the society 8 institutionalized ’ ctations.

Such ambiguity typically occurs when conformity to norma Jve expectations

L
society adﬂ*continues 1n his behavior withOut the support ) ersons whose

. -

, notms legitimize the behawior, or he may-select a new group which is

: sympathetic t°xh18 views and problems andLeventually become 1mmersed in

their subculture.b The latter interpretation is in line with S bherlan 8"

: Cloward 8nd Ohlin, 1960 145-152) This body of thought has tbgrevire

w

useful in explaining’sdolescent s deviance-proneness.

- 18 strongly motivated'but difficult to attains In such c: ", an indi%id— .

8



Y . -

a aubstantial direct path (916; from peer-group tiesigo'deviance— ' .- S

proneneas. We also hypothestze a direct path (plh) from perception of L -, €

R f‘ opportunity 1initations (poL) "to deviance—proneness (DP), given the

-
- » .

aaaumption that the individual may continue his deviant behavior without '

-

. . the support of persons who 1egitrmize the/behavio{:/)ﬂe further‘hypothe- e h .
| o size a substantial ‘causal effect of peer~group ties on hoth an°mia;(A) A
S ’ ﬂﬁd poverlessness (P) , Thia is because\;:/expect that peer-group menbers . é
s ; with whom the youth interacts very closely also experience stgilar attitu- )

- dinal and behaviora%”ambIValence wﬁth respect to society s dnstitu nalized
| expectatiops and will correspondingly be sympathetic to his problems ‘and
thus reflect back the individual's own initial sense of anomia and power-

lessness.' This implies one causal path (9%6) from peer~group t1es (PT) to

anonia (A) and another (p36) from PT to powerlessness (P) In')urn, we -

talso hypothesize direct paths (p12) and (p13) from_ anomia (A) and power—

’ lessness (P) to devf%tion pronefiess (DP). o,

There are thus 23 poosible causal paths, given-the sequence laid out \

L]

above, though we hypothesize notewor}hy effects for only 14 of these (see
, Figute l)- If this were a rigorous theoretical’ model, path coefficients
u0uld be calculated only for these 14 supposed causal connections. As we

1 -

believe that it is not a rigorous model, and*at this stage of our knowledge e

probably it cannot be, it would be well to calculate a1l oﬁ the possible
_23 path coefficients and use the calculated values as rough indicators of
the’ influences operating in the aystem. If the above theoretical reasoning
'fairly describes the reality to which it 1s addressed the path coefficients

for the 14 predicted causal 1ines are expecced to be relatively greater than v i

those for’ the remaining causal paths, for which causal prediction 1g 41

-

cult to make_at the presentn;ime. Withal, it is quite ‘possible that some oo
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unhypothesized causal liﬁes of importance may be observed~and analyzed T

“

with future research efforts. : D

" The presently proposed model is based on widely held social&psycho- . N

"1
‘logical thinking and is generally supported by the’ accumulated reSults SN

of previous studies of youthful deviance in the context of varying types.

-

-of communities.~ We believe, this model should prove. eupecially useful“‘

© Y
in explaining adolescent deviance among boys and girls alike, given the -

,} .
reasonable assumption ‘that cultural goals and achievement,norms comg Qo o
-similarly. affect girls no.less than boys in the coutemporary American

society. Lo e ; ]
2 . . a . ] . . - ”"_v .

\ : Method
% -_

.Earlier studies (Cloward and Ohlin, 1960; Her'ton, 1964) have indi- |

cated that the impact of perceived opportunity limitarions‘spon alienation

and deviance—proneness is more visible among urban adolescents than among

4 . ~

rural adolescents. The present study is therefore conducted purposely in i

a rural area to determine the degree to which homogeneous rural youths’i-

living in an economically impqxﬁrished region might similarly be vulnerv )
able to anomia, powerlessness, and deviance given varying levels of per- |
céived limitations in opportunity as well as in self-ability., An additional -

purpose of the present study is’ o provide comparative data relative to

earlier studies in rural areas.

‘Data vere collected’in 1974 in a structured qdestionnaire from nine,
senior high schools located ‘in the Upper Cumberland Region-of middle
Tennessee,.which is primarily an agficultural and cattle~farming area.

~
This area is sparsely populated and economically impoverished. A sample

:\\\\;‘ of 15319 gtudents was draﬁy.from nine counties within this}region.. While

!

“\f\ . P . - . . ) e

011 . ,,




,ronly 1, 074 seniors (605 male and_ 69 female studqhts) gere;::;d in the ;

’
present study in order to secure ombgeneous subjects with r pect to

'Y
religion and race. A11 the subjec 8 vere therefore white, Protestant, -

ral " area), In this procedure, we

\ A

high school sentors living in a poor

. have-1ndirect1y°e11m1natéd‘the éontaminating‘effects of some structural

R

B variables such as religion, race,” and residential area on the dependent -

| uariahle. » : - ; j - 7':4, ‘\ - S '
;;xy} 1- Operational‘definit§0ns of the‘variablessutilizsd';n this‘study are2///’
o presented hsloug fhreefzuestionnaire itéms:were used to assess the
suhjectsf préhepess‘to break?sociddmoral norms, a rariable hereafter ’
riferred to as\deviancevproneness‘é;l-nr);ﬁ‘The»deviauce—proneness state- .

~ . . . SN . - .

s ® - . " .
P - . . i -

ments are as follbws' . R
(1) Suppose when you and your friends wers messing around'onei, T
_night, they decided to break info a! place and "steal some Voo

| stuff do you tbink yOu would go wiih them? ”% w4, -

: S ,

(2) Suppose a Iriend of“yours called and asked you to do somé~
' thing that your parents told you never té do would you do -
1 i this with your friends? ° o
¥ A ‘ ’ .
(3) Suppose a friend of yours wanted to do something you knew . o

was wrong, would you do 1c?. » - Co

o ’ .

’

N

‘

' These 1tems’ Tndicated peers' influence in norm-breaking’ activities.- The J

-—‘-—'_';;r-ref""~ -

afive response categories used were "everytime", "most of the ttme", "about

¢ .

half of the time", ' 'some of the time ’ and ngger , which were ass1gned

o

scoring weights of 5,.4;‘3{ 2, and’l, respect%yely; ‘§umuated scores thus

ranged from 1 to 15,@uith higher scoresfbeing'cﬂhsidered“as indicative of

L]
"y

- . R Lo

greater deviance-proneness iﬁing;the subjectsg

-

Srole's (1956j five—item anomia scale was‘used Ton the-measureMent

FY

of anomia '(A—Xé)w." Again, scores theoretically ranged from @ to 5, with'

‘..
.
o
-

higher scores‘suggestxng greater anomia.’
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Powerlessness (PvXSI is defined as a,lack of confidence in one 8 -
A )
personal abiltty to control eociopolitical events (cf Rotter. 1966)

;For a measure of this variable. the first eight of geal and Rettig 8
12 fector-analyzed Itens-(1963) were used.j An exampie of these items : N
_-15. "It 18 only vishful thinking to Believe thet one can really {nflience

,  what happens in society at lerge." The weight of 2 was “given to "agree"

i and 1 to "disagree" responses. Sunmated scorea could range from 1 to.16,\f
with.é}gher scorea being definitionally associated with a greater.senee

. ' fof powerlessne:s.‘\f o ‘5['3". ) ” ‘ L

Percep;ion of opportunity limitetions (POL-xh) was measured by

. responses to~the following two statements. ol o L -
' (1) In these days it 1s hard for a young man like me -to get ahead S
fast unless<he is from a~financ1e11y well—off family. . . SN

+(2) 1t seems to he true thaf when a man is born, the opportunity R :
for success ¥s already ;n'the cards, and so 1 oftgn feel that L. L
s = A might be deprived ofeﬁhidopportunity. '
NP ogo- ¢ . : ° .
The response alternatives of ' agree and "disagree wére.aSSigned'the A

N ."}'.;"'“

weights of 2 and 1, respcctively Scores couldgrange irom a minimum of

1 toa ma:imnm of 4 'wifh-htgher~scores indiceting the adplescents'

¢

-greater porception cf cpnortunity limitetiona«
4

f
- .
> 5

One iten was used to measure the percevtion of ability limitetiqns

(PAL-XS). with the subjects civing responses of "agree" and "disagree
: ’ b3
‘ . '(weighted 2 end 1, respectively) to theastatement that "Even though 8

o

people encourege ne to became successful in the'future, I often feel “that ’

\:\ L

I am nOt able and smart enough fo becone so «» Thus, higher scores indi~-

-

" cate greater pexception of ebility.limit@tions.

B Peer-group ties‘(PI~X6),nas'aéseesed'with the following five items:

. . N » ’ ) . ’ . ! o ":,._
. . ' - (1) If a friend of yours was in some kind of jtrouble and the police ’
b .o asked you about htn. would .you tell them what you know?'

a1
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+

(2) If a frieud of ydprs was;Du sone kind of trouble and his
. parents asked you about him, would you tell them what you
. . know?. : ‘ . . s
~ ' . o
- (3) 1f a friend of yours was in. some kind of trouble and .
teachers gsked you about him,> would you tell them what
you know? - _ : . . .
" (4) If a friend of yours was in some kind of trouble with the
law, would you hide him?,

e
.

, , . (5) If a friend of yours has TUun away from home, would you hide
. . him? . ' ‘

‘.<§i(¥he alternative responses provided were(;¥ve§;time;“’"most of thebtime,",
; "about half the tiﬁe:"‘”some of the time,"‘ahd "never"; the respective

responses for the‘first-three>itemsAQere weighted 1; 2, 3, &, and 5, with

- . B s

the weighting being reperseo for the last téo*items}\d e., l“for’"never,"-
2 for- "some of the time,' and so on.: Summated scores could thus range

) from 1 to 25 with higher scores signifying greater degreLs of peer—group

[

ties.

«‘.‘

1**

' rL {f;~3; Parental education (PE—X7) and father's occupation (Fo-f/y are con-

sidered to be indicative,pf the youths socioeconomic status. The respond—

.

ent's parents education levels were coded from 1l to 5, as follows' 1 for

"neither parent graduated from high school," 2 for "onlty ome graduated
1 ‘,éﬁ, /
from highasqpool," 3 for "neither parent went to college," 4 for ' 'only one

‘parent went to college," and 5 for "both~parents went to college".

e FoIiowing an earlier work geported by MOokherjee (1971),. the occupational
. 4

level attained by the youth's father is diviged into the three categories

of "professional ?hd busxness,f "white collar jobs, " and "blue _collar job:

b

~and aervice works, \ with the respective categories being weighted

and lo ‘ :ywj B v ) . R S '; ]

1




. R | © .- " ~Results o ¢

« . T { N
_ For male and female samples, ero-order Pearsonian correlutions,

means, and standard deviations for..the study 8 eight variables are pre- " _‘/ e
% sented in Table 1. The intercorrelations show the relationships among * - e
) ]
38 N ) ’ :

" the variables and‘provide one basis for evaluating the: causal paths in

the proposed model. ~It will be noted that the coefficients for sonme

s
"»—l

pairs of variables differ scmewhat for males. and females, which suggests
. the possibility that the independent variables' effects on youthful vi-
S ance may differ by subjects' sex. . ,. . L
For the preaent data, a complete path‘diagram uould involvé so many
- lines that its intelligibility_would be greatly 1imited, given'thatvpath 3
=coefficientsvwerebcalcoqlo\tec.l for Q11'23‘poé%ib1e lines implied bg the . .
causal model. Host of the peth'coefficients for hypothesized‘causal lines
ere larger than thoge not hypothesized. Both sets of staniardized bete‘
(or path) coefficients for the variables causally antecedent to deviance-
proneness for males, females.”and the total sample are given in Table 2. ) Kr E
Table 2 suggests thnt the reasoning presented earlier, offering a :
social psychological explanation for/deviance—proneness, cannot be too far - %
off the mark. Ve had hypothesized that perception of,0pportunity limita-
tions (POL) and perception of ability limitations (PgL} vare, witn peer-
i g;oup ties (PT), of central importance in expleining tne adolescents"
. | feélings of anonia and powerlecsness In tutn;‘eacﬁ of thése variables o \
are empirically found to have the predicted effects on deviance-proneness. ,;>

: Looking at the antecedent variables of perception of achievement limitations 3

(POL and PAL), we note that theory and data again agree that perception of %
. e

opportunity limitations (POL)'and perception of abiiity limitations (PAL) are

°




.‘affecged directly by parental educstion.(PE)'snd father's octupationf(FO),‘

- SIS - ot af -
' with father's o¢cupatioﬂ having a lesser influence on perception‘of ‘achieve-

J——

. - A i . -
. o © . .

"ment! limitations than parental education. Parental education may bé crucial‘

because it provides youth with the oppottunities for understanding institu~

tional expectati&ns ang for making use of the societal means provided for ,
Y f
:their attainment. Overall, however, the socioecononic status of the youtbs

"parents chounted. in the-presenf_studygéfor less,than 4%.°f the vsriance _ L

in percepdion'of opportunity 1imitations'and about 2% of the variance in - /
o

percepeion of abtlity: limitations.- S /
y
!

‘.

The importance gf perception of achievement limitations, especially:
of perce%tion of opportunity limitations (POL), in predicting anomia (A)f
and powerlessness (P) §s hmnediately apparest. As shown in Taﬁle 3 POL

has ‘a direct effect of .40 on anomia~and of .27 on powerlessness. The :

[
.

‘unique effects of POL on anomis and’ powerlessness explain 12 6% and 7. SZ
!

%}'.

T P TN

'of the respective ‘variances. Tbe importance of peer-grouiﬁ ies (PT) in
explain;ng anonia and powerlessneSS'is not negligible. Peer—group ties
- o,

explains 2. 2% of the variance is ancamia for the total sample, skightly

more than 3% of the variance for tﬂe males, and less than 1% -for the 1 )

o0 T o

females. Correspondingly, ‘peer-group ties explains less than 2% of- the
I Ny

-variance in powerlessness for the total sample, while accounting for
approximatelyf47 of the variance in powerlessness for the females but "A

‘ only one—half of 17 for the males. In other words, peer-group ties alone

were found to explain little of the variance in poverlessness. While

, . taken together, the perception of‘achievement limitations (?OL and PAL)

] . . . ‘.
and peer-group ties account for about 17% of variance in anomia for all

“*» . -

samples, but_slightly less than 10% of variance in powerlessness for the

I

males end total sample, and about 13% for the females. .

- - { _ : K _ ‘ ‘a

1T
|
-i.

l
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Taken*separatsly, perception of opportunityalimitations‘(PéL),T

perception of ability limitationsi(PALj, anouia (A),.and powerlessness

®, explained very little of the variationﬂin{debiance-proneness (DP)

ﬂ‘ .
jh.'fot“present subjectsb- Of these bur’ variables, only perception of

1 o

Opportunity ltmitations explained less than 32 and 2% of the variance in &

deviance—proneness for tho.male”and ombined samples, respectively. On
the other hand, peer-group ties (PT) 'alone explained 172 of th@ variance

i 0 ’
in.deviance-proneneSs,@or the total ample, lSZ for the males, and- 23%\

for the female squects. As hypothe ized, adding the effects of all fqur

of’the above vatiables to\bther resulted in about 202 of the total variance

in deviance—proneness being explaine .for both the male and total samples
YT oa
and slightly more than 26% being explained #or the females.
. 0 3

Most ‘of the non—predicted paths are vefy weak with the exoeptiop of

- p—

"a few, such as the direct path from parental education to anomia.(pzzv ng)

for fema1§ . This finding migh& imply the ‘existence of a mediatlng factor, '

o

such as one's self—conception of parental educatien as an added prgssute,

-tﬁ,t .

rd
which could 1ndirect1y 1nf1uence the subject 8 feeling of anomfaﬁv It

should be noted that the paths with coefficients below lOO have been

%

, remove from the equations, with the exception of some variables which

o have been retaired in all equations because of their methodological and
*d T

Pl

theoretical importance. - ﬂ B . ./

Path coeffigients for each sex category and for the‘total sample are

R

presented in Table 3 fcr the, proposed model. With a‘few-exceptibns,
Yo /e

coefficients for both sexes are very similar ‘to those for the total sample.

Only one path coefficient for the males and two paﬁh coefficients for the .

females differ more than .05 from those of the total sample, and only one

of theseacoefficients differs more than .10. If compa:isons are made

. ¢ . -
. . . - ~
. .
v . )
Coe . o . . .

R e
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/. - . Y , . o
- between the sex categortles, path. coefficienth for'the males differ from

¥

. . those of females at least in _eight of fourteen instances. In six of these ('
B K /
3 .

‘casas the coeffictents dtffer more than tOS while in two cases they diﬁfer
by more than .10r These differences are primArIly noted among the path

coefficients leading to deviance—pgbneness (i e.. p12 p13. pl&' p16)' with
the values of tﬁese four causal paths being larger for males than females."

N Anotﬁer important item ot tnterest is the ‘determination of how well

AN A A

the total ret of £naependcnt variaﬁles account for- variances in‘pnomia,
. powerlessneps. and deviance—proneoess. For the total sample, the variables

'account £or 212 of the varfance in deviance—proneness, 17% of the variance -

ey

jin anomia, and 10% of the varlance in’powerlessness.‘ Similarly for the
{

male ani%tgmale sampleLfﬂwifh two exceptions. the independent variables

. L account for 27z of the vartsnce In/ﬂeviancenproneness and 132 of the a
' b

variance in poweflessness for tbe fcmaleam Horeover. the proposed model

y—;/ v

accounts for 20% of the vartance in dcvianceopronenees. 18% of the Nariance'

u

in anomia* and 112 of the vatiance in powerlessness for the total samrle.

While the model corresponaingly expla % for the male data 20% of the ,
& ’ < v
) rvariance in devianceeproneness, le 1 anomia, and 9% in powerlessness,

»,for females-it explatns 262 of the variancc in deviance—proneness, 15% in

anomia, and 1az in powerlessneas. Thus, the-model 15 obviously an effective

<

system for explaining variations In anomia, powerlessness, and deviance— !

-proneness: Among the 1ndependent variabies. peer—group ties, perception 2

-

o opportunity ltnttations and perception of ability limitations are found

to be the key“bariables. ‘In fact,. peerhgroup ties alone account for 172
of the variance in’ devtancefpronenese for the total sample. Othnr variables
in the causal ‘"stem.contribute only relatively small additional amounts to

the explanation of devtance-proneness.

-
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a;' . 5 . o ' ’ ' \
. = In brief we have found empirical support for our original hypothesis

P ey

that adolescents who perceive that the structural £na personal means for

. . ° - \\ '}_ .
//*’f’f“v/’ » their achievements are 1imiced tend to experience greater senses of anomie

_ and powerlessness and. consequently become more deviance—prone. The effect v

\ o 2 .
Qé*° of the peer—group ties toward deviance-proneness is foudd to be higbly
B significant, especially -for’ the males (p16= 5/Z), a relationship quite

vf 'lk‘ ainilar to that perception of opportunity limitations and anomia and power—

o
Py

lesaness (for the total sample, pZA' 401, p34 .270) ° The influence of
Lo e
‘f" parental education on anomia and powerlessness is also Poteworthy, though

-

1

e ' father's occupation was not found to be a,powerful predictor of either
. :}‘ A ) . . . . . N N P . .
| ‘ anomia, powerlessness, or deviance-proneness’. ' T

*

| u Discussion and' Contlusions |' £
( - ¢ : R . ‘ H / ) . _- . ! 8 '(*: ' '/, !

o

. . The above findings indicate several important implications regarding :
x “Q“‘ A ;

the confirmation, modification, or rejection of existing theories and

-

empirical generalizations concerning ‘anomia, powerlessness and deviance- o o
' i

‘a4

proneness. ame of the implications will be elaborated 15 the following
g . , [ ‘
discussion. ' 7

\\' « . The p&rception of opportunity limitations and the perception of ability/

J//limitations are treated here as symbolic.variables and are assessed for ) A

.their influence on anomia and powerlessness. and- consequently on deviance-

. pr:iZREss, Socioeconomic status variables ‘are considered as antecedent ’
background variables.? It has been noted earlier that, in the case of the
present data, Eﬁk ”symbolic“ variables-are’ powerful predictorsmof adoles-
cents' anomia and powerlessness. Ferception of opportunity 17mitations
&(POL), particularly, is found to be an "interpretative—intervening ﬂ

variable for aunomia and powerlessness, a finding in lipe with previous

4

a

£ 0019,



”, situation, andfthat if he perceives that achievement.opportunities are’

BN

o

studies (Ean, 1971- Ransford 1968) supportive of the traditional ayubolic

<
. it

interactionist perspecttve. ‘This view suggests that thewgdo escent'

feeling of anomia is definitionally formed by his interpretation of thq

closed to ﬁim,'he is likely to :nper{ence a relatively high degree of " - ,}ﬁigf

v ";' ’

anomia, regardless of the supporttve potential of such structural variablesf;? .

/as "high" fanily status, ‘or socioeconomic background Our findings have{ o
thus ,not only confirmed the conclusions reached by Ban,(197l) and Ransfond
(1968), but have added anﬂtﬁer aspect*to it. Similar to Rhodes (1964) and .
Han's (1971)3 findings, ve have noted that while father's occupation is a N
veak predictor gf anomie, parental educatjon 1s significantly correlated i; ' ;»w.'f

with anomia and for Iemales, a causal path from parental education to e

- anomia is probable for consideration. we mey therefore conclude that -

N parental educatiorn directly Influences the adolescent s assessment of

differential distribution of opportunity and his ability. On the other

y

* hand, the weak prediétive capacity of parental socioeconamic status in '
explaining.alienation can perhaps be accounteu for with the\argument that

'S ) v . . . . 4 . -
the adolescent's anticipated future status rachqg\than his family's status

-might more strongly affect his attitudes;(cf. Han, 1967; Turner, 1964).
This status of destination, for an adolescent, 1e a realistic anticipationf
toward his future position, which would determine his social: placement and

self-conception as far -as ‘his behavior is concerned as a p‘bparation for

¢

\ his future career, and. as such it is the most salient focus of concern’ and_ .
1 .

the influence of this status will ‘be even greater than his status origin.

_ 3gan used Turner’s (1964) classification of occupations ag a measure
of socioeconomic status of origin (SESO) 1n his study. -

o

E T 9
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w

the attltudes ‘and behavior of the ptesent adolescenta. Itris presently S %7 ‘
proposed, then, that adolnscents who perceive both internal and external : i
’ achievemcnt limitations are\most likely to. eypertence feelings. of power—

i lessness end consequently to be more deviancevprone. Among others,-
X nsE . - ik ! A e

“,  Kornhauser (1961), Nibset ass, séiznick (1960), and Neal and Seeman

Two9
0

g -T' . the robability of deviant behavior 4 However, the causal Pa hs from POL to

N

the perception o xability,ltmitations (PAL) ~In addition, the existence of

O

lishes the causal linka e between these two variables. Hence, this result

is 1nterpretahle in terms of. external-internal attribution of frustration.

3

In our vieg, then, if the adolescent blames society rather than himself

" o for his achievement limitations, he is more prone. to deviance thIOugh action'

taken against the 5ystem‘rather than himself. This znterpretation is in

o acdbrd vith the traditional position of anomie theory elaborated on by
Merton (1938), Parsons(1951),<ench10ward ‘and Ohlin (1960)
In conclusion, perhaps the most 1mportant single finding of the preaent ‘

study is the influence of peey—group ties on the variableq of anomie, power-

lessness and deviance—proneness.' The existence of highly significapt causel’

R

this interpretation. (for detailed discussion, see Ha !
1956; Strodtbeck, .1958) . - . o




paths from

B .
! 4

peer~group ties to anomie (p26 .167), poverlessness (p36 .170),

*
and deviance-ptoqeness (P16 .514) confitm our, initial hypothesés and offer

empirical confirmation fonfboth the anomia theory of deviance and the '

theory of differential association. Summarized, the reasonin% is that

<

,strain develops with malintregration of cultural goals and the society 5 .

f—- ‘ . v H

‘ ;institutionalized nesns of achievement. To resolve this’ problem the edoles—

p.

cents attempt to, restore eqﬁilibrium to their relstionships through such

,'modea of adaptation as a shift in reference identifications to groups A

LI

_offering the greater possibility of status attainment *and a more positive

identity.-

& S

This strain coupled with the availability within the opportunity k

structure f T non-conforming behavior reinforces deviance—proneness for the

’adolescent.

.w"-,

The present tesearch findings thus suggest that the adolescent s

’x.potentially deviant behavfor stems from his perception of achievement limi—

tations, as mediated by his feelings of anomia and powerleesness, but'needs

&

strong peer-group support to be realized. : » R \‘ /.;’ . -

The linear modelﬁtested with the present data thus appears useful in

"illustrating the mediating £unction of intervening variables relative to :

. e

:athe influence of selected socialnstructural and ‘psychological vatiables on

the propensity for deviant-behavior. By assuming linear relations among

the variables and applying causal pathvanalySis, we have, within this

- theoretical framework,'been ahlé to explain a considerable_portionjof

Y

deviance-pronéness among sdolescents. 'It'remains for further research to ad

determine whether alternstiye models might bettet account for our present

‘findings.

It should be remembered that although the results,reported in this -

‘paper indicate that the proposed mbdel has considerahle promise.for.

V explaining

4

adolescents' feelings of anomia, powetlessness, and deviance~
1022
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cent.s (male .and temale) liv:.ng in a predominantly Tural area 1n t:he gSout.h.k.ff £ d
1n ‘addition, since this st.udy 18 concemed with attitudmal propensity for = ,_
deviance and not with concrete behavioral deviation, generalizatflons
regatding adolescents' act.ual involvemgnt. in deviance must remai.n ptoﬁlem—f
atic until empirically resolved. / o
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. Table 1:

Zero-Order Cortelations, Means, and Standard Deviat1onsao '

T

1025

Variables for Male, [Female and the Total Sample." . ;

— : S

Variables " ‘variables e
Lo X X2 X3 X4, X5 X X3 . Xg

bp “A.. P . POL ~  PAL -PT PE - /FO Mean s.D.
i Male (N=605) | £ &

X1-DP  1.000 = .104>  .004 - .166C. -.096%: 031 -.041 5.648 3.008

Xo-A 1.000  .367°  .342% -.150% -.1022  .004 ~3.212 1.205 -

X3~P ©1.000 - .267° -.092% -..074 -,0847 .070 -12.392 2.207 -

- X4~POL 1.000 -.102° .057 -:140° -.023. 3.050 0,733
X5-PAL - . 1.000 <-.075 -.069 -.068 1.577- 0.494

Xg-PT , ¥ 1.000  -.002 - -.077  15.494 5.162
X7-PE | . 1.000 :208° 2.522 1.425
Xg~FO S n L ,1 000  1.638 0.805 -
s ) . - 'y —— ) o

: Eemale (N=469) . L .

' X;-DP 1.000 .028  .096%  .028 /034 4795 -.006 .04k " b. 318 1.777 ,
Xp-A 1.000  .330°  .365° .106: .089é -,203° .110° 3.109 1.276 °
X3-P -~ 1.000 .283° ©.128° ~ .199° -.124" ,026  12.627 .2.139
X,~POL - 1,000 1072 .04 -.150F ~-.020  2.979 0.739
Xg-PAL Y 1.000 | .062 -.134° -.0Z4 . 1.424- 0.495
Xg-PT 1.000 -.011 - .007 14.258 5.345

- X-PE ' 1.000 .3549 2.365 '1.336 -
Total Sample (N=1074), | - . -
X,;-DP  1.000 .085°  .016 ~ :126¢  .070% .412¢  .034  =.039  5.065 2.626
Xo-A 1.000 .348 .355¢ .126° - .148° -.141% -.052  3.169 1.238
X3-P 1.000.  .274°  .106° .124% -.104% .032 12.502 2.182
X4~POL 1.000 -.087° .058 -.142° -,028 3,021 0.737
Xg5-PAL 1.000  .064% -.103¢ -.048  1.423 0.494
Xg-PT = . o 1.000 . .002. ~-.051 . 14.967 '5.288
X~PE , . 1.000 - .266° . 2.452 '1.387.
Xg-FO E : ' 1.000 1,714 0.820
aSignificant at .05 level of probability.

‘2b81gn1f1cant at .01 level of probability.

- °Sign1ficant at .001 level of probability.-,




Table 2: Standardized Beta Coefficients and Coefficients of Determination -

. lor Hypethesized and anhygpthesiz d Causal Paths for Male, Femalee‘
s andf;he Total Sample.* - o R

1

B T - Coefffctent - \_
, Independent Variables ‘ of °
Xy X3 X4 X5 . "Xg < Xy - .. Xg Determ nation
~Asy P POL  PAL- P  PE . F0 R ,
K : ! ) e ’ s . K ) ‘

’ . [

a , S ' « '

- - B .
. oo .

=1l .128° 0100 | ~.006  .521  -.082 .19 .2i0

2337 --126 139 057 - -.041 172 o
. 2249 =065 060 - .051  -.088 .088 .
: I oL L1420 -.065 . .023

- o - =,078°  ~.031 . .007. . . |
- < S r -01& . 052 .003 5 |
=020  .062 010 -.007 .37 -.013 -.028 . ..266 > |
T l336 =071 070 - 1138 .039 169 :
' &59 - -4.089 182 - .067 , .015 = .129 ;
. X : ., s202  '-.018 ' - .039 |
. ' - -.162. 031 /,025 :
013 . -.01Z. . ..000 |
N o ; ,

~.062 081 1,060  -.003 =456 ~,063 .056 = ,209

Xo-A T 2338 5 -,097 113 088 002  .167 . .

X3-P N : 251§ ~-.073 .107  .067 _ -.048 .098 P -

" Xg=POL . , ! 164 -.042 022 3
Xs-PAL . . T L - —115 <011 . .013 ‘
Xg~PT: R S ' - -.0I3 . 7034 .001

R,f *Underlined_eoeffiéiente are for hypothesize@ paths. o P e |

vE
: ’

Lo auee o
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T@B@e 3: Path Coefficients and Coefficients of Determination with the

\ Proposed Model for Male, Female and the Total Sample.
: s : . , ) : : ' Coefficient
Depen2ent IR ' Indecpendent Variables - ' o - af
. Variables X2 - X3 X4 X - Xg X7 ‘Xg Determigation
: A P _POL- PAL - PT PE - FO R
! \
_Wyale
© xy=DP  -.113 .125 . .086 ‘ 516 . F - .195
X3P .257 - -.096 ..170 o L0983
“ ~ X4~POL | | 142 =065 .023
Female . o
X;-DP -.021*  .058  -.0l1% 348 264
K3-P - .297 =147  .180 . 142
XA"POL . ¢ ) ) ' R 0202 "'.018* 0Q39
- X5=PAL : : . " -,162  .031*  ,025
Total ’
, AR
Xp=DP ~ -.070 .080  .O5L 456 2 | .202
XA - N 1)) | -.094 124 o 179
" X3P ‘ 270 -.119  .164 . 168
‘X5-PAL - o © . s1150 01 013
. : ~ — — — - - -
° - sCoefficients are less than twice their standard errors. | h e
.* . - ‘: * . . .
“~ . L. 'Q
- \ ’ N
K
. {(I{ )2’7 .
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