RS f N . .

. v CE | .
"l’ . " NationalLibrary * ° ° Bibliothéque nationale '. A ol
of Canada . du Canada : ;
_Canadian Theses Service  Service des théses canadien{nes
Ottawa, Canada . .~ .
KIAON4 _ . J
- R
\\ L4
4 .
~ ' ' )
NOTICE '

The quality of this microform is heavily dependent upon the
quality of. the original thesis submitted for microfilming.
Every effort has been made to ensure the highest quality of
reproduction possible. N

‘If pages are missing, coniact the unive}sity which granted
the egree.

Some- ages may have indistinct print especially if the

-original pages were typed with a poor typewriter ribbon or -

if. the university sent us an inferior photocopy.

~

Previously copyrighted materials (journal articles, pub-
lished tests, etc.) are not filmed.

.

Reproduction in full or in part of this microform is governed
by the Canadian Copyright-Act, R.S.C. 1970, ¢. C-30

)

NL-339 (r. 88/04)

AVIS

La qualité de cette microforme dépend grandemegt de la
qualité de la thése soumise au microfilmage. Nous avons
tout fait pour assurer une qualité supérieure de reproduc-
tion.,

S'il_manque des pages, veuillez communiquer avec
l'universite qui a conféré le grade.

La qualité dimpression de certaines pages peut laisser &

‘désirer, surtout si les pages originales ont été dactylogra-

phiées a I'aide d'un ruban usé ou si I'université nous a fait
parvenir une photocopie de qualité inférieure.

Les documents qui font déja I'objet d'un droit d'auteur
(articles de revue, tests publiés, etc). ne sont pas
microfilmés.

La reproduction, méme partielle, de cette microtorme est
soumise a la Loi canadiennessur le droit d'auteur, SRC
1970, c. C-30.



i

' -

- THE UNIVERSITY OF ALBERTA

THF OUT-OF-SCHOOL EXPERIENCES OF DROPOUTS: LABOUR MARKET SUCCESS
| | AND CRIMINAL BEHAVIOR
by

LESLIE SAMUELSON

- A THESIS
SUBMITTED TO THE FACULTY OF GRADUATE STUDIES AND RESEARCH
IN PARTIAL FULFILMENT OF TH}-Z REQUIREMENTS FOR THE DEGREE

OF ’DOCTOR OF PHILOSOPHY

SOCIOLOGY

EDMONTON, ALBERTA

FALL 1988



Permission has been granted

to the National Library of

Canada to microfilm this
thesis and to lend or sell
copies of the film.

14

The author (copyright owner)
has reserved other
publication rights, and
neither the thesis nor
extensive extracts from it
may be printed or otherwise
reproduced without his/her
written permission.

L'autorisation a &té accordée
4 1la Biblioth&que nationale
du Canada de microfilmer
cette thése et de préter ou
de vendre des exemplaires du
film. ‘B ,

L'auteur (titulaire du droit
d'auteur) se réserve les
autres droits de publication;
ni la thése ni de 1longs
extraits de celle-ci ne
doivent @&tre imprimés ou
autrement reproduits sans son
autorisation écrite.

N

f“ir

ISBN 0!;15-45715—5 0



(

THE UNIVERSITY OF ALBERTA
RELEASE FORM

NAME OF AUTHOR  LESLIE SAMUELSON

TITLE OF THESIS THE OUT-OF-SCHOOL EXPERIENCES OF DROPOUTS:
LABOUR MARKET SUCCEéS AND CRI'MINAL BEHAVIOR

DEGREE FOR WHICH THESIS WAS PRESENTED DOCTOR OF PHILOSOPHY

YEAR THIS DEGREE GRANTED FALL 1988
Permission is hereby granted to THE UNIVERSITY OF ALBERTA LIBRARY
to reproduce single copies of thxs thesis and to lend or sell such copies for private,
scholarly or scientific research purposes only.
The author reserves other publication rights, and neither the thesis nor extensive
extracts from it may be prin}ed or otherwise reproduced without the author’s written

permission.

DATED /



THE UNIVERSITY OF ALBERTA

FACULTY OF GRADUATE STUDIES AND RESEARCH

The u;ldersigned certify that they’ have read, and recommend to the Faculty of
- Graduate Studies and Research, for acceptlance, a thesis entitled THE QOUT-OF-SCHOOL
-EXPERIENCES OF DROPOUTS: LABOUR MARKET“ SUCCESS AND CRIMINAL
BEHAVIOR submitted by LESLIE SAMUELSON in partial fulfilment of the requirements

for the degree of DOCTOR OF PHILOSOPHY.

External Examiner



I Abstract

One of the few well founded propositions in criminology is that individuals who fail
‘

at school are most likely to engage in delinquent bchavior*hﬁe in school. However, what is
not cleaf scither theoretically or empirically is the effect that dropping out of school has on
subsequent criminal behavior. In this thesis we argue that if we are to resolve this controversy
over the criminal involvement of dropouts we must examine the out-of -school experjences of
dropouts. The major empirical issue that we focus upon is the relationship between the
oui-of:school labour market in‘lcgralion,of dropouts and their involvement in crime, as well
as with drugs and alcohol. On the theoretical side, we extend social control theory by
developing oulv-of-school mcasures of social controls, both labour market-based and other.

There w&rc three specific researgh questions. One, to what extent were labour
ﬁérkg£~bmd s"(;cial controls related to out-of -school deviance? Variation in the above
relationship fory different measures of crime, alcohol and drug use, as well as labour market
integration, Was also a concern. Two. to what extent were there notable differences in the
labour-market and crime relationship for (i) older versus vounger and (ii) male versus female
dropouts? Finally, to what extend were certain non-labour market s ci.al oor;trols in the lives
of dropouts related, cither b\ therfxselves or in conjunction wjyrTabour market integration, to
involvement in crime? ~

Cross-sectional quantitative and qualitative data on the out-of -school experiences of
dropouts'in Edmonton, Alberta were gathered as part of a larger Youth Employment and
Unemployment Study in 1984-85. We found in certain instances that labour market - based
social controls were related (o involvement in crime, and with drug and aicohol use. We also
concluded, as we had exp;ec[ed, that, while they were important, labour market - based social
controls were not the only major social controls in the lives of dropouts. In addition, the
r:lationship between labour market success and deviance certainly did vary depending on the

wrasure of labour market success and deviant behavior utilized. Sex and age were found to

have very little influence on the basic labour market -deviance relau’dnship. On the other hand,
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there were importam interaction effects between labour market and non-ldbour market social
controls on crime and illegal drtjg usc. In gencral crime and illegal drug use were hngést when
dropouts wererlow on both sets of social controls, as social contro! theory would predict.

We thus concluded that crime control pplicie's must move away from the current
conservalive push towards formal deterrance (i.e. increased incarceration). Instead,; we must
consider short and long-term policies designed to increase the more informal social controls .\."‘,

provided by relatively successful integration into socially meaninglul and economically

rewarding forms of employment.
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1. Introduction
According to West (1984) and Braithwaite (1979:75), onc of the few well-founded

propositions in criminology is that "those who fail at school are most likely to engage in

"'delinquem'behavior." Thornberry et al. (1985:3) also note the general agreement that those

who fail at school tend to be involved in delinquency while in school. They f urther state that,
"what is not clear either theoretically or empiriéally is the effect that dropping out of school
has on subsequent criminal behavior."

The theoretical controversy over the out-of -school criminal involvement of dropouts
stems from the fact that two ﬁlajor theories of criminogenesis. strain and social control, have
offered rather divergent predictions. Strain theorists, sucﬁ as Cohen (1955) and Clo;vard and
Ohlin (1960), see the middle class environment of Lhe;school as a major source of frustration
and a"enalion for lower class youth. In order to alleviaie this frustration thcsé youth reject
middle class norms and‘ turn to delinquency as an alternative source of success, status and
approval. Strain theory thus sees the school as a major causc of criminal activity. Hirschi
(1969), in his formulatiog of social control theory, posits that delinquency arises when the
person’s bond to conventional society is weak or broken. Individuals who are attached to
conventional 6lhers, such as teachers, and are committed to conventional institutions such as
schools, are strongly bonded to society and are thus seen as unlikely to engage in crime.
Thornberry et al. (1985) note that:

Based on these divergent viewpoints, strain and control theory present
contradictory predictions concerning the effect of dropping out of high
school on subsequent criminal involvement. According 1o strain theory,
because dropping out eliminates the source of frustration brought about by
failure in the school, criminal conduct should decline sharply following
dropout. According to control theory, however, because dropping out
reduces institutional control, criminal behavior should increase.

This theoretical controversy femains because the limited empirical research on the
out-of -school crimifial involvement of dropouts has produced contradictory findings.
Essentially there are three somewhat different pictures of the out-of -school criminal

[
involvement of dropouts. The central concern in these divergent studies is whether dropouts

show a potable immediate decrease, a slow decrease or an immediate increase in criminal
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involvement once they leavé school. Let us elaborate on the research which largely produced
this controversy. ~

First, the most influential view is almost certainly that of Flliot (1966) and Elliot a;id
Voss (1974). To quote Elliot and Voss (1974:117). "The out-of -school [police contact] rates
for dropouts indicate a dramatic reversal of ‘thc in-school trend” (cf. also Mukherjee, 1971:
and Le Blanc et al., 1979). They report that official police contact rates decline to virtually
zero within one to four vears after dropping out. Seif -report measures of delinquency
involvement, while showing a general post-dropout decline, do not. however. show such a
rapid decline.

" On the other hand, empirical data from the Institute for Social Rescarch (1.S.R.)
Youth in Transition Project (1971_, 1978) found no dramatic immediate post dropout decrease
in delinquency. Self -report delinquency/crime rates subsequent to dropping out declined only
gradually, with dropouts converging with, yet not equalling, graduates by their early twenties.
Finally, in opposition to these two previous studies, Thornberr_y ct al's. (1985:17) research
indicates that delinquency rates increased in the year following Qropouﬁ In addition, they
report, as do Polk et al. {1981), that throughout their e:;rl)‘ twentics dropoults have
consistently higher rates of arrest than do graduates, and it is not until the mid -Jwenli;zs that
the rates for the two groups begin to converge.

Thornberry et al. (1985) present this increase in delinquency after dropout as the
major finding of their study, and interpret it as supporting control iheory. However, it is
important to note that Thornberry et al. (1985) found an inc;rcasc in delinquency in the vear
following dropout for onlv blue collar ! and minority group subjects. The same increase was —
not found for white collar dropouts. Thornberry et al. (1985) do ﬁol discuss this difference.
In particular, they do not consider how variation in labour market success by social status
might explain why white collar dropouts crime rates converge very quickly with those of
graduates, ".e. by age nineteen. Yet research spows that minorities and blue collar iddividuals

are much more affected, negatively, by structural constraints in the labour market (cf.

' Fathers' occupation while the respondent was in high school was employed here.



Krahn, Lowe and Tanner, 1985 for Canadian statistics).

The existence of different maturation-out-of -crime curves for minority/blue collar
and white collar dropouts indicates that social control theory's predictions about
out-of -school criminal involvement onlw applies under ccriain condiiions. A central factor
detcrnﬁnihg the validity 64f the previous assertion may be the degree of out-of-school labour
market success achieved by the dropout. * However, Thornberry et al. (1985), like many other
rescarchers in this area, pay very little attention to the out-of -school experiences of dropouts,
iﬁc]uding their ability to achicve relatively successful labour market integration.

In this thesis the focu§ will not be upon cvaluatirg strain versus control theory .
‘lnstcad. it shall be argued thai if the conflicting evidence aver the out-of -school criminal
involvemg:m of dropouzwﬁe reduced, the ability cf dropouts to achieve relatively
successful labour market integration must be examined. Thus, rather than testing two
competing theories of criminogenesis, the major empirical issie needing attention is the
relatianship between pc;or labour market integration and involvement in crime. Having said
this, let us consider the empirical and theoretical basis for this omission in past research on

dropouts and crime.
A. Dropouts, Labour Market Failure and Crime: Empirical Research

The Centrality of Labour Market Integration

Why might labour market integration affect dropouts’ maturation out of crime, and
why has previous research nonetheless paid little attention to this relationship? There is
considerable evidence that individuals mature out of crime as they move into their 20's a.
early 30's (cf. Greenberg, 1979). Virtually all researchers in this area, from diverse theoretical

perspectives, have suggested that successful integration into the conventional adult world of

Social control theory here appears to be making the same empirical prediction
about dropouts’ out-of-school involvement in crime, or lack thereof, as the strain
based theory of Elliot and Voss (1974). Elliot and Voss (1974:124) predict that
dropping out of school should be associated with lower delinquency rates only if the
dropout "makes a satisfactory adjustment in the adult working community."

|



work and marriage is the key 1o this maturation process (cf. Hirschi, 1969:77, Greenberg,
1979: 607 and West, 1980:317; Siegel and Senna, 1981; for an opposing view see Hirschi and
Gottf&:dson 1983:580) . While perhaps disagreeing over the immediacy of the decrease in

delinquency/crime, most researchers agree with Elliot and Voss (1974) who state that:

..[D]ropouts’ decreasing involvement in dclmqucncx would depend upon
¥ scveral contingencies in their out-of -school experiences, particularly
mployment and marriage. Dropout should reduce the motivation for
clinquency 1o the extent that the dropout makes a satisfactory adjustment
the adult working communjty. Should h¢ encounter difficulty-in obtaining
)pb establishing new fricngships, and making the transition into an adult

¢ has simply tradedohc type of failure for another, and we would not

ate any dramatic decrease in his m@tivation for delinquent behavior.

(Elliot and Voss, 1974:124)
Thus, successful labour market integration has been recognized 1o be a, if not the,
major factor in dropout's maturatior out of crime. But perhaps it was not a primary concern
in previous studies because vouth labour market prospects, including those of dropouts. were
likely relatively good. The criminogenic impawf relatively unsuccessful labour market
un S
integration was thus not a critical issue when thesc studies were completed. Even Thornberny
et al. (1985) use data from the 1945 Philadelphia birth cohort study and thus examine the
experiences of dropouts in the late 1960's, a time when youth unemplovment was not a
serious social problem. Urban unemplovment rates in the period in which the Elliot and Voss
(1974). .S.R. (1971, 1978) and Thornberry et al. (1985) data werc gathererd were in the 6%
range (cf. Current Population Reports, 1975). Moreover, in the period 1966 to 1970 the U.S.
youth unemployment rate was in the order of 7-15% (cf. Table 36. Current Population
Reports, 1978). The vouth unemployment rate in the mid 1970's was approximately 139 (cf .
Table 38, Current Population Reports. 1978). —
Data from the I1.S.R. (1978) research indicate that on onlv onc dimension of

successful labour market integration were dropouts disadvantaged relative to graduates after
leaving school. To quote the I.S.R. (1978:232) research: *
Five years after graduation, those who cndcd their eduction with a high
school diploma did not have noticeably better jobs than dropouts in terms of

situs, pay and job satisfaction. They did have better chances of avoiding
ur.employment.
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" While high’he rate for graduates, the unemployment rate for dropouts — at

15.4% — was not appredably higher than tife general youth unemployment rate in the period

under consideration.

Changing Empirical Realities

‘Support f(;r the thesis that the out-of -school labour marke: experiences of vouth have
drastically changed in the last decade, especially for dropouts, is readily available. Rising
vouth unemplovment rates have been particularly well documented. ~ Watson (1983:2) notes
" "unemployment has tripled in the industrial world in less than a decade and 1s likely to get
worse. " Research conducted in a Canadian uil)"b_\’ Krahn, LLowe and Tanner (1985:1) recently
concluded that "Unemployment has reached crisis proportions in Canada” (¢f. also Tavlor,
1984) . ¢

Watson (1983), and Atkinson and Reos (1982) noic that in all Western nations
unemployment is disproporlionétcly experienced by young people. Youth unemplovment is
particularly serious problem in Canada (cf. Tanner et.al., 1985). In 1982 Canada ranked fifth
among eleven OECD nations with the vouth share of total unemployment reaching 42 .6% in
Canada. Youth also constituted 32.4% of the long term (12 months or more) unemploved in
1982. Canada here ranked second behind only the Netherlands. Converting these percentages
into absolute numbers and using a conservative definition of unemployment, a Canadian
Ministry for Youth (1984) publication stated that in an average week in 1953 some 579,000
youths aged 15-24 were without work .

While vouth have been shown to be particularly vulnerable to unemplovment,

dropouts are most acutely affected by the current economic tecession (Watson, 1983: IS.R.,

* Unemployment is one major index of poor labour market integration; being
underemployed and frequently changing low status jobs are others (cf. Witte 1979).
Hills and Reubens (1984:310) note that the ratio of youth to adult wages, has
deteriorated significantly in the past ten vears. In addition, these authors note that
research has found “consistent patterns of assignment and retention in ythe "bad”
jobs through much of the youths working life." b
‘Unemployment rates have declined somewhat since these studies were published.
However, in the province and city where the data for this thesis were obtained this
decrease has not been overly substantial.



1978). A recent Canadian Ministry for Youth publication (1984:17) stated that
unemployment rates are inversely linked to age and educational attainment. Among

out-of -school youth, the rate for those aged 15 and 16 was 40.5% while for thosc aged 20-24
it was 19.9%. The rate for those with at least some post secondary education was i5.3%
compared to 23.9% for those with no post-secondary cducation. While not specifically
referning to dropouts, the above studies do indicate an inverse relationship between
educavional attainment and unemployment .

Further evidence on the relationship between educational attainment and labour
market success c:)mc\ from American rescarch by Hills and Reubens (1984:282) and a 1953
Fdmonton Public Schools Board study of dropouts. These studies noted that in the U,
generally and in Fdmonton, specifically . dropouts were facig unemplovment rates in the fif iy
pereent range.  As Wost (1954:169) has suggested: -

Elliot and Voss (1966, 1974) point out that working class dropouts are
markedly less delinquent after leaving school. [t must be admitted that
contemporary economics seem unable to absorb such an influx into the
alrcady overcrowded labour market. ...

Thesc previous statistics indicate that the structural reahities of the current »conom
and labour market are such that dropouts arc currenth cxﬁcricncing severe labour market
integration problems. As Kraus (1979:21) states, "The world's ccononue situation of recent
vears has made it increasingly difficul® for voung people to sccure a job essential to their
gaining the social foothold for adulthood.” However, as shall be seen 1n the following section.

custing empincal research on dropouts really has not addressed the relationship between

iabour market success, or tach thereof . and delinguency /crime.

* An Ecmonton Public Schools Board (1983) study provides some cvidence, albeit
limited, that the educational system is progressively being abandoned by many
vouths. This study, of two Edmonton high schools, found that the dropout rate
increased from 1.9% 0 12.9% and from 9.7% to 32.8% respectively, in the period
from 1970-7' to 1982-83. Recent research in Ontario also found a 33% high school
dropout rate (cf. Tanner and Krahn, 1988, on the Radwanski Report).



Empirical Research on Out-Of-School Drepouts

Existing research is limited with regards to the out -of -school experience of dropouts.
It is. moreover, particularly limited in the area of the relationship between unsuccessful labour
market integration, which is usually indexed by unemployment, and criminal involvemen: .
Recent research on the dropout and delinquency/crime issuc is essentially concerned with
establishing whether delinquency causes school failure or vice versa (PRillips and Kelly . 1979):
whether there are class differences in school leaving and/or the actiology of delinguenc
(Krohn and Masscy, 19%0; Hartnagel and Tanner. 1982). or whether schools, because of the
naturc of their programs, produce delinquent vouths (West, 19843

The only major pubhshed sociological studies of the out-of -school evperiences of
dropouts are those previoushy noted: Fliot and \ 0ss (1974}, the 1.S.R. Youth in Transition »
Project (1971, 1978) and. to a lesser extent., Thornberry et al. (1985). But these studies said
little about what happens when dropouts leave school and do not achieve relatively succcssf}ul
emplovment {cf. carlier fescarch by Jeffrey and Jeffrev, 1970).

Elliot and Voss (1974:111) build upon earlicr empirical rescarch by Elhot (1966)
which indicated that male dropouts had higher official police referral rates while in school
than after dropout. Consistent with this earlier rescarch, they combine the strain theory views
of Cloward and Ohlin (1960) with those of Cohen (1955), and state that. in opposition to
Hirschi (1969), "delinquency and dropout are alternative responses 1o the experience of
failure and frustration generated primarily in the context of the school”™ (Elliot and Voss.
1974:109). Consistent with this in-school focus Flliot and Voss. while emploving a
longitudinal design, concentrate on the delinquency of dropouts ar * graduates from the minth
gradce to just prior to graduation from twelfth grade. This means that information was only
gained for youths from 14 to 18 vears of age. Moreover, the highest proportion (260 of 475)
of dropouts left between the latter half of the cleventh and near the end df grade twelve. A
high proportion of dropouts in this study were thus only "at risk" for out-of -school

delinquent/criminal involvement for a very short period of time.

N



While providing valuable insights into the relationship between dropping out of school
and delinquency, this study really can not speak to the concern with the impact of
out-of -school failure in the labour market on the criminal behavior of dropouts. Not only did
the study restrict ity coverage Lo youths from age 14 1o 18, but 1L.also reported on delinguent
bchavior, as measured by selfl report data, for only nincteen uncmploved dropouts. * .
Furthermore. of the 109 dropouts who were speaifically targeted as the sub-sample or whom
the impact of unemployment was 1o b essessed, a full fif vy pereent never completed the fing!
mierview and were thus excluded  Atrimon rates such as this canntroduce severe bias in thy
results . protests of the researchers notwthstanding. With o [y pereent attnhion rate it s
guestionable whether the fina! sub - sample was representative of the onmal sample as well s
the general population of dropouts. Probleme of small sample size o most categories of
analysis thus plague both the offical police contact and self report delinquency data bor
example, Elliot and Voss (1974 120), while tryving 1o unravel the contnibution that
employment and marnage makce 1o out -of -school dehinguency . state of the official pohice
contact data that:

The rate for unemploved dropouts 1 ... greater than for emploved dropouts,

but the difference is imited. A expected, males who were unmarnied and

unemployed had the highest rate of police contacts. whereas marned and

unemployed males had the lowest rate. The finding must be viewed with

caution, because there were very few cases of this tvpe — most of the

married male dropouts were also emploved ... In general the same

conclusions apply to female dropouts, but the hmited number of pohce

contacts thev experienced forces us 1o view these findings as highh

tentative. -

Elliot and Voss (1974:126) have similar problems with self -report data on
delinquency . In Table 5-9, which presents their self -report data relaung emplovment and
delinquency, only part-time emploved versus unemploved data are presented. Full-ume
cmpioyment and/or variation in emplovment over the three-vear period covered by the
self -report delinquency measure are not reported. Filiot and Voss (1974:126) attribute this

limitation to the low number of cases involved. Elliot and Voss (1974:127) here offer what 1s

at best only a tentative conclusion: . -

‘The number of unemployed dropouts on whom official data were gathered, Table
5-8, is not reported by Elliot and Voss, 1974.



...it appears that unemployment is associated with higher levels of

self -reported delinquency for married and unmarried males, as.well as for
unmarried females.... The number of cases is small, but the relationships are
similar whether self report or_police contact data are employed, and this
lends credence to the general finding.

. The I.S.R. Youth in Transition' project research (1971:10) was primarily concerned
with evaluating "what characterist. of schools are associated with high dropout rates," as
well as diétinguishing "betweeﬁ dropping out as a symptom of prior difficulties and dropping
out as a problem in its own right, leading to new or increased difficulties.” While more
concerned with evaluating the appropriateness of a national ami-dropout campaign, given this
in-school and before/after dropout orientation, the data from this project essentially follow
the general in-school as a cause/cure of delinquency;ﬁaradigm diséussed previously, and'
suffer many of the same limftations. 4,4.

In terms of the present concern with the oul-of -school labour market-delinquency
relationship f | dropouts, the I.S.R. (1971) study is of quite limited utility. Much like the
vElliot and Voss (1974) study, data were gathercd on youths from approximately 14-18 years
of age. Moreover, in addition to focusing upon male subjécls, this study only followed youths
from the time they em;:_red grade ten in 1966 to 1970, which is one year after most
respondents graduated ,h or would have had they not dropped out. Out-of-school processes
thus receive much less analysis than in-school.

In pz'irticular,lof}‘éhlusi)afev that complete data from the fifsl toN'inal collegtion |
period (I-IV) were gathered for less than half of those who dropped out-of -school. Dropouts
on whom complete data were gathered represem.ed only approximately seven percent — or 157
..subjects from 2213 boys — of the ofiginal sample. The problem of few respondents is )
especially acute when the I.S.R. (1971:132) study attempts to deal with the issue of dropouts,
unemployment, and delinquency. Given the limitations of the data, the I.S.R. (1971:131-2)
study states that it really can not speak to this issue, apart from concluding that differences

between employed and unemployed dropout's delinquent activity generally existed well before

dropout.
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Let us now cpn%ider the more recent I.S.R. (1978) research. This study was not

specifically concerned with dropouts per se. However, it did attempt to correct some of the
limitations in the 1971 research by gathering additienal data on dropouts, as ;:ompared to high
school graduates with no college and those with some college, four years after the point of
graduation. The study was more concerned in many respects with documenting change and
stability in the relationship between earlier factors, such as education, ability and family
background, and later behaviors/affective states, such as occupational attainment,
self -esteem, as well as criminal behavior and drug use, for each of these three groups.
» A central consequence of this focus was that the data on poor labour market .
infegration, as indexed by unemployment, and delinquency/crime for dropouis, while
~suggestive, are very limited and the results explicitly stated 10 be quite tentative. A central
rec o +9y his is again the small sample size for unemploved dropouts. The I.S.R. (197%:108)
Sid ¥ aded up with 1§ unemployed dropouts ir a total sample of 1,628 youths.
{orcuv:r. the study used a simple dichotomous (yes-no) measure of current unemployment.
Subsequent researchers such as Hackim (1982:‘440) declare that, in and of itself, this measure
' may, be virtually useless when stu?ying the impact of unemploymf:m on youth as youth have
been shown to swilch in and out ;)f jobs quite frequently. Thus, the designation employed or
unemployed may be of limited utility (cf. Witte, 1979). A better measure of the impact of
unemployment is obtained by gathering data on the total duration of all unempjoyment spells
in the preceedihg two Or three vears (cf. Hackim, 1982:440).

While limited, the I.S.R. study did provide some suggestive findings. As in 1971, it
was generally concluded that while delinquency diff‘;rences were Jargely a function of long . —"——
standing patterns of behavior, often extending back to junior high, the immediate labour
market experience of dropouts was nevertheless important. To quote the 1.S.R. (1978:216)
study:

U..employment was one aspect of environment or experience which appeared
to nave some direct impact on our measure of interpersonal aggression. The
effe 't showed up most clearly for the dropouts who were unemployed — a

finding which matches the relatively low self -esteem scores we observed for
this group.
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Similar effects were not observed for theft, vandalism. and a composite sen’ousneﬁs of
delinquency measure of criminal activity. On the other hand the I.S.R. (1978:217-8) study
" stated of drug use that: . |

... employment (versus unemployment) showed rather little relationship

with alcohol and cigarette use. But the data indicated that failure to find a

job may contribute to illegal drug use.... Our f indings in this area are
suggestive, but not definitive. In each case an aliernative path of causation g
'is possible. But the fact that we are dealing with different patterns of

change in behaviors, rather than stable differences in behaviors, leads us to
favour an exp!anal}ion in terms of environmental/experiential impact.

Based upon the previous review of the I.S.R. (1978) research, one can but agree when
the study states that, as over 90% of the sample were employed, "it cannot explain the
unemplovment dimension of labour market experience” (1978:73, emphasis added, cf. also
Kohen, 1973). >

Thornberry et al. (1985) attempted to avoid some of u\e me\thodological problems in
previous research on dropouts in order to p{ovide a more definitive answer to the strain
versus control theory controversy over whether in-school processes cause/cure delinquency.
Given this objective, they analyze the in-school and out-of-school criminat involvement of
dropouts from age 16410 25,

In terms of the present concern with the relationship between poor labour market
integration and involvement in criminal activity, the Thornberry et al. (1985) research, like
that previously reviewed, is only suggestive. In Addition to gathering data on males only, the
study attempted to evaluate "... whether dropping out of high school alters (i.e. whether it
iﬁcreases or decreases) the general downward trend in criminal involvement, "™ which occurs
largely after age sixteen (1985:6). Consistent with this specific objective Thornberry et al.
(1985) simply control for the two major out-of -school anti-criminogenic experiences noted by
Elliot and Voss (1974), namely suctzcssful labour market iniegration, as indexed by
employment, and marriage. They do not, however, consider the role that changing labour

market realities for dropouts over time ma);‘? in why this main maturation out-of -crime

with age effect occurs in the first place. Whydo these authors skirt this issue?
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Thornberry et al. (1985) are here following what is almost certainly the minority view
‘in criminology, namely that of Hirschi and Gottf re&son (1983). These latter authors deny the
critique levelled against control theory (cf. Siegel and Senna, 1981) that it does not adequately
explain maturation out-of -crime with age, by denying the criminological relevance of the
variables thought by many to be critical in such maturation. It is essential to note that one
variable which is prematurely dismissed from any maturali:)nal and/or causal analysis is
successful labour market integration. These limitations are conceivably all the more
problematic in that Thornberry €t al. (19§5) find (hat unemployment, but not marriage, is
positively associated with crimina‘ behavior. However, this finding is also limitgfl since they
only analyze the impact of thes¢ two potentially major out-of -school criminogenic experiences
for males from 21-24 years of age with the rationale that prior 1o age twenty-one the number
. of married subjects was oo small {r unalysgis.

Finally, while avoiding @ simphstic currently employed/unemployed analysis by
gathering data on the unemployMent history of dropouts from high school to time of final
interview, their measure of labour marke: gyccess is still fairly crude. As Witte (1979) notes.
the variable of labour market suCcess has many more dimensions than simply being employved.
such as intrinsic rewards, job st@tus and remuneration etc. In addition to this, Grainger
(1981) has stated, afier a compTehensive review of the empirical data on the unemplovment
causes crime thesis, that unemplOyment per se mav be important, but that any evaluation of

its criminogenic impact must alsO take into accouny a reasonably broad range of other factors

.

-
in the lives of individuals.

B. Dropouts, Labour Market Failure and Crime: Theory

The concern so far has been 10 establish that there has been little research on a
potentially significant out-of -schog] anti-criminogenic process in the lives of dropouts,
namcly relatively successful labour r;]arkCl integration. This Iacls of knowledge is, in large

part, the result of the dominatioOn of research on dropouts and delinquency by static in-school

based theories of criminogenesis. as well as the Specific labour market reality in the 1960-70's
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period.

Thornberry et al. (1985) correctly stated ‘that most empirical research on dropouts —
in or out of school — including'their own, has been concerned. with e\;aluating in-school based
theories of criminogenesis. ‘Sp.ecif ically, such studies have attempted to ascertain whether
dropping out of school (a) reduces in-school generated strain and thus delinquency, as
predicted by Cohen (1955) and Cloward and Ohlin (1960); or (b) causes delinquenc_\"due to
the reduction of in-school based controls, as predicted by Hirschi (1969).
Dropout-delinquency research has thus formulated ar{d maintained a very limited static
theoretiéal model of the causes of delinquency/crime, with in-school processes being the
dominating concern.

In this section the focus shall be on how this overriding concern with in-school causes
of delinquency has restricted the advancement and adequacy of criminological theorv. We will
+ argue that the analysis of out-of -school criminogenic factors’. particularly labour market
success/failure, is necessary in order to produce an empirically more adequate and
generalizeable social control theory of the causes of delinquency and adult crime. Within this
general e+ -gion of social control theory, three sub-dimensions shall be specified as needing
particula. ...cntion, namely (i) variation in the salience and nature of social controls over
time, (ii) male-female differences in the out-of -school social control process, and (iii)

variation in the social control of criminal behavior by type of offence.

Theories of Criminogenesis: The Centrality of Control T heory

Box (1981:121) is not alone when he notes that traditional criminological theory is in
the "doldrums,” given the limited ability of existing theory to explain the causes of crime
and/or provide solutions to such. In his words: "it would appear that the attempts of some
sociologists 1o locate that Holy Grail of criminology’'— a special motivational account of
delinqueney — have not been entirely successful.” (1981:121).

Box (1981), Hagan (1977, 1985) as well as Vold and Bernard (1986) nonetheless,

concur with Krohn nd Massey (1980:529) when they state that social control theory does
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*” have greater potential for explaining ‘ime.

One of the more significant theoretical contributions in the study of crime
and delinguency in the recent paW has been the development of social
control theory by Travis Hirschi (1969). A major advantage of Hirschi's
theory is that there is a strong link between the theoretical propositions and
supportive research (Hindelang, 1973). The support provided by such
research led Gibbons (1979:121) 1o conclude that "there are several signs
that suggest that Hirschi's theory is to be one of the more enduring
contributions to criminology . Krohn and Massey (1980:529)

Krohn and Massey (19’8/01529) note, however, that the strength of sodalg\mrol
- theory is not necessarily its’ present ability to explain and predict crime (cf. Tho\@) and
Hyman, 1978; Johnson, 1979; and‘Hagan, Simpson and Gillis, 1979). Instead. it is the
potential for modification and extension of social control theory which are most appecaling.
Krohn and Massey (1980:529) conciude: :
Whether or not Gibbons' conclusion is prophetic largely depends on the

results from research which extend and refine the basic propositions of the
theory.

Extending Control Theory: Empirical/Theoretical Evaluations
Vold and Bernard (1986), but particularly Krohn and Massey (1980) and Box (1981)
agree with West (1984:97-8) when he states that "success in explaining delinquent behavior
does not mean that control theory is without criticism or problems, " for "it too is incomplete
theoreticallv and empirically.” West (1984:98) here elaborates further:
... empirically, there are questions about the adequacy of control theory as a
general theory of delinquency. Almost all the data supporting it are from
self -report studies of typical adolescents. few of whom are officially in
trouble ... these surveys suffer from their own methodological problems.
and serious delinquency, either violent or costlv, tends to be buried.
{emphasis added) >
This criticism by West (1984) should not be overly surprising, for while ostensibly a
general theory of the causes of delinquency, the focus Hirschi's (1969) research. and thus in

large part his theory, is on the causation of relatively trivial in-school adolescent delinquency

(cf. Box, 1981:153; and Agnew, 1985:58). * Recent empirical evaluations of social control

" Box (}981) and Hagan (1985) both consider the issue as to whether social control
theory is inherently unable to explain more serious crime, particularly economically
and socially costly 'crimes of the powerful.' The best estimate is that social control
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theory have also concluded that Hirschi's (1969) school, family and future aspirational-based
formulation of control theory is too limited to provide a general theory of delinquency, let
alone of adult crime. Here one may quote Vold and Bernard (1986:248):

... control theories are generally supported by one type of data —

self -report surveys — and they provide a good explanation of one type of _

crime, the less serious forms of juvenile delinquency. However, they are not

as yet supported by studies that focus directly on more serious delinquency

or on adult criminality.

By way of summarizing this general critique of control theory, we may note that
Hagan (1985) credits Wiatrowski et al. (1981) with conducting one of the most extensive tests
of social control theory to date. Hagan (1985) is, moreover, in close accord with Wiatrowski
et al. (1981:526) when these latter authors state that "The modest predictive power of
Hirschi's constructs suggests that additional elements of the bond should be considered. "

Obviously, one major area needing attention in an extended social control theory is variation

in the social control process as adolescents grow into adulthood.

Variation in Social Controls Over Time
Recent research supports the critique of social control theory levelled by Vold and
Bernard (1986). Based upon his research Agnew (1985:59) reported that:

Overall the data suggest that the explanatory power of Hirschi's social
control theory has been exaggerated. First, the explanatory power of the
theory diminishes as we focus on more serious forms of delinquency.
[Second] The data in this study indicate that social control theory is
unimportant in predicting delinquency among middle to older adolescents.

-

L4

“(cont’d) theory does have considerable potential for explaining relatively serious
street-crime among adolescents and young adults. Howevkr~ with concepts such as
atlachment, commitment and involvement it is, in and of itself, much less able to
be expanded to explain serious white-collar crime. Most research has focused upon
in-school youth and utilized a composite delinquency scale. While focussing upon
some relatively serious criminal acts (i.e. assault with a weapon, theft over 50
dollars etc.) these scales nonetheless still contain many relatively trivial
delinquency/crime measures (i.e. status offences, theft under 5 dollars etc.). As
Krohn and Massey (1980:529) note, one major problem here is that most research
only reports the relationship between social control measures and the global
delinquency/crime scale. It is thus difficult to tell how well social control theory is
able to predict offences of varying seriousness and type (cf. Johnson, 1979: for one
study which does deal with specific types of offences).



Agnew (1985) notes that recent research by LaGrange and White (1983) found that
the importance of parental attachment and school commitment peaked in mid-adolescence and
declined rapidly thereafter. Agnew (1985 :58) here states that as "adolescents become more
autonomous and their futures become more certain, variations in family and school life may
become less important to them.” Recent résearch on social control theory by LaGrange and
White (1985:19) similarly concluded that:’

The findings indicate that the processes related to delinquency change
considerably as vouths age throughrgdolesccnce

Indeed Johnson (1979:141), in a major test of social control theory, reported lh'al as
early as 15-16 vears of age in his sample that, "these voung people's situational decisions to
abide by or break the law are almost unaffected by the nature of their ties with their
parents.” ’

The previous research indicates that social control thcorlv is, in certain crucial respects,
empirically inadequate. Specifically, it is apparcntly unable to explain the causes of serious
delinquency and crime among older adolescents and young adults. This research also suggests
that the salient social control processes in the lives of vouths change over time, with
parent/school and aspiration-based controls likely losing salience as vouths age.

The most significant limitation of control theory, in this author’s view, is in its failure
to analyze what progre;sively becomes, as youths grow into adulthood, the major
out-of -school social control process in the lives of individuals, namely the degree of labour

. . P
market integration. This we shall demonstrate in the subsequent review of (i) Thotefberry and

Christenson's (19&4) « atement on how labour market integration. particularly unemployment,

delcrmines social b " f+) Hirschi's (1969) explicit statement cn the centrality of -
labour market integr ‘ial control of delinquency/crime.

There is a |- -block in the way of such an extension of social control
theory. Social contre “ '-lrencrally not explored the issue of changes in the salience

and natyre of varying‘ the social bond over time. One reason perhaps is that
Hirschi'(1969:235), but especially Hirschi and Gottfredson (1983), explicitly argue that social

control theory need not take account of age, or maturational reform in explaining the causes
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of crime. A primary basis for this argument, according to Hirschi and Gottfredson
(1983:554), is that the age distribution of crime is basically constant across social and
economic condi}ions. They also state that the "identification of the causes of crime at any age
may suffice to identify them at other ages as well" (for a rejoinder to Hirschi and
Gottfredson, 1983, see Greenberg, 1985).

Research by Hagan (1986) indicates that Hirschi (1969) and Hirschi and Gottfredson
(1983) are not correct about the constancy of maturation out of crime across social and
economic conditions. * Moreover, as Johnson (1979) noted in his major attempt 1o extend
social control theory :

It is assumed a priori that similar causal processes operate in generating

delinquent behavior from very early adolescence (age eleven or twelve) until )

the youth forms other bonds or attachments not included in the model (such

as higher education, full-time employment, marriage). But, of course, the

question of extendability of results along the age continuum is an issu¢ for
empirical rescarch.

e
Based upon the previous discussion, it would appear that an attempt 1o extend social
control theory, via an analysis of out-of -school labour market-based social controls, is
necessary\This refined question is — to what degree does attachn%ent, particularly parental
auachmemi give way to and/or combine with labour market integration-based social controls
on delinquency/crime as youths mature? As shall be seen in the subsequent dis.cussion of

Thornberry and Christenson (1984) and Hirschi (1969), it is the elements of commitment and

»

' In terms of the present concern witlkBow structural realities of the labour market
may affect out-of-schoo! social bonding, it is essential to state that research by
Hagan (1986) and Thornberry et al. (1985) does indicate that Hirschi and
Gottfredson are incorrect under certain social-structural conditions. Hagan (1986)
found different maturation out-of-crime curves for Native versus non-Native women.
Hagan (1986:201) notes the view expressed by Hirschi and Gottfredson (1983) but
states, “"We think this exception to the invariance Hirschi and Gotifredson cite
derives in large part from the dramatic structural differences in life experiences

The argument is easily made that this [natives] is one of the most severely .
disadvantaged groups in Canadian society.” As noted previously, Thornberry et al:’
(1985:17) find different out-of-schoo! maturation curves for minority/blue collar
versus white collar dropouts. Research shows that minorities and blue collar
individuals are much more affected than white collar individuals by structural
constrictions in the labour market (cf. Krahn, Lowe and Tanner, 1985 for Canadian
statistics). Both of these studies indicate that social control theory may have to
incorporate some emphasis upon structural strain towards crime (cf. also Kornhauser,
1978). -
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involvement which are apparently most directly affected by labour market integration.

The above refinement in the basic research question — does labour market integration
function as a social control on delinquency/cfime — is necessary in order to produce an
empirically and theoretically more adequate social 'comrol theory. A further review of the
literature on social control thec;r,\', however, reveals that two other major refinements are also
necessary .

To date we have been using generic terms like "drokpouls " and "delinquency/cerime” in
our discussion. Yet as Krohn and Massev (1980) and Gomme. (1986) note,’ two major arcas
needing further examination and refinement in a social control analysis are malé~female

differences in the social control process and. variation in the social control-crime relationship

across various sub-categorics of criminal offences.

Malc-Female Variation in Social Controls

Box (1983:178) reviews the empirical research utilizing social control theory to evplore
the issue of male versus female involvement in criminal behavior (¢f . Hagan, Simpson and
Gillis, 1979; Johnson, 1979; Shover et al., 1979; Smith, 1979; Krohn and Massey, 1980). He
then concludes that "all report results in broad agrecment with control theory's major lines of
argument, and show that the social location of females tvpically contains more of thosc

.
factors which act as constraints on delinquent bchavio‘r."

Social control theory can in large part explain the lower involvement of females in:
crime. Yet both Gomme (1986) and Krohn and Masseyv €1980) argue that this limited success
should not obscure some major problems of anaiysis. Gommg (1986:180) noted that there are

//\'
very few comprehensive analyses of the causal structures precipitating male and female
involvement in delinquent behavior (yet, cf. Smith, 1979). In what limited rescarch exists,
some studies indicate the existence of distinct differences in causality, while others find that
those differences that do exist are minimal. Hagan, Simpson, and Gillis (1979), for example,

| 4
note the tendency for the nature of social control mechanisms to differ markedly for males

and femaies and suggest that these differences influence the opportunity for male and female

involvement in delinquency. Alternatively, Johnson (1979) and Segrave and Hastad (1981)
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maintain that causal differences are slight while D.A. Smith (1979) argues that there
differences at all.

The results obtained by Krohn and Massey (1980) and particularly Gom (1986)
further substantiate the need to consider male-female differences in the social ntrol pro€ess.
Gomme (1986:188) states that results of the regression analysis suggest that the causa
structures of deviance for males and females differ from one another. However, whereas
Krohn and Massey report a greater portion lof' variance in female dclinguency to be explained
by social control variables, Gomme (1986) reports the opposite. Krohn and Massey
(1980:542) also find commitment to be more important than attachment in explaining female
delinguency. * However, as Gomme (1986 1856) notes, commitment factors, such as school
Wnancc. have generally been seen as more important for the social vontrol of male

/delinqucnc_\ .

Variation in the Social Control Process by Type of Offence
Gomme (1986) concurs with Kkrohn and Massey (1980:532) when they state that: "It

Is 100 early to accept Smith's (1979) conclusion that the processes by which males and
females come to commit devian{ﬁhavior are similar.” Gomme (1956) notes, however. that

* when one also considers the’ issue of varving sub-categories of criminavl acts, the problem’is
compounded. According'lo Gomme (1986:180). very few assessments of the consistency of
etiological processes for males and females among subsets of delinquent behaviors have bc.cn
forthcoming to date (Hindelang et al., 1981). Not only arc there questions regarding the
extent and nature of causal differences between male and female delinquent behaviors but
thefe are also uncertainties with respect to whether causal inputs vary for each sex by type of )
misconduct. Earlier rescarch by Krohn and Massey (1980:529) supports Gomme (1986).
Krohn and Massey (1980:532) echo the carlier views of Johnson (1979:133) when they state

that, the data fail to justify any conclusions about special m,?am’sms in the causation of

different types of juvenile crime. Krohn and Massey (1981) add that they are not trving to

* Krohn and Massey (1980:533) are here employing a measure of commitment which
is somewhat broader than Hirschi (1969).
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downplay the finding of slight differences. They conclude rather that these slight differences
surely are leads for much needed exploration into the possibility of distinct antecedents for
distinct kinds of delinquent acts.

The previous research by Gomme (198¢) and Krohn and Massey (1980) was primarily
concerned with the criminal involvement of vouth. However, Horwitz (19%4) in a recent
state-of -the-art review of the research evidence linking economic factors and social
pathology, such as crime, has stated that the problem of refining one's analvsis to mclude
various sub-sets of crime 16 & general concern in criminological rescarch. Referring primariiy
1o aggregate data-bascd rescarch and considering the variabie of unemployment, Horwit
(1984:103) states that some researchers have found an association between uncmplovment
rates and some types of cifme but not others (¢f. Henleyv and McPheters, 1974; Danviger,
1976; Brenner. 1976; Humphries and Wallace, 1980 and DeFronzo, 1983). Horwits
(1984:103) notes that there 1s little consistency . however, as to the t}"pcs\o‘f crime associated
with unemplovment, except that higher burglary rates are likely {o follow n%lcvalcd rates of
unemployment (cf. Appendix Il for an analvsis of the problems with aggdrcgalc data based
tests of the labour market success-crime relationship).

We have outlined the general controversy over differences in the social control process
by gender and sub-categories of offence. L.et us now turn to the relevance of these concerns
for a labour market integration-focused extension of social control theory. Virtually all of the
control theory research has studied in-school adolescent delinquency/crime (¢f . Hagan, i
Simpson and Gillis, 1979; Johnson, 1979; Krohn and Massey. 1980; Gomme. 19%6). It is in
this context that LaGrange and White (19%5) and Vold and Bernard (1986) have concluded _a .
that social control theory is most solidly supported by empirical rescarch generally. But gender
and type of offence, are also relevant variables for an out-of -school analysis.

As Box (1983:180) notes, females have traditionally placed less emphasis on their
occupat'onal success than males. Furthermore, when females do display deviant behavior they

are less liely than men to 'engage in street-crime and more likely to engage in retreatist

behavior such as drug/alcohol abuse, which may or may not be criminal. Including gender and



sub-type of offence (including drug/alcohol abuse) in the present analysis of labour

market - based social controls on criminal behaviors is 4hus particularly important,

Evaluating Out-Of-School Criminogenesis

The definition and measurement of labour market and non-labour market factors
which should be included in the analysis need to be defined. Let us deal first with the issue of
labour market tntegration.

In the present rescarch the emphasis has been upon evplicating how ‘labour market
integration’, not simply unemplovment. mayv be related to dehnguency/crime. One major
cniticism of previous studies on dropouts (cf. Elliot and Voss. 1974; Thornberry et al.. 19%5:
and 1o a lesser extent, I.S.R., 197!, 1978), and the vet to be presented social control
statements on the labour market-crime relationship (cf. Thornberry and Christenson, 1984:
Hirschi, 1969) 1s that they generally have, either explicithy or implicitly. simplisticallv
conceptualized the labour market factor as "being unemploved, ves-no”. Witte (1979).
Grainger (1981), and Hackim (1982) each review a wide range of literature largely employing
this dichotomized variable and state that it has been singularly unsuccessful at teasing out the
contribution that success-failure in the labour market makes 1o involvement in crime.

Witte (1979) gives an extensive review of the literature on the labour market
performance of parolees (cf. Hardin, 1975; Witte, 1976; Feverherm, 1976; and Waller. 1974),
and interventionist programs based on the assumption that improved economic viability will
lower criminal activity (cf. Rossi, Berk and Lenihan, 1980; and Mavnard, 1979). Echoing

-carlier empirical research on vouths by Erickson (1975), Witte (1979:30) states: "As a whole
these results seem to indicate that it is not so ml’JCh individual unemployment per se which
causes crime, but rather the failure to find relatively high wage satisfying employment.”

Hackim (1982:440), moreover, notes that many young people switch in and out of
generally low paying jobs>quite frequently. The designation empjayed/unemployed at any one-
point in time may thus almost be a matter of chance. She also notes that the impact of

unemployment (i.e. here onn social controls) may vary with the frequency and duration of
2 A ]
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unemployment. Hackim (1982:440) statés that individuals with repeated spells of skort-term
unemployment may not expefy¢nce the same shock at job loss as those with no previous
unemployment experience. However, Hackim (1952:440) notes that thev might be parucularly
hard-hit, in that the total unemplovment experience would have cumulative effects on their
financial and social circumstances. and indeed even their emplovability .

Hackim (1982) states, as does a mapor 1984 Canadian Ministry for Youth puhhc’um)n.
that when studving the potenual impact of employment on dehinguency “crime. the best
approach would be to analv ‘¢ the ca¥lv work history of voutns Here one would keep track of
the total duration of unemployment. as well as the pattern of labour market activity (1.¢
emploved full/part-time etc.).

Grainger (1981) broadens the range of concerns that one must attend 1o 1in order 10
fully evaluate the employment-crnime relanonship. Based upon his evaluation of the empinical
rescarch on this topic, Grainger (1981:36) states that an indwiduat s

é,mploymem status is onlv one of scveral possible contributing factors to
criminal bepavior. It is clear that the appropriate model to use in
understanding criminality is a multi-variate systems modcl. where organized
complexity is the norm. Unemplovment per se may be a significant variable
within such a svstem but it is only one of many factors. N
This summary quote fro,fn Grainger (1981) is important. Dorn and South (1983). Clarke and
Clissold (1982) and Greenberg (1979) note the impact of unemplovment, and we would add
poor labour market integration, ma» be conditioned by several essentially non-individual
labour market factors. r_

Ciarke and Chssold (1982:887) state 1n a recent studs on the correlates of adaptation :

10 unemplovment: J
A —

—

It is suggested that the variables underlving adapraties inchdde the social

support system in which the person is embedded, including the support he

perceives as coming from peers, family and community, and his past

experience of success and failure, mainly at school.

In terms of the actual results of this study, Clarke and Clissold (1982:81) report that:
"Social support emerged as the most powerful single predictor of adaptation” (cf. also related

research by Gore, 1978). Clarke and Clissold (1982) emphasize social-moral support.
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Greenberg (1979), in his neo-Marxist extension of social control theory,"gowever,
emphasizes the importance of economic support from parents and the ahjlgy of youth to

maintain peer-group consumptive relations as also conditioning the labour matket integration

_— delin_quency/cri}nc relationship. ¥

West (1984:216) similarly notes the importance of familial economic SUpports as
m‘ediating the labour market integration-crime relationship. However, whereas Greenberg
(1979) focused upon u&employmem, West (1984) expands the issue by arguing that even i
~when many vouths dc; get jobs they are still disadvantaged in that their rate of pay is usuaily _
quite low. West (1984:216) then emphasizes the role of the family for poorly employed
vouths, as he states "they consequently must rely to an unusual extent on alternative sources
of income, for example, parents o theft."

Thus, this research emphasizes the importance of including a wide range of measures
of labour market success and social/economic supports in any analysis of youth's involvement
in crime. This may-be particularly important when considering the out-of -schoo! criminal
invo]vemc;n of dropouts. Dropouts (see footnote 12) are no longer part of the reguiar school
system and are guite disadvantaged by current structural constrictions in the labour market.
Therefore, peer group‘interéction, especially keeping up with the 'young Jones', and familial
relations may be central f actors conditioning the labour markel-crimé relationship for
dropouts. In summation, it is imperativé to include (a) complex measures of the labour
market success of the individual, and (b) the interaction of the individual wi\th. and supports
provided/withheld by family, peers, friends, and so on, in any attempt 10 ascertain the
criminogenic impact of poor labour market integration for dropouts.

-

" In the now generally unfashionable orthodox Marxian, theory of historical -
materialism, crime is held to ultimately wither away under Communism. Little effort
has therefole been spent by Marmxist writers to explain the genesis of crime at the
individual level (cf. Radzinowicz, 1968:18, on orthodox Marxist views of crime). -
With the emergence of neo-Marxian based writings by Greenberg (1977), Colvin and
Pauly (19843, Clarke (1985), and West (1984), this aversion to individual level
analyses of primary deviation is no longer the case.

""" Sec also Hirschi (1969:230) on the need to extend control theory to take account
of peer relations, as well as "what delinquency does for the adolescent.”

*
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Extending Social Control Theory: The Centrality of Labour Market Integration

The f inal ta* in this discussion is to demonstrate that socjal controi theory can quite
logically be expanded to include out-of -school sources of variation in social controls, in
particular, labour markel based variation. Although not the central focus, out-of -school
social control factors are not totally ignored or irrelevant to Hirschi'g (1969) statement on the
causes of delinquency. Let us outline the basis for arguing the importance of labour market
ihtegration to.a social control analysis of the causes of criminal behavior, as well as the
reasons why Hirschi (1969) did not focus upon such as a source of variation in social

controls.

The centrality” of labour market integration for a control analysis of the out-of -school

causes of crime s indicawed by Thornberry and Christenson (1984). These authors are in close

agrecment with mds] other criminological researchers when they state that the hvpothesis that

labour market ihtegration, in this-case unemployment, influences criminal involvement is

i

easily derived from a consideration of the logic of the contro! theory elements of commitment

and involvement. As Thornberry and Christenson (1984:400) note:
Commitment, the "rational component in conformity," reduces ®timinal
involvement by increasing the costs associated with deviance. As individuals
invest lime and energy in conventional activities, criminal behavior is
avoided so as not togjeopardize investments already made. Involvement, Lhe "
behavioral counterpart of commitment, posits that persons "engrossed” in
conventional activity cannot, at the same time, devote considerable effort to
unconventional or deviant behavior. The assumption, widely shared,is that
a person may be simply too busy doing conventional things to find time to
engage in deviant behavior, ﬁce employment is clearly the predominant
form of conventional activif@for atiult males, the hvpothesis that
unemployment should increase criminal behavior it explicitly developed
within a control model.

Labour market integration is, moreover, explicitly stated by Hirschi (1969) 10 be ope™”™
of the most significant factors determining the strcngth of an individual's bond to society. To
Quote Hirschi (1969:188) on the relationship between employment and crime:

In control theories, the end of the trail for delinquency is usually markcd by
& the point at which the person marries or goes to work.

In“eed, Hirschi (1969:188) here even goes so far as to repeat the\ earlier views of

Tunley (1967:258) that:
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... if I were forced 1o select a single approach that struck me in my travels
as coming closer to the whole solution [to the problem of delinquency] than
any other, it could be summed up in the four letter word [work].
In social control theory a primary controlling agent is apparently successful labour
market imegrétion. However, Hirschi (1969) does not proceed to elaborate how variation in

out-of -school labour market success may affect social controls on delinquency/criminal

behavior.

First, as Downes and Rock (1982:189) note, "Much of The Causes of Delinq‘uencv is
taken up with testing a variety of propositions derived from subcultural theory (in both its
'strain' and 'cultural deviance' forms). and finding them wanting." Hirschi's (1969)
theoretical/empirical effort was particularly directed towards providing a better analysis of the
causes of delinquency than the then relatively current in-school based strain theories of
Cloward and Ohlin (1960) arnd Cohen (1955). Concommitant with Lhié focus, not to mention
relatively easy access to subjects, Hirschi (1969) also chose to develop and test his social
control theory on in-school adolescents. One major consequence of this research focus is that
out-of-school causes of delinquency, and indeed adult crime, receive little attention.

Second, Hirschi (1969) had particularly little reason to consider the negative impact
that poor out-of-school labour market integration would have uponyouths' maturation out
of crime. As noted previously, the employment prospects of youths, including the
educationally disadvantaged dropouts, were relatively good in the 1960's to mid 1970's (cf.
Canadian Ministry for Youth, 1984:38: Current Population Reports, 1978; and 1.S.R., 1975,
respectively). There was thus little opportunity to measure labour market success as a central
"variable” in maturation out of criminal invc;lvement.

The concept of commit;nent assumes that the organization of 'society is such
that the interests of most persons would be endangered if they were to
engage in criminal acts. Most people, simply by the process of living in an

. organized society, acquire goods, reputations, prospects that they do not
want to risk losing. These accumulations are society's insurance that they
will abide by the rules ... Most lines of action in a society are of course

conventional. The clearest examples are educational and occupational

careers. (emphasis added)
(Hirschi, 1969:21)
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Given the theoretical/empirical task and labour market reality facing Hirschi (1969),
it 1§ perhaps undersiandable how little, if any, atlempt was made to develop out-of -schoo!
labour market based measures of social controis and/or to relate these measures to
involvement in criminal behavior. However, based upon the previous critique of the'empirical
adequacy of control 1he01:)'. and the discussion of the drastically changing labour market
prospects for vouth, particularly dropouts, it is clear that this ’l&ck of atteation to
out-of -school social! controls must now be rectified. } !

Let us conclude the present discussion of social contro! theory wi{h an important
general comment on the criminological significance of an out-of -school labour market focused
extension of this theory. Social control theory as [ormulated by Hirschi (1969) is basically an
individualistic social-psychological statement of what happens whexan individual's bond to
society is weak or broken. However, Box (1981:150) and West (1984:98) both maintain that
a truly adequate sociological theory of the cause of delinquency/crime should also explain the
external-social Sasis for variation in the strength of social bonds.

) As Krohn and Massey (1980:536) note, Hirschi (1969) was, based upon his results,
forced to recognize the need to complement social bonding theory with variables indicating
deviance producing rhotivalioh. Hirschi. (1969:231) focused specifically upon the need to
extend social control theory 1o take greater account of delinquent companions, as well as what
delinquency does for the adolescent. Downes and Rock (1982:190) note that Box (1981) has
also attempted to increasc social control theory's ability to explain motivation to delinquency
by incorpokting labelling/phenomenological concepts into social control lhéory.

However, Box (1981) also states that one particular issue which social contro! theory
has been criticized for basically avoiding is that of structural sources of variation in social
controls. Box (1981:150) notes:

Control theory has a*tendency to slip into situational subjective explanations
of delinquency and thus allow the adolescent to drift away from his/her
social structural and historical moorings. In that sense, it may be

decontextualizing delinquency so much that it t}ecomes dissociated from its
sociological roots....
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However, citing the existence of the British 'second wave' of youth culture research,

Box (1981:150) also states: o .

This is not to argue that the situational subjective, possibly ethnographic.

view has Lo be dropped, but rather that it has to be supplemented, as it is o

in, say, Corrigan's (1979) or Willis' (1977) attempt to relate the experiences

and behavior of being lower-class in contemporary Britain to a broader

macro-structural gnd historical context.

Two recent major reviews of the adequacy of criminological theory by Greenberg
(1979) and Elliot et al. (1979) have emphasized the need to incorporate/int¢grate structural
elements into control theory. There has, however, been virtually no empirical research on
structural sources of variation in social controls. The extension of social control theory via an
analysis of the relationship between labour market-based measures of social controls and
delinquency/crime, is thud a first, but significant, step towards producing a social control
theory which d(;es explicitly admit and test for structural sources of variation in labour
market success. |

Two final quotes af® appropriate. Hills and Reubens (1984:308) state that the
structure of the labour market is a primary determinant o‘f youth's employment prospects and
future: "Successful young men mdve into stable primary jobs after a lengthy 'moratorium’
period of weak labour market attachment. and they also adopt behavioral patterns that
indicate 'settling down’ ... Overall, their job mobility is heavily influenced by the structure of
labour market opportunity, access to contacts, and chance” (cf. also Osterman, 1980). .
Hirschi (1969:185), on the other hand, states in his concluding comments on commitment to
conventional society that: |

Aspirations and expectations without foundation are probably muc}l like

belief in a life after death. There may be logical or theological links between
.these imagined future states and present behavior, but these links are often

too weak to withstand the demands of everyday life. )

LY

In summary, it is this author's view that there are several substantial sociological and
social benefits to a social control theory which does recognize external-structural, as well as
internal-individual, sources of variation in an individual's bond to conventional society. Not

only is such a theory apparently more accurate empirically and complete theoretically, but it is

also more humanitarian as it avoids the currently very insidious phenomenon of blaming the
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victim of recession-caus_ed labour market restrictions.

To conclude the present discussion, the [ ollowing research is necessgry because of : (i)
the failure of previous empirical research to specify wha\t happens when dropouts do not
achieve relatively successful labour market integration: (ii) the necessity of expanding social
contro! theory generally, but particularly when considering the controversy over dropout’s
criminal activity, to include labour market based variation in social bonding, cspeciallv for the
elements of commitment and involvement; and (iii) the theoretical and social policy
importance of evaluating external-structural sources of variation in an individ’u.an bond to
society.

It is necessary to deveiop out-of -school labour market-based measures of social
controls Which reflect external-structural variation in a vouth's ability to be "committed to”
and "involved in" conventional society; and (b) to then relate these measures of social
bonding/control to dropout's involvement in relatively serious out-of -school criminal
behavior. This empirical evaluation of the relationship between labour market based measures
of social bonding and involvement in criminal behavior for a sample of dropouts, while

obviously not establishing a causal connection between structural social disabilities and crime.

~.
~

should nonetheless be a valuable first step in that direction.

C. Research Questions
Given the empirical and theoretical concerns just outlined, three specific research
questions can be specifded.
(la) To what extent is poor but-of-schoc;l labour market integration among dropouts
related to their out-of -school involvement in crime, alcohol and drug use.
(Ib)  To what extent does the relationship specified in (la) vary for different
measures of crime, alcohol and drug use, as well as labour market integration. &
(2) To what extent are there significant differences in the out-of -school labiour
market integration and crime relationship for (i) for males versﬁs females, and

\

(ii) older versus younger dropouts. 7
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To what extent are non-labour market out-of -school social controls, in the lives
of dropouts related, either by themselves or in conjunction with poor labour
market integration, to out-of -school involvement in crime. Potentially important
variables here are peer/family support, marital status, familial socioeconomic

status (SES), and the ability to maintain peer group relations.
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II. Sampl‘s. Mbasufemeqt and Data Analysis

A. The Sample

Data on 162 school dropouts, between the ages of 15-27, have recent!y been collected
in Edmonton as part of a large scale study of youth employment and unemployment. *? The
initial sampling design was based on a quota method bv whiclh a non-random sample of
approximately 200 vouth, half male and half female. between the ages of 15 10 24, who were
early school leavers, was to be drawn. The procedure was to make contacts through and
gathc-; referrals from vouth-oriented agencies, school counécllors. and respondents themselves.,
The snowball sampling technique, however, proved to be less advantageous as a source than
initially expected. As a result, referrals were found through other personal kinds of contacts,
and by approaching emplovers and employed vouth. The criteria used for selection and the

sources used are outlined below. -

The aim was to interview representatives of as manyv different elements within the
vouthful drop-out population as possible. The immediate obstacle, however, was that no
accurate method was available to define the total population of youth drop-outs. !* The

strategy, then, was to create a diverse sample of the vouthful drop-out population. To cover

'* Dropouts here were defined as youths who had quit the regular school system
and had currently not returned to it. Some youths were, however, enrolled in
upgrading programs, and in manpower spﬂsored job clubs. Some sample members
were currently incarcerated and atiending classes in that institution. The major
project consisted of an approximately three vear longitudinal studv of vouth
employment and unemployment. In the spring of 1985 approximately 1300 graduating
university students and 2200 graduating high school students in Edmonton, Toronto
and ury were administered questionnaires, by mail and in person, respectively.
Thesé quéstionnaires sought information on a range of topics from current
employment aspirations to mental health, crime and deviant behavior. Respondents
completed questionnaires again in the spring of 1986 and 1987. This longitudinal
study is just ending, and hopefully will determine the impact that varyving patterns
and degices of successful labour market integration has on,a wide range of attitudes
and behavior, one major one. being crime/deviance.

'* Lists o dropouts from local high schools proved to be so inaccurate (i.e. some
students had moved, shifted schools, and/or simply could not be contacted) that this
method did not allow for random sampling. Such lists were utilized to locate part
of the sample, twentv-seven respondents.

30
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the range of young drop-outs, a number of distinctive categories within that broadly defined
population were identified. . ]

- The most obvious distinctions used were between those youths with jobs and those
without, and bétween males and females. The initial intent in this Youth Employment and
Unemployment study was to over sample unemplo_vgd respondents. Whereas dropouts
generally had an unemplovment rate in the thirty 1o forty percent range, and possibly as high
as fifty percent according to some studies, the intent was 1o obtain up to 75 percent of
uncmployed respondents in the sample. The reason for this was that one of the primary
questions in the major study was what dropouts would do when they did not have jobs in the
tﬁcn current economic recession. This attempted oversampling was not deemed 1o be
problematic as the non-random design meant that the sample would not be completely
representative anyway., |

Another important distinction was based on those individuals who had some sort of
involvement with youth-oriented agencies. and those who had no such connection. One must
note here that the sampling strategy was specifically designed so as to sample some vouth with
delinquent/criminal histories i\.lé. correctional center and probation referrals in particular. On
the other hand, the sampling schedule was also set up to avoid the interviewing of only
deviant and/or psychologically/economically distressed dropouts.

In the end the sample had a fifty/fifty split both of males and females as well as
unemploved and employed respondents. In terms of agency versus non-agency respondent
split, the following was obtained. There were ninety referrals from youthgasiented agencies,
namely: a psychological counselling agency (N=17), two job counselling agencies (N=23), a
correglional center (N=10), a provincial probation service (N=35), three educational ’
ir‘zslitutes providing upgrading to students without a high school diploma (N=20), and an
emergency youth sheltcr&SN: 15). Seventy non-agency contact youth were located via lists of
recent dropouts from jocal high schools (N=27) and referrals from other

interviewees/personal contacts (N =43). Many respondents in the last category were obtained

by canvassing places of employment (e.g. restaurants, small retail stores, and carwashes)
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which previous research indicated as likely to hire dropouts. (cf. the Edmonton Public Schools
Board Study, 1983). As is obvious, there were a large number of agency referred dropouts in
the sample. Given the broad definition of "agency”, and given that dropouts are often
invo{ved with agencies of control, rci’lircclion and correction, this agency-referred over
representation should not be problematic. .

In the end, the sample totaled 168. However, from this group three interviews had
incompleted questionnaires, and three interviews were unusable due 1o problems in taping the
interview. The final sample-size for dnalysis. therefore, was 162, In general terms, these

[

sampled vouth appear to cover the diversity within the dropout population.

B. D_am Collection

>  Following the initial referral cach interviewer ' established contact with the potential
respondent, primarily by lclcphdnc (although some contacts were made on the street in
person). This initial contact was used to cxplain the purpose of the study, o ensure
cc;nfidcmia]il_\' and anonymity, and to invite the young person to participate in the study (a
time, date. and place for the interview was generally establishch at this point). If the contact
was made in person, the respondent received a one-page summary sheet describing the studh
(this sheet was also given at the time of the interview).

Before the interview commenced, the potential respondent was told about the study,

that they need not answer all the questions.asked, and that the interview would be taped.
Informed\conscm was therefore ensured before the interview proceeded. Each dropout then

went through a laped semi-structured interview conducted bv a member of the research team

"“There werc a total of cight interviewers. The majority of these individuals were
involved in the design and implementation of the swudy. They were thus quite
familiar with thg interview schedule (see Appendix I and 11) and aware of potential
problems in con}ducting this type of .research. The remaining interviewers were hired
later and put through an orientation and training session prior 1o going into the
field. On several occasions interviewers got together to compare interview techniques,
results and ' problems, if any problems arose. Admitting differences in interviewer ¥
style and depth of information obtained on various issues, the end result was a
reasonably consistent and well run series of interviews.
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which lasted approximately one hour.'* At the end of this interview cach‘rcspondem was
asked to complgc a mini-questionnaire which repeated a few of the individual background
and labour market questions covered verbally in the main interview. '* More importantly,
however, the mini-questionnaire contained questions on issues such as involvement in criminal
behavior, as weli as drug and alcohol use. Whitt attuned to the problem of sensitivity of

-

information, the primary thrust here was 10 obtain fairly standardized daia on involvement in
.
crime.

Afl}/ﬁs completion, the interview lépc and questionnairc were placed in an envelope
and deﬂv/cred to the ficld supervisor. To ensure complete anonymity, all records of names
were destroved. The tape and questionnaire were only identified by number. male/female,
emploved/unemployed. and referral/contact source.

Because of concerns that questions 2bout unemployment, family problems, and so on
might be distressing for respondents, a referral list of relevant social sagvice agencies (and a
set of rules and tips 1o be used as a guide during the interview) was available to interviewers
who could provide the list to the respondent i‘f it was warranted. However, despite the
sensitivity of certain issues, the interviews proceeded smoothiy and recourse to the referral list
was not necessary. Indeed, respondents were generally quite prepared to talk about their
experiences in a forthright manner. Moreover, all interviews were conducted in public places
(such as libraries, coffec shops, shofng malls ), except for a few which took place at the
respondent’s home on their request. As well, male interviewers interviewed male respondents
and similarly for females. Certain spoma_ngous‘!y_:gencrated interviews necessitated mixed
situations, but no problems were encouméfcd."'g

This was the basic data collection }tretfl'C)d in the Edmonton Youth Employment
Dropout Study. However, this pool of information went through a second stage of processing.
Here we hired and trained coders to transform much of the interview data into a quantified
format. This was a somewhat unusual research step, which blends data collection and

-

"M-.—qg:/

5 Sce Appendix 1.
" See Appendix II.
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analysis, and it fequires some discussion.

Given that virtually all of the data on out-of -school social controls. as opposed to the
deviance measurcs, werce gathered via in-person interviews, these data were basically
qualitative. The fact that coders read the transcripts and coded much of the information into
variables with fixed response categories, amenable 10 computer analysis, does not, as some
might suggest, significantly alter the original data. For cxample, reading all one hundred and
SINLV-two Lranscripts is the traditional qualitative method to ascertain how well respondents
gol along with parents. Ong might then scparate.out high and low crime respondent mterviews
1o see if there were any conststent commonalities/dif ferences between these respondents on

this familyv attachment dimension.

-

In our casc ;cvcral coders extracted this information frtom a rcading of the whole
transcript just as in the traditional qualitative example. However, rather than keeping this
irformation in onc's head or in writen notes, the information was recorded as a frequency (
count in one of the categories for that variable. It is essential to state that the response
categories set for the variables were established only after reading a number of the transcripts
and closely examining the range of responses given by respondents to the various questions. In
large part this was a form of theme reduction, albeit ultimately quantified, which is a core
component of qualitative research.

We must add that this coding of qualitaiive data was particulariy necessary given that
-

analysis has been well stated by Wallace (1987), in her recent tudy of youth (un)employment
4n Britain. As she notes:

Man; studies of young people have tended to favour qualitative approaches, seeking
to understand the subjective experiences of people being interviewed. ... However,
this assumes that samples are fairly small and makes it difficult 10 generalize trends.
In this research I attempted to combine this kind of approach, which involves
participant observation and lengthy in-depth interviews, with more quantitative
survey data. Thus, qualitatively derived insights could be tested against the larger
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sample, whilst excerpts from interviews and research situations could be fitted into a
framework of general trends.

A quantitative presentation of findings can also be valuable when collecting
longitudinal [or cross sectional] data over a spread of people and social groups. This
1s not necessarily a less empathetic method. Indeed., it is arguable that people's
experience can be de-contextualized, fragmented, and reified as much by isolated
quotations as by numbers.
The inclusion of a qualitative analvsis of the dynamics of the out-of -school social control of
crime process, in chapter seven, should appease those still skeptical of the codification and

staustical analysis of the primarily qualitative data.

Measuring Crime, Drug and Alcohol Use

Information on a number of measures of criminal involvement was obtained via the
sell report mini-§uestionnaire. * Dropouts were asked whether in the past vear, lhc_\"had
been questioned by the police as suspect about some crime, and whether they had been
convicted of some crime other than a traffic violation, in court. Dropouts were also asked
how many times in the past vear they had committed one, or more, of a range of crimes;

specifically had they'*:

(1) - broken into a building or a car? p

(ii) - taken something from a store without paving for it? P )

(iii) - sold marijuana or other non-pre'scription drugs” n

(1v) - used physical force (like twisting an arm or choking) to get money or things

. V
from another person”?

(v) - attacked someonce with a weapon or your fists, injuring them so badlyv they
probably neededifiiiioctor? v

(vi) - got into a fight with someone just for the hell of it? ¥

(vii) - damaged or destroved on purpose, property that did not belong to you? P

(viii) - other than from a store, taken something worth less than $50 which did not

" Many of these crime measures were selected directly, or constructed, from
measures utilized in previous criminological research. For cxample see Johnson (1979)
and Hindelang, Hirschi and Weiss (1981).

'p = property crime, v = violent crime. n = narcotic crime. See Canadian Crime
Statistics  (1984).
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belong to you? p .;, ' q 1
. » '. v i
(ix) - other than from a store, taken something worth morce than $50 \&kh{did ndt - 6 -y
belong to you? P v " ,
| (Y- L
Having listed the individual crime variables, one crucial mcasurcmm wsife, m Y
gy e ..

attention. Hagan, Gillis and Simpson (1985:1174) note that crime is a paﬂlfulady d!fflcull
"variable” to investigate as "the annual prcxalcncc of serious d“hﬂqucl}m‘m the population 1y
less than 2%-3%." Given the fact that cime, particularly relatively *senous crime., 18
statistically a rare event, two primary concerns anse. One, can we construct summary indices
of criminal behavior in order to get sufficient vanation for anaivsis. Two, the problem of
skewness arises. for while most people report little crime, a few report a lot, .
A . 2}
Let us consider the issue of ¢rime measurement in light of these two concerns. Given
the interval nature of the crime data and the fact that virtualhv all subjects prévided this ~

information via the mini-questionnaire, developing indices of involvement th cnmmal

bchavior was %ilc feasible. We thus present summagg indices of dropouts blvement t
‘ ) .

all the specific crimes listed previously, (i1) property c.s'nc and (1) violent cnime. ‘ B
The first index measure, total crime, is simply an aggregation of dropouts’
involvement across the range of specilic offences listed previously - It 1< thus a summar
measure of dropouts’ involvement in thesc offences. The sccond measure., property crime, 1s
more of an index proper, as is the violent crime measure, for cach 15 created by aggregating
dropouts’ criminal involvement across a range of offences which have a rcasonable degree of

inter-correlanion as well as a certain degree of face validity

“In the Pearson correlations which establish the properts and violent c¢rime indices
we employ the raw individual crime frequencies. The problem of skewness mn these
raw crime measures exists, just as for the crime indices. which we discuss
subsequently. An analysis of the correlation values using logged as opposed to raw
individual crime frequencies, which reduce the problem of skew. reveals that property
and violent crime measurcs generally had the same pattern. albeit higher, of
inter-correlation. When using logged values, property crimes correlated more highly
with violent crime than was the case when using raw crime measures in the index
construction. However, the correlations here were not that much higher. Given this
and the high degree of face validity for catcgorizing crime items into property and
violent crime (cf. Canadian Crime Statistics, 1984), we chose to go with the
separate property and violent crime indices, calculated from the raw individual crime
frequencies.
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As can be seen in Table 1, each of the S property crime variables is generally
correlated with each of the cﬁhex property crime variables. The mean correlation between
these offences, as can also be seen in Table 1.. is .3571, which while not overly strong, is
reasonable. An analysis of Table 3, moreover, reveals that these property crimg variables are
more strongly related to eé‘ch other than they aré 1o the violent crime index variables, thereby
suggesting the validity of combining them into a single index of préperty crime (cf. Babbie,

1986).

. TABLE 1 -

Pearson Correlations - Property Crime Index Variables

P

Property ~rnime

Variable vl \2 v7 Y V9
V1 - broken tn- car/buiiding 3§§ 3879 3824 5847
V2 - shophfted . E 313" 3169 A88S
V7 - damaged property - - - 2281 RIRYy)
V8 - theft under $50 ' : - T A (X

VO - theft over $50

Mean Correlation - all vaniables rx= 3571 ' I 1.
.

i

«

Table 2 presents the inter-cotrelations for the three violent crime Variables. Ag-can be
. . e . >

seen, V4 and V5 are reasonably well correlated (r=.4932). However, variable six, got intoa’

fight just for fun, is essentially uncorrelated with either of the other IWo nolent crimes. *
L v

Ggven the poor correlation between \46 and -the othcr WO vxolem crime varwes it ‘Was
»

deemed advisable ¥ create a two variable v1olem crimie index b) combmmé‘w usmg physical

force to get money and V5, attacking someone with a weapon. As a comparison between
N ‘

Table 1 and Table 2 reveals, the correldtion bgﬁ’wgeq these two violent crime variables is also

‘.‘.

‘ : . '
MA is offence is a relatively trivial one, and ay be part of a sub-culture for
some youth. It is also essentially unrelated 'to property crime vamables.

v
b
?
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greater than that between these two variables and the specific property crimes, again
indicating the validity of constructing an index, this time of violent crime.
\d

TABLE 2

+ Pearson Correlations - Violent Crime Index Variables

L
Violent Crime
Variable V4 . VA Ve
Vé - used force to get things - 4932 1010
V3 - attacked/injuted someone - - 174u
V6 - fighung for fun
Meun Correlation - V4, V3 and V6 : = 2364
TABLE 3
Pcarson Correlations - Property Crime Index Variables
by Violent Crime Index, Variables®
\14 . \75 o
used force attacked/
Property Crime Lo get things injured
Varnable - someone
\\ -

V1 - broken into car/building 3704 2810
V2 - shoplifted 1214 . 1210
V7™ - damaged property 2108 030958
V§ - theft under 850 - .245 2489

\Q’:! - theft over §500 4 3082 2178
Mean Correlatjon 1x=.2504 1x= 1816 .

" Mean Correlation - all variables x= 2173 U/
7 2
)

v

*'Variable 3, sold” marijudna "or other drugs,"fz a narcotic crime and thus included

only in mc}‘t.mal crime indcy: *

; ,
i / .
A

p—
~ ’

N

v
—
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Next we must concern ourselves with the problem of skéwness in the crime indices.
An analysis of the raw frequency distribu;ions for the three crime indices indicates, as
expected, a ﬂigh degree of skew in these mcasures. In order to reduce this skewness the crime
index values were put through a log conversion, which significantly decreased the degree of
skew. The degree of skew values as well as lhe‘mean-median split for the raw and logged

crime {ndices are:

skew mean-median

Total crime - Taw 5.752 10.742 - 1.000
- logged 1.157 0.520 - 0.301

Property crime - raw 8.287 4.884 - 0.000
- logged 1.745 0.315 - 0.000

Violent crime - Taw 0.023 ?).710 - 0.000
f logged 3.393 ) 0.088 - 0.000

Next we turn to the measurement of alcohol and drug use. Data on the frequency of
alcohol/drug use were obtained by asking respondents, how frequently do you: drink beer,
7

wine or other alcohol; smoke marijuana or hash; use other non-pres igiion drugs? The

k; once ordwice a

response calegories_ here were: everyday: several Limes a wek i
mon"Lh; less than (;nce a month; never. Let us briefly aﬁa ;
LI, -

problem of obtaining sufficient response frequencies fg )

Given that alcohol and, 10 a le§sér extent, drug us hré airﬁog} certainly more
picv_alem phenomena than crime, and distributed more evenly across the ﬁopulation, these
measurement concerns should g’/}ess tréublesome here. This was particularly true given that
alcohol and drug use were measured on a six point scale, which reduces the problem of skew,
as ppposcd to the open-ended interval scale for crime. The requencies for these three

variables are:
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o
Frequency Alcohol pogbis Non - prescription
never 6% (10) 2% (' 49) .., 65% (101)
> once a month 8% (12) 18% (27) 22% ( 35)
once/twice a month 2% (35) 12% ( 19) 8% (13)
once a week 43% ( 67) 10% ( 16) 3% ( 4)
several times per week 20% ( 32) 21% ( 33) 1% (.2)
everyday 06% (1) - 6% (10) 0.6% (1)

(157) (154) . (156)
As expected, an analysis of these f requﬂfcy distributions reveals that alcohol use was
relatively normally distributed and had sufficient cases for analysis. The canna;,ixs"aﬁd,
'
particularly, the non‘-prescription drug use measures were less normally distributed and had
lower frequencies of admitted substance use. The frequency of drqpouts’ usc of
non-presc;;ption drugs, other than cannabis, was so low as 10 make it virtually unuseable as a
separate variable. A single composite drugs variable was therefore created by combining
'éannabis (marijuana/hashish) and non-prescription drug use (speed, LSD, talwin and ritalin,
edfc.). This composite drugs variable indicated the frequency with which respondents used
either caﬁ‘nabis or no""-‘ rescription drugs. Given the legal and social differences between
y :
alcohol and drug useﬁs deemed best not 1o combine these variables into a single index of
substance use.
In terms of the degree of skew, an analvsis of the alcohol and drugs measures reveals

no major skew in cither the alcohol or drugs variable.?? These measures were thus deemed

adequale for analysis in their original, non-logged, form.

Measuring Out-of-School Social Controls

Information was obtained in the Youth Employvment and Unemployment Dropout
" Study on a range of labour market and non-labour market factors which may be important in
the post dropout-crime relationship (cf. Witte, 1979; and Graing\er, 1981). These include
current employment status; past histdry of (un)employment; number, duration and type of
jobs held in past; type z;nd duration of current jobs; peer group relations (including ability to

maintain peer group consumptive and social activities); relations with and support from

"The skew values/mean-median -split for alcohol and drugs were -0.750/2.650-3.000
and. 0.480/2.442-2.000, respectively,
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parents; and the individuals' actixal financial position as well as that of the family.
Next we must consider the specific issue of obtaining valid out-of -school measures of
social controls, in particular labour market based measures of the crucial bonding elements,
commitment and involvement, ro'm this pool of data on dropouts. There are two basic steps
in this variable selection and/or construction process. First, we shall outline Hirschi's (1969)
original views on the measurement of these social control elements. Having done this we shall
then select from the dropout data set out-of -school measures of the clements of the social
bond according to the following\z criteria.

v
First, was the variable a valid out-of -school measure of an element of the social bond

'
of interest in the present study. As Bailey (1982:68) notes, establishing a 'valid' measure of
variables or concepts 1’5' perhaps one of the mos! difficult tasks in scientific inquiry. The,
minimum level of validity, however, which is necessary is 'face validity'. Béilcy (1982:70)
states that face validity is csscmial'ly "assessed by the evaluator's studying the concept to be '
measured and determining, in his or her judgement, whether the instrument arrives at the
concept adequately.”

Second, measures obtained above were analyzed to determine whether the data for

that variable in the dropout data set could be coded into categories of higher-lower social

control, with sufficient response category frequencies and variation to allow that variable to

-
v

be emploved in Lhé subsequent data analyses. Tpis measurement problem arises due to the fact
that we were utilizing secondary data, gathered as part of a more general study of yduth
(un)employment. V\}hile in many respects very fruitful, the secondary nature of the data set
puts certain limitations on data analysis and necessitates methodological procedures such as
this. Several examples should‘clarif_\' this evaluation process.

Total income per week should be a good 'measure of stakes in conformity, or
commitment. However, this information was obtained for only fifty-six out of the one
hundred and sixty-two respondents. The problem‘ of bias due to the high number of missing
cases makes this variable unuseable for data analysis. A similar potential commitment

measure, the amount of money dropouts spend per week, had sufficient cases for analysis

-
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(one hundred and thirty). However, a type of floor effect occurred here. The amount of
money that most respondents had to spend was so low that the variable could not
meaningfully be coded into higher-lower social control.??

Finally, how often dropouts got together with their friends would appear to be a
behavioral indicator of attachment to friends. An analysis of response frequencies for this
variable, however, showed little variation in responses. One hundred and twenty-four out of
one hundred and thirty -six respondents who answered this quest.ion {91%) reported that they
got together with their friends often. There was thus insufficiemt variation in this measure Lo
allow it to actually constitute a variable per sc. Before moving 1o present Hirschi's (1969)
views on measuring social controls one additional note is warranised.

In the present attempt to develop out-of -school measures of social controls the
bonding ele‘r'nem of commitment receiveSf great deal of attention. Thornberry and
Christenson (1984) have already been quoted as stating that poor labour market integration
may cause crime due to the weakening of labgur market based commitment and involvement.
However, the centrality of the social control element of commitment over involvement is

emphasized by Krohn and Massey (1980). These authors state that the social control element

| L)
. . - . .
of involvement may, in certain crucial respects, be subsumed under the element of
4

commitment. ** To qhote Krohn and Massey (1980:531):

Under the element of commitment we include the temporal dimension of
involvement which Hirschi treated as a separate element. It is assumed
that a person who has considerable time invested in the pursuance of
conventional activities simply does not have much time left over in which
to perform deviant acts. Byt as Conger (1976:20) pointed out, this
element, connected as it is°to commitment, does not have the conceptual
and empirical clarity of the other elements of social bonds. While by no
means impossible, it is difficult to see how individuals could be
thoroughly engrossed in some activity to which they are indifferent, or
how .persons could be committed to an activity without considerable
investment of time and energy. We assume that the temporal dimension
of involvement is inextricably tied to other factors which produce -
commitment, making it in most respects an indicator of commitment. As
such, it does not warrant treatment as a separate element of the bond.

2374% of respondents had less than 70 dollars per week 1o §}>end and 50% had less
than for.y dollars.

** Hirschi (1969) is himself forced to conclude that in certain instances the other
three elemcnts of the social bond are perhaps generally less important than
commitment in explaining crime. For example see Hirschi (1969:191).

-
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Following Krohn and Massey (1980), in the present research the element of
commitment, for which labour market based measures are constructed, shall have an
"involv@ment in work" orientation or sub-component. A separate section concérned wi_th
measuring involvement in conventional non-labour market leisure activities will-also be
presented. Let us now briefly repeat the generally well known views of Hirschi (1969), as well

as those of several subsequent researchers, on measuring the elements of social control theory.

Commitment
Hirschi (1969:21) conceptualized the social control clement of commitment, or stakes
in conformity, in the following manner:
One is committed to conformity not only by what one has but aiso by
whalt one hopes {o obiain. Thus "ambition" and/or "aspiration” play an
important role in producing conformity ... Most lines of action in
society are of ¢olirse conventional. The clearest examples are educational
‘ and occupational careers. Actions thought to jeopardize one's chances in
these areas are presumably avoided. (emphasis added) s
Hirschi (1969) develops his school-based social control theory by relating commitment
measures of what respondents hope to obtain with involvement in delinquency. More
specifically, he focuses upon the future educational/occupational commiuiient of in-school
vouth by measures such as:
- How much education do vou expect to get? (1969:177)
- An index of general achievement orientation. (1969:179)
- The level of job desired/expected. (1969:183)
The present empirical and theoretical concern is primarily with developing a social
control analysis of the out-of -school labour market -crime relationship for dropouts.
Consistent with this perspective, the following items in the dropout data set would‘seem to be'

valid measures of the degree of commitment which dropouts have actually managed to achieve

via the degree of occupation-based stakes in conformity. **

“*Variables with more than 20% missing cases were excluded from consideration due
to the obvious problem of response bias.



Labour Market Based Commitment
i

(i) current employment status
- full-time job  30% ( 48)**
- part-time job  17% ( 28)
- unemployed 53% (_86)

(162)
For currently unemploved respondents:?’ ’
(i) how long had respom{ems been cufrently unemploved:®
- 110 6 months 58% ( 39)
- 710 12 months 22% ( 15) f
- 13 or more 19% ( 13)
( 67)
(iii) number of months of past unemplovment
‘ - 0 1o 6 months 33% ( 13)
Y - 7 to 12 months 45% ( 18)
- 13 or more months 23% (9)
( 40)
(iv) number of jobs since high school

- 0to 3 jobs 68% ( 50)
- 4 or more jobs 32% ( 24)

9 (74)
(v) how long did jobs last
+ short-term (2-3 months) 53% ( 35)
- short/long term 33% ( 22)
- long term (over 3 months) 14% ( 9)
( 66)
For currently emploved respondents:
(vi) how long did jobs last
- short-term (2-3 months) 39% ( 25)
- short/long term 53% ( 34)
- long term (over 3 months) 9% (5)
(64)

*Response category percentages may not total 100% due to rounding.

“’Raw frequencies for variables 2, 3, 4, 6, 8 and 9 were collapsed into the
categories shown for ease of presentation. These response categories were also
employed in data analysis.

Variabic 2, how long had respondents been currently unemployed, had only 77%
valid cases, slightly less than the 80% criterion noted previously. However, when
combined with variable three and six, to form the composite total number of
months unemployed variable, the total number of cases does reach the listed
criterion. Given this fact and the centrality of the labour market measures, variable
two was included in the present amalysis.
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(vii) number of other jobs since high school

- 0103 jobs 65% ( 45)
- 4 or more jobs 35% ( 24)

( 69)
(viii) number of -months of past unemployment
- 0 to 6 months 48% ( 26)
- 7 to 12 months 31% ( 17)
- 13 or more months 20% ((11)
' (54)

Each of these labour market variables reflects a dimension, or component, of labour
market success - which Hirschi (1969:21) explicitly states to be a primary source of
commitment. These dimensions of labour market success, and thus commitment, focus on:
(1) whether the respondents are currently employéd full-time, part-time or unemplioved; **

- (ii) the amount of previous unemployment; (iii) the number of jobs held. a measure of,job
: P
stability, and (iv) length of jobs held, again a measure of job stability.

To summarize, individuals currently emplo_\‘eq ful-ume, with’ﬂiulc time spent
unemployved and with higher job stabilitv arc higher on labour market success than
respondents currently unemploved, with a lot of previous unemployment and lower job
stability. The former individuals should thus be higher than the latter on occupation-based
commitment.

The validity of construing these mecasures of labour market success as measures of
social control is well indicated by Wallace (1987) in her recent study of youth
(un)employment in Britain. In terms of the first WO measures we may quote Wallace
(1987:74) when she states:

Those [school leavers] who were regularly employed for the entire period [1 vear].
... invariably told me of their long-term goals and plans, which included buving .
houses and cars. Long-term life structures in terms of personal life projects were

therefore available to those in regular employment, but not available to the
sub-employed.

“'Rescarch generally shows that 60 percent of out-of-school youths working part-time
would generally like full-time employment. (cf. Labour Canada, 1983:50 and Krahn,
Lowe and Tanner, 1984) This should be particularly true for dropouts who are
trying to establish themselves economically and socially.



In terms of the latter two measures of job stasilit_v we may reference Wallace
v e - '

(1987:62) when she states:
In the Sheppy Survey, less than one-third had been in the same job continously for
the entire year after leaving school ... those who remained emploved were often in
the most secure and rewarding jobs.

She then adds,

. N . 4

Some forms of job departure were economically rational. They were means by
which an individual could maximize their labour market position by finding bcmr
jobs or seeking specialized training .... However. more often than not, voung
people left jobs as a reaction agamst whal they perceived 1o be unacceptable
employment and bad conditions.

Having discussed these labour market commitment-based measures, the next task is 1o
cvaluate whether the data for these variables can be coded into higher-lower social control
with sufficient response category frequencies and variation to allow that variable 1o be
emploved in subsequent data analvses.

An analyvsis of the previous variables and response frequencies established that each of

/
these nine variables could be employed in the subsequent data analysis. Essentially the onlv
thing necessary was to combine the information in the dropout data set which had been
recorded separately for currently unemployed and emploved respondents, thus forming a

single data set. The following four labour market commitment-based measures of social

hY
control are the product of this s_vmf]csis.

Labour Market Based Commitment: Final Measures

1. Current employment status - at time of interview were respondents emploved
full-time, part-time or unemployed? Ea‘ch of thesc responsc categorics were, respectively,
coded high, medium and low social control. Given that this information was obtained for the
whole sample, the response frequencies are the same as those listed for variable one in the list

of potential commitment measures. The response frequencies from the dropout data set and

levels of social control are: /7
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- fuli-time employed  30% ( 48) = high social control (s.c.)
- part-time employed 17% ( 28) = medium s.c.
- unemployed 33% ((86) = low s.c.

(162)

2. Total number of months unemploved - this variable was created by combining three
variables; variable three - the number of months of previous unemp}oymem experienced by
currently unemployved dropouts; variable two - the number of months of current
uncmployr‘ncm éxpcricnccd by unemploved respondents; and variable nine - the number of
months of uncmployment previously experienced by respondents currently emploved. The

response frequencies for this compgsite unemployment variable and levels of social control
. -

are: :
- 0 to 6 months 41% ( 54) = high s.c.
- 7 to 12 months 28% ( 37) = medium s.c.
- 13 or more months % (40) = low s.c.

3. Length of jobs held - As noted in the literature review, one negative dimension of
youth labour market experience in a period of economic recession is youths moving from job
Lo job with little increase in job satisfaction. pay or mobility (cf. Hackim, 1982; and Hills and
Reubens, 1984). Youths thus appear to respond to low labour market success by switchj g
jobs frequently and not by simply resigning themselves to alienating labour. The lengih of
time that jobs are held by dropouts should thus be one indicator of greater labour ma ‘ket
success, and of labour market based commitment. ~,

The length of jobs heid variable was created by combining the information on this
labour ma: ket experience which had been presented separately for employved and unenﬁp]oycd
dropouts (variables five and seven). The response frequencies for this composite variable
from the dropout data set are:

- short-term (2-3 months) 46% ( 60)

- short/long-term 43% ( 56)
- long-term 11% (14)
o (130)

Given the low number of dropouts with only long-term jobs this variable was split
into two response categories: respondents who had had only short-term jobs previously, and

better labour market jptegrated respondents who had had at least some long-term jobs
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previously. The final recoded response frequencies and levels of social control for this length

of jobs held variable are: " )
‘ - fshort/long‘-lerm 54% ( 70) = high s.c.
- short-term (2-3 months) 46% (( 60) = low s.c.
y . (130)
i

4. Number Of'jobs }ﬁ - lhls variable was created by combining data on variable four
- the number of jobs held previously by unemployved respondents and variable eight - the
number of jobs held by currently employed respondents. ™ This variable was also deemed to
be a type of job stability measure. with higher job turpover indicating lower labour market
success. The raw response frequencies from the dropout data set for this composite variable
are:

0 7% (10)

3% (2)
(143)

Given this distribution of number of jobs held, splitting the sample into dropouts with 1 to 3
jobs held and 4 or more jobs held would provide a two calegory job stability variable with
sufficient cases for data analvsis. The one trouble spot here was the 10 mspondents who had
not had a single job since leaving school. Given the problem of meaninglully categorizing
these respondents into either high or low job stability, a conservative approach was chosen
and these cases were excluded when constructing this variable. *' The final recoded response

frequencies for this number of jobs held, job stability measure of social control are:

A better measure would perhaps have becn number of jobs/months out of school
worked. However, given the number of missing cases on each of ‘the three variables
necessary in this equation, the cumulative missing cases were so great as 0 make
this variabie unuseable. Rather than omitting this Igbour market information the
cruder measure outlined above was used for analys&

“"These 10 cases do not show up in the length of jobs held variable, as this
information was gathered only from those subjects who had had jobs previously.
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- 110 3 jobs held ™  54% ( 72) = high s.c.
- 4 or more jobs held 46% ( 61) = low s.c.

. (133)

(eneral Commitment

L.abour market based commitment, as just outlined, is not the only stake in
conformity measure needing attention in the present rescarch. Two other tvpes of more
general commitment measures are also important. First, it is essenual to state that future
educational and Ocjcupauonal aspirations may not be towally irrelevant factors in the lives of
dropouts. particularly for those still relatively voung (i.c. age 16-25). As Paternoster ct. al.
(1983:401) note, treating commitment as. at least in part. future oriented is particularh
y‘importam for a post-high school vouth population, which isi still in the process of establishing
‘man,\ of the material commitments which could be jeopardi{ed by criminal deviance.

Second, we have previous!y outlined the views of Cla;ke and Clissold (1982). West
(E9%4) and Grecnbcrg (1979). Based upon their empirical/theoretical wriu’ng.s we emphasized

the 1mp0rtance of including measures of droBouI S abllm 10 maintain pecr group

Lonsumpllvc/soéml relagﬁm and Ihe,ﬁnanmal/mc%‘kwpport provxdcd by family/peers in the

-U)'\

W"
prcsem analvs:s H0wevgr l-{}kanﬂl%l‘ﬂzl) nolqg.-x&at m:ou'fc SUPPOTL measures,
estabhshéﬁ lagc!y gmce lhadrﬁ’}e?xon of the LBQ@ y also provxd:;& cial service safety

Cset L - mmgaung a cenam a.moum of tha%nse%uences ofmdxvndual Jabour market failure (cf.
: e

. [
'r R

Jahoda, 1981) o S

Tese mcasures an essenuall\ be coﬁuptuahzed as genceral measures of commitment,

-

1 reflect. 0 a large extem. family/social services/peer support. Including these

var?b)@ ¢4nd future commitment measures, is lmportam in order to evaluate the impact that
K

ibow market'socxal controls have upon the labour market integration-crime relationship

o 4 - '

TEOPOYts. Let us list the potential general commitment measures available in the dropout
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future commitment: &
(i) had respondents selected a future occupation” ‘
- no 25% ( 39)
- yes 75% (116)
(155)
(i) general job desired in 5-10 vears
- professional 30% ( 43)
- trades (skilied) 26% ( 37)
- white collar 20% ( 2%)
- blue collar S%( 7
- entertainment/sports 1% ( 168\
- self -employed 8% (11
(142
(i) would respondent get more education”
- no 61 9)
- ma\be 23503
S yes 700 (104)
(155) .
sOCI0-cconomic supports/relations: - l ?
(1) how the family helps rsspw\ out” 5 4
- they do noy* g 4% (1) A _
- talk to respo B 2% (3
- give advice 9% ( 12)
- financial help 51% ( 66)
) - jobs 2o (0 2)
- moral support 22% ( 29)
(13 .
(i) family financial status
- poverty level e (0N) !
- somewhat below average 1% (17) .
- average S2% ( 81) N
- somewhat above average 33% (51)
- wealthy 1% ()
(o)

“In social control theory individuals arc committed to cenformitv based upon what
they have, their material stakes in conformity. These variables can be conceptualized
as general measures of commitment because they measure thow well respondents were
doing materially, based upon a combination of their own labour market success and
support from their family.

“Fifty-one percent of respondents polled reported financial support from their
family. Variables 3 thru 6, which mecasure the respondents' socio-cconomic status,
thus do not simply reflect the economic success of the individual in the labour
market. It is for this reason that these socio-economic measures are nQt used as
indicators of labour market success-based commitment.



(iii)

(iv)

(V)" -

s

(vi)

3

were respondents getting by 'financially?

/@ O R%(17)
s 88% (120)
(137)

respondent's financial status

- mofe money than needed 7% ( 10)
- enough money to get by _ 65% (101)
- usually short of money 28% ((44)
, . (158)
had respondents cut back on anything?
- no 31% ( 44)
- food/expensive food 4% ( 6)
- clothes 6% ( 9)
- shelter 1% ( 1)
- nice clothes 6% ( 8)
- nice apartment 1% (1)
- entertainment 18% ( 26)
- socializing/going out  15% ( 21)
- car ' 4% ( 6)
- tobacco/alcohol/drugs 11% ( 16)
- books/magazines 0% ( 0)
- other 3% -
; (142)
- amount respondents spent per weck (dollars)
-0to 10 18% ( 24)
- 1110 20 18% ( 24)
- 211030 8% ( 10)
- 31 to 40 9% ( 12)
- 41 to 50 15% ( 19)
-5l to 60 - 5% ( 7)
- 61 10 90 5% ( 6)
- 91 to 400 10% ( 13)
- 101 to 110 0% ( 0)
- 111 t0- 120 0% ( 1)
- 121 10 400 3% (4)
-.401 10 996 12% ( 16)
(130)

51

The next step is to analyze these two latter sets of commitment variables according 1o

present out-of -school extension of social control theory. Before moving to this analysis one

the criteria listed previously, to ascertain which variables were amenable to analysis in the

note is crucial. Due to problems of low cell sizes in the ANOVA analyses which looked at the

interaction between labour market and non-labour market based social controls, all

non-labour market social controls had to be coded into the minimum high-low split.

v

\
{

¥
!



Of the three future commitment variables, two are useable in the present study.
Variable one is used as is. Variable three is used if respondents who said ne and maybe to the
question Would they get gnore elcation. are grouped together and compared with respondents

who —said fes to this question. Comparing respoﬁdenls on this basis was deemed valid. For
variable two, the general job desired by dropouts in 5-10 vears, one coding option was 10 split
the variable into professional and white collar versus trades and blue collar, thereby producing
a higher-lower commitment measure ** (cf. Hirschi, 1969:183. on lc§el of job expected as
measuring comr.nilmem). However, a problem arises when one has to incorporate the
entertainment/sports and self’-employed response categories into one of these two high-low
options. There is no meaningful, as opposed to arbitrary, wayv that this decision can be madc,
and without these twenty -seven cases the overall number of cases fall below the 80% valid
cases for analysis criterion noted previously. This variable was thus not useable. Variables one
and three were safisfactory future commitment measures.

The socio-economic supports/relations commitment variables are much more
problematic than the future commitment meas‘ures.tfndeed, in terms of measurement these arc_
the most problematié variables in the present study. Out of the six variables only one is
actualiy useful. Let us move briefiy down the list of variables noting the basic problem with
cach one. Variable one, how the family helps the respondent out, is potentially a good family
support measure of comrﬁj;mem. The only logical {two v:ay split here woul(f have to be: "L‘he_\'
do not" versus all forms c").f.hel.p summed. However, this essentially creates a non-variable as
there are only 18 out.of 130 cases where the family does not help the respondent out a* all.

< , } 2
\This variable was thus unusable. '

Variable two is family financial status. Here the prob]erﬁ largely centers on what to do
with the average financial status respondents. Lumping the large block of average respondents
with below average and .poverty level respondents woufd produce-the only employable two way

¥

split based upon cell frequencies. Howe'ver, conceptually this is unjustifiable given the, at -

least presumed, differcnces in potential family support from poverty level/below average

*This split was also problematic as certain trades pay better than many white-collar
jobs., : ‘ '



families as opposed to averagé families. Given this problem thilsﬁ variable was deemed
unusable. Varxable three was: were respondenls getting by. As can be seen, with one [undred
and twenty out of one hundred and thirty seven respondents saving ves to lhlS quest:on there
was insufficient variation in this variabie to employ it'in the present study. |

“The fourth variable, respondent's fi;zancial status was, however, amenable to analysis.
Here respondems with more money than they needed and enough money to get by could be
grouped together (N=111) and compared with respondents who were usually short of mone)
(r~]=44). This variable was thus amenable to analysis. Variable five was: had respondents had
to cut back on anything. A similar problem arose here ,as with variable c;ne; Given the
necessary high-low split, the only option here would be o lump individuais who reported
cutting back on anything and compare them 'Will; respondents 'rgailir;g no cutbacks.
However, a measurement problem arises when one equates cuttmg back on basic necessities
such as food/shelter with expensive food. nice clothes and Lobacco/alcohol/drugs A second
problem arises when one co\nmders that the respondent may have already been living on very
little, and thus may have answered no to this question. Given these prolﬂems this variable was

-

also deemed to be unusable. ,

The améum of money respondents spent per week, variable sever, has already been
indicated as unuseab]e in the present study due 10 a type of floor cﬁ"ect in this variable. Few
respondents could realistically be said Yo be Qigh enough on this variable to constitute a high
social control group. The end result of this second stage‘d{ variablc‘ evaluation and
. construction was that only the follo’wing three measures of non-labour market gommitmem
were found to be employabic in the present study.

T
‘General Commitment: Final Measures

. . . » .
Future commitment and socio-economic supports/relations.
>

(i) Had respondents selected a future occupation?
- 1o 25% ( 39) = low s.c.
- yes 75% (116) = high s.c.

(155)
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(ii) Would respondents get more education?
- no 30%( 46) = low s.c.
- yes 70% (109) = high s.c.
‘ (155)
© (i) Respondent's financial status.** ' : I
- more/enough money 72% (111) = high s.C.
- usually short of money 28%( 44) = low s.c,
(155) ot
Involvement ¢ \

With respect 10 the social control element of involvement Hirschi (1969:187) states
that:

Of the elements of the bond to convemionél society, involvement in
conventional activities is most obviously relevant to delinquent behavior.
The child playing ping-pong, swimming in the community pool, or doing
his homework is not committing delinquency.

The logic of social control theery is that as the degree of involvement in conventiona®
activity goes up the likelihood of involvement in deviant behavior goes down. In large part
this is a time-at-risk measure of social control. As conventional involvement goes up the
individual has less time for involvement in deviant behavior. However, as Hirschi (1969:191)
notes,'individuals involved in conventional activity are also likgl_\' Lo have greater attiludi?gal
commitment to conventional, non-deviant, bchavior. Invo]vement.in conventional activity
would thus seem to r‘cguce the risk of involvement in deviance on both of these planes.

Hirschi's (]969:1(91) primafy measure of in-school involvement in conventional,
activities is - timé devoted to homework. In addition to this Hirschi (1969:259) also measures
respondent's engagement in a range of leisure activities,‘such as rcading, sports. talking with
friends, hobbies and membersh'ip in youth clubs. In terms of results obtained, Hirschi

(1969:191) finds that delinquency apparently varies negatively with school related

involvement, as measured by time devoted to homework. However, he basically finds ng’

** This was not conceptualized as a measure of relative deprivation, but as a ,
measure of sacial centrol, consistent with Hirschi's statement that one is committed
to conformity by what one has. In a society such as ours, how much money one
has is a major determinant of "what one has".

>

-
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relationship between involvement in other conventional leisure activities and crime.*
Measures of involvement in conventional leisure activity, very much like the in-school
measures of Hirschi (1969), exist in the dfopout data set. With such measures we can
investigate the extent to which involvement in such activities may be important social contsol
@clors for out-of -school dropouts. Such activities may in fact be more important for
&l-of-school dropouts, as they are generally no longer subject, even minimally, to
inx)lvemem in school related activities. Moreover, one advantage of the present dropout data
set is that a fairly extensive amount of qualitative/quantitative information on the impact of
poor labour market integration upon involvement in conventional activities exists. *° This
uncoded qualitau’ve information may provide valuable insights imo‘how poor labour market
integration (i.e. low commitment) may combine with involvement in conventional activity,
thereby affecting criminal activity. Having made the above points, thefollowing six face valid

measures of the out-of -school involvement of dropouts are available in the dropout data set.

. ot

' Hirschi (1969:191) congiders this apparent lack of a relationship and states thatr
one must "avoid the idea that doing ‘something' - anything - is better than, that
is inhibitive of, the commission of delinquent acts.” Hirschi (1969:191) states
directly after this that "analysis of involvement in conventional activities will thus
parallel previous analysis of attitudinal commitment to conventional success goals.
Such activities are presumably in large part consequences of such commitment.”
Again, it may thus be important to evaluate the relationship between labour market
based commitment and involvement in conventional activities when analyzing
involvement in crime.

" See V144, Discussion of changed activities, yes = 47.5% (N=75),

+



(i) Primary leisure time activity
1 - hobbies/erafts ¥ 8% ( 12)
2 - sports ) o~ 9% (14)
3 - go to movies e % 3% ( 5)
4 - partying @ A% ( 6)
5 - drinking/drugs ¥ " $% ( 5)
6 - visit with friends - " . 17% ( 26)
7 - visit with family .~ 2% ( 3) o
8 - play pool - 2 1% 1
9 - volunteer work 1% (1)
10 - housework/children 12% ( 18)
11 - exercise 2% ( 3) e
50 - sit/hand around home 12% ( 18)
51 - go to mall’ 2% ( 3)
( 52 - watch TV 9% ( 14)
53 - listen to music 5% ( 7)
54 - read 5% ( 8)
55 - up-grade education 6% (_9)
(153)
(ii) Did respondents belong to groups/clubs’
- no 80% (121)
- ves 20% ( 30)
(151)
(iii) Did respondents participate in sports?
- no 42% ( 61)
- yes 58% ( 83)
' (144)
(iv) Did respondents -have hobbies?
- no 40% ( 55)
- ves 60% ( 82)
(137)
(v) Did respondents do any volunteer work?3®
- 1o 67% ( 99)
- yes 30% ( 45)
- ves, court enforced 3% (-4) » e

(148)

e

i

' The smallnnumber of respondents (4) who reported that they did court enforced
pmunity’ work were excluded from analyses:

‘ . ¥
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(vi) Primary things respondents did with friends?

- party 20% ( 27)

- talk/visit 25% ( 34)

- TV/movies/music 12% ( 16)

- games/hobbies 7% ( 9)

- sports - - 7% ( 9)

- bar/drugs 14% ( 19) i

- nothing/malls 16% ( 21) e
(135)

The second stage analysis of these six poienu’a] measures of involvement in
conventional ,non-labour market activity reveals that only variable one was unuseable. There,
was no way to meaningfully categorize this quite disparal:e set of activities into a high-low
social control measure. The one option, which was considered. was to compare respondents
engaged in relatively low social control behavior, such as drinking/drugs and partying. with
respondents engaged in a range of more conventional beha?ior.“Howe\'cr, the frequency count
for this primarily unconventional behavior would be too low to make this an acceptable
variable. |

The next four involvement in conventional activily measures listed were amenable 1o
analysis, with some modification. Each oﬁe of these variables can be conceptualized as a
sub-component of a basic question, namely, what one did with one's Spare time. A single
composite conventional associations variable could thus be created by obtaining the mean
value on these four related variables. Treating ves as 1 and no as 2, the frequencies for this

index of conventional involvement are: o
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- 1.67 9% ( 15) e
- 1.75 21% ( 34)

- 2.00 20% ( 32)
(159)

Based upon these frequencies it was decided to split this association variable into high-low
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these conventional activities, whereas a value of one would indicate the converse.

Variable number six, primary things respondents did with friends. was deemed
employable in the data analyses, with some coliapsing ol original response categories.
Responses to this question were grouped into higher-lgwer social control, based upon the
degree to which the activity engaged in reduced the risk of involvement in criminal behavior.
the primary focus in the present study.’® Activities categorized as higher involvement in
conventional activity were: talking/visiting, watching T.V./movies or listening to misic, \:
games/hobbies and sports. Activities categorized as less likelv to reduce risk of involvement in
criminal behavior were; partying. going to bars/doing drugs. and doing nothing/hanging
around malls.

To summarizc this section, two involvement in conventional non-labour market

activity variables were constructed for use in the present studyv. The variables arc:

Involvement: Final Measures

(1) conventional associations
- high - mean values 1.0 to 1.5 49% ( 78) = high s.c.
- low - mean values 1.67 to 2.00 51% ( 81) = low s.c.
(159)
(ii) primary things done with friend.‘
- talk/visit, TV/movies, ‘
games/hobbies and sports 50% ( 68) = high s.c. "
- party, bar/drugs,
nothing/malls 50% ( 67)= low s.c.
(135)

Attachment

Hirschi (1969:83) states that control theory assumes that the bond of affection for
conventional persons is a major deterrent to crime. In his in-school based theory Hirschi
(1969) evaluates attachment to three primary conventional groups, parents, teachers ‘and

rion-delinquent peers. In addition to this, Hirschi (1969) evaluates the relationship between

** Relating this variable to drug use is somewhat problematic and tautological given
that partying and drug use are used as ingicators of lower social control.
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delinquency involvement and attachment \té delinquent peers. In terms of the present concern
9 -
with developing out-of -school measures of social control, it is useful to nae that Hirschi
(1969:93) measures attachment 10 parents and peers by measures such as:
Would vou like to be the kind of person your father is? (affectional
identification, 1969:92).
An intimacy of communication index. (father/mother interaction. 1969:90).
Would you like to be the kind of person vour best friends are? (peer attachment,
1969:145).

One of the concerns in the present rescarch is to evaluate how aittachment, most
notably pargntal attachment, may combine with labour market success to provide social
controls on out-of -school delinquency/crime (cf. LaGrange and White, 1985:19: and Agnew,
1985:58). In order to do this we need measures of dropout’s out-of -school attachment. In the
dropout data set the following variables, which are similar in certain respects to those
attachment measures emploved by Hirschi (1969). are available. On¢ must note, however,

that the following measures of attachment are, to a certain extent, more behavioral than the

primarily affectional/identification measures employed by Hirschi (1969).

(1) Who respondents spend time with.

- family 9% ( 13)
- spouse, elc. 27% ( 38)
- close friends 6% ( 8)

- friend(s) 47% ( 66)
- alone 8% ( 11)
- varies 4% (_6)
Lo (142)
b
(ii) How respondents got along with their family.
- very well 43% ( 62)
- OK 40% ( 59)
- not very well  17% ( 25)
(146)

(iigd ﬁ?“? How often respondents got together with family.

L - never/rately  14% ( 21)

R - occasionally 12% ( 17)

o - often 24% ( 35)

, - live at home  51% ( 75)
4 ‘ (148)

~v W
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(iv) How often respondents got together with friends.
- never/rarely 0% ( 0)
- occasionally 9% ( 12)
- often 91% (124)
(136)
{(v) Who respondents turned to with problems.
- parents 24% ( 34)
- other famih 11% ¢ 1)
- bovfriend/girlfriend 18% ( 20)
- close friend 18% ( 20)
- friends 17% ( 25},
- coumscllor 3% 3)
- communily agency 1% ( 1)
- boss/emplover/supervisor 1% ( 2
- no one 4% ( 3)
- work it out by self 3% ( 4)
- other 1% (1)
(144)
X
(vi) Who respondents lived with.
- two parents 32% ( 50)
- one parent 23% ( 35)
- other family 8% (13)
- spouse/girlfriend 12% ( 18)
- friends 15% ( 23)
- alone 10% (16)
(155) .
._-,,.\_//
(vii) Were respondents supporting anvone.
- 1o 89% (139) \
- ves 11% (17)
(156)

Moving again 10 the second measurement evaluation stage, three out of thesc seven variabics

were unuscable in the present rescarch. Variable three, how oflen respondents got together

with family, was not employable. Here respondents who stated that they lived at home were

the primary problem. Where could one place this large block of respondents in terms of the

three other response categories? Independent of the fact that they lived at home, did they get

together with their family never/rarely, occasionally or often? Simply living at home was not

deemed to be sufficient reason to decide that respondents got together often With family *°

** A reading of the transcripts indicates the validity of this decision. For example,



Without this large block of espondents this variable had too few cases for analysis.

Variable four has basically the same problem as variable seven. For variable four
virtually all respondents reported %t they got together often with their friends (N=124),
Whereas for variable seven the vast majority of respondents were not supporting anyvone
’ (N=139). The problem of lack of variation thus makes these two variables non-amenable to
data analysis.

Four ailachmenl measures remained for analysis. Given this number of variables (wo
methodological routes to data analysis exist. each with problems and limitations. On the one
hand we could simply 'include all four separate measures of attachment in lhc data analysis.
Yet this is cumbcrséme and increases the possibility of oblatining relationships between
variables duc to chance given the relatively large number of analyses to be done. *' A better
method would be to obtain a correlation matrix for these variables and to then combine
correlated items into a single index of attachment. 1 ‘ \

Prior 1o doing the Pearson correlations variable one (who respondents spent time
with) was coded into a four-category measure of attachment, namely: family/spouse, close
friends, friends and alone.*! In ascending order, each of these responses appeared to indicate
greater primary group interaction, on¢ dimension of which is attachment (c¢f. McGee,
1980:91). How respondents got aloné .wi[h family, variable two, was coded into a three-way
higher -lower attachment split as féllows: very well, 0.k., not very well. Variable five, who
respondents turned to with problems, was coded similarly to variable one. Who respondents
turned to with problems was split into two catcgories, again based tpon the degree of primary
group interaction. The higher primary group interaction category included the {following

Tesponses: parents, other family, bovfriend/girlfriend and close friends. The sccond somewhat

*“/(cont’d) respondent #049 lives at home, but states of his family life: "I was
-supposed to be kicked out the day I turned eighteen. 1 nearly got kicked out the
other day for a long distance phone call I didn't bother telling my folks about. I
get into some pretty good screamin’ fights with the old lady...".

“'There are four labour market based measures of commitment and four measures of
deviant behavior. Fach non-labour market measure of social control is, in chapter
seven, thus entered into sixteen analyses.

*? The varies category (6) was eliminated from analysis.
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lower primary interaction group on this dimension included: f riends, a counsellor, a
community agency, boss/employer/supervisor, other, no one and work it out by one self .
Variable six, who respondents lived with, was coded into four levels based upon a similar
primary group interaction criterion, namely: one/two parents. spouse, girl or boyvfriend; other -
family; friends; alone. ‘

Inter -item correlations were obtained for thesc four recoded attachment vaTiables,
Unfortunately, only two of the measures were correlated nighly enough 1o even be considered
as an index of attachment. These two variables were: who respondents spent time with and
how well respondents got along with their family. The correlation between these variables was
.2614, which was not overly high.** However, given the problems with using four separate
measures of attachment. and the fact that a multi-measure indicator is generally more relidble
and superior to a single item measure, we chose to utilize this two item index of attachment,
¢ The linal step was to obtain attachment index frequencies and to split these values irﬂo
higher-lower attachment, thereby creating the attachment measure utilized in subsequent data

analyses. With lower values indicating higher attachment. the attachment index frequencies

are: /

- 1.00 25% ( 40)

- 1.50 11% ( 17)

- 2.00 24% ( 37)

RS0 0% ( 32)

- 3.00 19% ( 30)

- 3.50 0% (1)
\ (157) -

Based upon this frequency distribution., it was deemed best to create the following

high-low attachment social control measure.

**Without listing the specific variables involved, the other Pearson r.values were
1742, .1551. .1584, 1612, and .2000. While a correlation of .2000 is not that much
lower4Qan .2614, we chose to go only with the latter highest correlation obtained.
*“The attachment index values were simply the mean value of respondents’ scores on
these two individual attachment measures, after they had[Been recoded for the
Pearson correlations described just previously. :
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iy attachmgnt - two ¥em index. N,
-1.00102.00  60% ( 94) = high s.c.
- 2.50 10 3.50 40% ( 63) = low s.c.
(157
0
C. Data Analysis .

The quantitative data from both the questionnaires and interviews will be examined

]
first, in order 10 answer the rescarch questions outlined previousiv . To reiterate oriefly the

v

central issue here is the relationship between out-of -school labous market based measures of

social control, cither by themselves or in conjunction with othe: social controls, and drppo{ns'
involvement in crime. Variation in the above relationship by sev age. type of ofl"encc as well
as measure of labour market integration utilized is also a major research cOnﬂc'c’rn. ‘
Descriptive statistics for the sample of dropouts shall be presented in chaptgy throc‘.'; ’
They provide a useful in-depth summary of important characteristics of Lhe' sample pri‘or}l;
moving to look at associations between variables. It is particularly imporiant to id'em.if)”anyfw

major characteristics of the sample which may affect. and/or explain, the resuljs obtained in «
. ' . Y

]

subsequent data analysis chapters, . s

%

In chapter four we evaluate the zero-order relationships between labour market based
r

social controls and crime and alcohol/drug use. Here we shall examine cross~1abulaLAions‘L
;

investigating, for example. such questions as whether being unemploved. employed paft-u'me
or full-time is associated with involvement in crim§. Duc (o the problem of small call Sizes, it
1S not possible 10 introduce control variables 1o analyvze the influence of factors such as sex,
age, family attachment, and so on.

In chapter five we look at variation in the labour market-crime, alcohol/drug use
relationship by sex and age using two-way analvsis of variance. Similarly, in chapter six we

cmploy ANOVA to look at variation in the labour marker-crime, alcohol/drug use

relationship by non-labour market social controls, hamely: general commitment, involvement



and attachment.

.Subsequem to this, in chapter seven, we move o a .qualitalivc analysis of the
dynamics of the out-of -school social com'npl of crime process (c¢f. Glaser and Straus, ]%7‘;
and Taylor, '1§83_ on analyzing quatitative d;ata ). In chapler eight We present our Qonclusion
to the present Lﬂgsis, One final concern requires comment. ‘

In this thesis, as in other rescarch into the causes of delinquency crime, the thorny
issue of wlfcther poor labour market integration causes crime or vice versa arises ((f.
Thornberry and Christenson, 1984). As Petersilia (1980:337) notes. i studies such as ours
which utilize non-longitudinal data 1t i~ extfemely difficult 1o esiablish causal relationships
(cf. Hirschi and Goutfredson, 1983, for an opposing view) . Qualitative information beaning
on the respondents’ perception of thiy issuc was available as all respondents were given ‘the
option, at the end of the in-person interview, of discussing their involvement in crime. I thes
did disclose such involvement they were probed by the interviewer as 1o whether poor }abour
market success, usually unemployment. had any causal impact on their criminal activity .

It was not felt, however, that these limited subjective daia were adequate to the sk
of addressing this very important, but’vcry troublesome, question. In all likelihood there are
reciprocal relations between labour market success and dcvi'ani behavior. This crucial Question
of causality was not the focus of the present rescarch and we dig not have the data 10 deal
with it. Nevertheless, we procede with analyvses that place labo;xr markcet mtegration in the
role of independent or causal variable.

Now that we have completed our discussion of sampling, measurement and datg
L]

analysis. let us present the descriptive statistics for the sample.

o~
9



! I11. Descriptive Statistics: Characteristics of Re

In thrs secuon many of the more rmportam background characterrsues of the sample
"+of dropouts (N= 162) are presented. These descriptive slatistics are presented for eight sets. of
variablcs of pnmary concern in the present analysis of the out-of-school criminal involvement

of dropouts.

-

A. Age and Sex
' Slightly more than half of the sample was male, i.e. 82 males and 80 females. The age

of the sample members ranged frém 15 to 27 at the time of mtervre“ wrth an average age for

-

both male and female respondents of. approumalel\ 20 vears. Approumalel» 52% of the

~

sample was between 15 and 19 vears of age, 39% was ‘between 20 and 23 and approxrmatelv

Y
8% was 23 10 26 years of age. The age distribution of males and females in the sa,mple was
I

[ h . »'

approxrmately equal.
’
B. Schooling \ o

- Reasons for Droppi'ng Out T

% .
=
As’can be seen from Tablé 4, the most requent type of primary*s reason responcrents
]

stated for leawng schoo] was school.related (54%). Thc two most common specific school 1
lrela[ed reasons were drslrked/haled schoo] generall» (12%) and ' getting kxcjced out of school'
(11%): ‘ . : M
‘ The second reason for early school lea\mg was personal/famifv/f rrends related (29%)
The most frequent reason for droppmﬂut of schoo] within this general category was
'problems living at home/ki€ked out of the house (15%). The third categorv of reasons was

\work/money related. The percentage of sample members in this Qategory was fairly small
( 15%) This is perha?s surprising, given the common: percepuon of dropouts as precocrons\

%

v ‘ . R ' B
¥ 12

v

'“The/frrst reason stated by respondents for. leavm&chool wag deemed to be |
primary .
- 65 .

e . -
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adopters of adult life styles, part ef4¥hich is employment. Finally, a very small percentage of

. P .
the sample (only 3%) reporte(ﬁh-school criminal/drug/alcohol involvement as the primary
' .

reason for- early school leav'ing. This provideg some support for treating crime/deviance as the
outcome, rather than the cause of labour market sifficulties (cf. I.S.R. &)78 :216).

Females were much more likely than males to report pereonal' reamm for leaving
school (Table 4; 40% and 19% , Tespectively), There were €10 notable dlffcrences between oldg..

€20 10 24 yrs.) and younger (16 10 19 yrs.) dropouts in terms of the primary reason f{or

{
' 4

leaving school. : '

»~ ’ ". | ST C
. - ” . i*_. R ' ‘
v & . TABLE 4

Respondems' Primary Recas#n For Leaving Schoek

. Total ‘

*« Reasons 7 Sample Male/Female " Older/Younger
School Related 54%(84) ' $8%(46)/49%(38) 485%(34)/59%(48)
Personal 29%(46) 19%(15)/4i%(31)  ~ '32%(23)/26 #(21)
Work/Money 15%(23) 19%(15)/710%( §) . ‘”(12)/12"(1())
Deviance 3%( 4) - %( 3)/ 1%( 1) il 207 2%( 2)

. ’ N
Towal (N) o Fasn o (79)/(78) N Y (71)/(81) |
. - . 1»@
Length of Time Out of School . -

- . N '
The mean length of time out of school for males and ferfales was alfost identical at
2.7 and 2.6 years, respectively. At the Lime of interview, 26% of the sample had been out of
school for up to 6 months; 16% had been out of school for 7 tg 12 months; 15% had been out

of school for 13 10 24 momhs 20% for 25 10 48 mom,hs and 24% for belween 49 and-96

.
months Thus there is quite a large Iange, apprmlmately equal for malgs and f emales in

-

dropout S length of time out of school &

*
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How Respondents Did in School
Twenty -five percent of the sample reported doing better than average in school,
whereas 39% reported. getting average grades. Only 35% of the sample reported doing boc.)rly in

school prior to dropping out. This sample of dropouts thus essentially conforms to dropouts

in general, in that the vast majority appear to have the intellectual capacrﬂ to complete high

school (cf. Elliot and Voss, 1974:15)

The majority of the sample members were, moreover, in the main academic stream
(63%). while the remainder had been in vocational/business programs. Fifty six percent#of the
' o .

sample did, however, report skipping school.a lot.

Highest Grade Finished.in School

From Téable 5 ilican: be seen that by far the m:ajority of respondents left school after
completing grade 9 to 11 (88%). Only 99 left after completing grade 7 or 8 and only 4% left
during grade 12. Females tended to s;ay‘in school lohger than males with more f )
makin'g it ‘12 the higher grades before dropping out; 40% of the females but om\ale‘? —; _“
completed g£ade 11. There were }wo somewhat fiotable differences between olier and yomlge.r .
dropouts in terms of highest grade finished in school. Younger dropouts were':more likely than

older (14% versus 1%) todrop out after completing only grade 8. Older respondents were,

however, erevlikely' than younger 10 drop out after completing.grade 10 (40% versus 27%).



; 68
. TABLE §
‘ ; ,
Highest Grade Respondent Finished In School
® Total ®
Sampie ‘ Male/Female Older/Younger
- N ' .
a
Grade 7 1%( 1) 1%( 1)/ - -/ 1%(01)
Grace 8§ 8%(12) 315 6%( 5)/ 9%( 1) 1%('1)/14%(11)
Grade 9 23%(35) 0%(23)/16%(12) 23%(17)/22%(18)
Grade 10 33%(51) 15Ge(27)/32%(24) 40%(29)/27%(22)
Grade 11 2%(49) 695 25519 )/40%(30) 325.(23)/325(26)
Grade 12 4% 6) 450 3)/ 4% ) 4% 3)7 4% 3)
. 'e"(,/
Total (N) (154) (78)M 76) (13)7(81)
g ‘ ’ 'b’
}'; . L.
»

C. Einployment

Current Emplgyment Status*

At the time of interview 53% of the _§ar1;plc was unemploved; 30% Wals employed
full-time angg}7% of the sample had part-time jobs (Table 6). Fc(rty three percent of females
in the sampie :cre unemployed at time of intervicw as compared 10 63% of the males. Given
the non-random nature of this sample, the gender differgnces in unem\ployment should not be

generali{,cd to the population of high school dropdﬁls. There were no notable differences

ounger and older sample members in terms Wployed, fullj)r

betw

part-timg) or unemployed at theflime of interview. - .
. A . ‘ . . 4
/ — *
- -
w

®

»
““See Appendix IV for descriptive statistics on the individual labour market variables,
presented separately for réspondents currentlycg'n- loyed and unemployed at time of
. ]

interview. - e ¥
_ &' .

¢ o

ON
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LE 6
Respondents' Current Employment Status '
Total
Sample Male/Female Older/Younger W
Employed Full-time 30%(43) 23%(19)/36%(29) 3%(25)/27%(22)
* Employed Part-1ime %(28) 13%(11)/21%(17) 6%(12)720%(16)
Unemployed ) 3 0{86) 63%(52)/43%(34) 51, (35)/54%(44)
Total (N) . (162) (82)7(80) (15)7(82)

-

Total Number of Months Unemployed
" oy " -
A "total number of months of unemployment” measure was created by combinihg ‘

three variables; (i) months of previous unemployment gxperienced by currently unemployed
dropouts, (ii) mor"t of cutrent unemployment experienced by unemployed respondents, and

Y

e . ,
(1ii) the total number o6f months of unempleyfent previously experienced by those

respondents currently employed ’ * . ’ . v
-

“&om Table 7 it\can be seen that 41% df the toral sample reporled experiencing up to

B
A

e
6 momhs‘of total unemploy mem Tw!my erght percem reported between 7 and 12 months of

total unemployment, while 31% reported having experrenced Over a year- of total
®
unemploymem There were no notablgdrfferences between mgles and females in terms of

total number of months of imemploymen s

——

Younger dropouts, however, were approximal?:ﬁ twice as likely as those oldgr to

aIVA L
reporr having experienced up 10 6 months of total unemploymcm (5%% and 28/(;, : )

»

respecuvely) Older respondems on the other hand, were much more likely to- report having

experrenced Lver a year of total unemployment (45% and ?6% respectively). This latter
pattern no doubt results! in large part, from thg longer time period in the labour market for s

. . o
ol espondents. . .

Y * « RS v

Cea



TABLE 7 ‘ v
, o Res’dents' Total Number of Months Unemployed ’
Total ' . ‘
Months Sample . Male/Female Older/Younge: *
. " N [ 4
0-6 months 41%(54) 44%(31)/38%(23) 28%(18)/55%( 34)
7-12 months T 28%(37) 129%(20)/28%(17) 28%(18)/29%(18)
13(+) months 31%(40) ‘ 21%(19)/34%(21) ' 45%(29)/165% (10) .
(131) oy (65)/662)
o '

% ]

WJobs Held

A "length of jobs held” variable was created by combining the information on this

labour market experience which had been colleci® separalél_\' from employed anfh!mplqyed
a

dropouts. As can be seen from Table §, 46% of the total sample reported having had only

* o short-term jobs (2-3 months). Fifty-four percent of the sample reported having had at least
13

some long-term jobs since leaving school. *7 . "d

g

While the male-female difference in terms of length of jobs held was not large, gnales

were somewhal more likely to report having had only short -term jobs (51% and 40%

¥

Iespecuve]y) Conversely, females were more lxke]l) reporl having had at least some
long-term jobs (60% and 49%, respectively). There were major differences, however, between
older and younger respondents in terms of ;he length of jobs hgld. Younger respondems were

more than twice as hkel\ as older respondcnts to repoft having had only short -term jobs (66%
"
and 30%. respectively). Older respondents were, on the other hand twice as likely to report

having had at least some long-term jobs previously.

This greater propensity for younger respondents to report having had 6nly short-jerm

-

jobs likely results, in part, from their more limited tife in the labour market than o{def

respondents. However, it rhz_:y alsp be due-to dete’tiorﬁted‘lgpoanarkgt prospects;f or younge}
L ‘ i A T :
A small humber of respondents reported having had odly long term jobs

previously. The number of cases was, however, too small to construct a third
long-term jobs category for analysis.
-
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_dropouts and indeed youth t' general which: which this younger conould have
'ex'pencgced (cf Hnlls and Reubens; 1984 310). O

N
. . .
P ¥ ) . A
TABLE 8 o
» - .
«f  Respondents' Length of Jobs l-ﬁd
) ' .
Total nov R ) ’ ‘ _
Length - Sample - Male/Female . Older/Younger »
. :;Ljn A P
L . [ €, ,
! "‘ " . A ; ‘ ”
Short (2-3 months) %60 | Vak(24) L 30%(21)/66%(38)
Short-Long (4+ months)  54%(70) ‘ 9% 34)760% (36) .' ww)@a,‘w;‘d” v\
Total (N) (130) = ' (70)/(6()) - : (70)/(-58)
Number of Jobs Held o .
> .
A "number of jobs held" vagiable was created by combining data on ‘the number of
jobs helg p’revious]_v by uné'mployed respondents and the number of jobs held by currently
employ pondedTs. JThese data are presented in Table 9. As can be seen, 54% of the .

sample reported havmg up to 3 jobs since leaving schoq}, whijg 46% of the sample reported

.

having had 4 or ,more jobs.

thlepl overly large, there were some male-female differences in terms of number

of jobs heldn«lv percent of females, but onlym ‘ nsamﬁle reported havmg

had up to 3 _1obs. Males were, conversely, more likely to repcm having had more Jobs than
3
females (51% and 40%, respectively, reporting 4 or mgore). Younger respondents were also

more likely than older to report havm@had up lo 3 J&?SY?% and 41%, respecuvel.y) while

a P -

P
older respondems reported having had a greater num jobs than younger (59% and 2%‘

respecuvely reportmg 4 or mq,rq)

L“FS
A N : 4

v
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relatively low-paying, dead-end jobs in the sales, service and manufacturmg/construcuon

sector. While there was quite a wide range of specmc yobs held ‘within this eﬁsenuaﬂ\
vy

‘marginal work world**, there was a significant concentration in the sales cléiﬁ(‘bod s;rwces

3
employment area. Thirty seven percent of currently unemployed *onden[s Lcﬁor!éd.tuvmg

worked in these areas.

Of those sample members who reported being curremlv emplo

47% ( 35),\sere emploved

work, which here included Bgnk tellers ( N=5). The rest of the sample had jobs which varied

Board, 1983) the Jobc held previously by qurrently unemployed dropouts were pnmarxly

widely (cab driver, cooks helper; unskilled labour, etc.), y*ach was essentially flow

A oo, ™

A ’w.‘

,4

Wi

full orw ume

in sales/food services. An additional 10% (7) were doir_xg clerical

£

b 4

i

- »

]

-

‘ paying, n;arginal job. So thete was thus little difference in the types of jobs done by cwrzently

unemployed and employed sample members.

D. General Commitment

[

®See Krahn and Lowe (1988) for an'exphcauon of labour market segmemauon

theory- and research.

¢

v -
i

)
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‘ " TABLEY
’ Respondents' Number of Jobs 'Y
\_;{ gy ‘ Total / , :
’ ' « Number, Sample Male/Female QOlder/Younger
! . b i ’ !
1-3 jobs 4%(72) 49%(35)/60%(37) (28)/67%(43)
g 40+) pobs 46 %(61) S1:.€36) /40%(25) 50‘:(«»/33 (21) .
" N i “"
‘ .-
Total (N) (133) (71)/(62) (68)/(64) ’ {4
> ) o
Type of Job Held . ' ‘ o
P : ’ B ﬁ'f" wr B )
“ As ’uh Erewous rescarcl}( on the employmenl of dropquts (I-dn‘rd'mon Public Schogk ?{

.
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-
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Family Financial Status . .

As seen from Table 10, only 14% of the dx:opout sample reported their family's
" . 3

financial status to be either somewhat below average or at the poverty level; 52% reported that

their family was of average financial slatu’-d 34% reported that their family was either

sgmewhat above average or wealthy. There were no male-female differences in Qrted *

v -

» family financial status. Younger respondents, howevet, were slightly more likely than older to

- . .
report having above average/wealthy families (0% and 28%, respectively). There were no
R . .

major differences iwhe f am‘ inancial stau‘:pomg"by sample members with full-tjme,
* ‘ ‘ X

3
. . b
part-lime or no current employment. X
&b
.
. ) TABLE 10
: Respondents Family Financial St2wus
-
Total -
Sample Male /Female Older/Younger Full-time/Part-time/No Job
. Poverty level/
somewhat bejow
average 14%(22) 13%(10)/714%(12) 19%(14)/10%( 8) 11%( 5)/11%( 3)/17%(14)
Average 52%(81) 53%(41)/11%(40) 53%(40)/51%(41) 55%(26)/54%(15)/5()‘27(40)
Somewhat above '
average/wealthy 34%(53) ;/)7\%(27)/33%(26) 28%(21)/40%(32) 34%(16)/36%410)/33%(27)
AN
ey?
Total (N) (1%6) (7§)/7(78) (65)/(79)_ (47)7(28)/(81)
. | - \ )
Whom Was the Respondent Living With
4

Table 11 reveals that, 10% of the sample members were living alone at the time of *
. . - ¢

-

interview; 55% were living with either one or both parents, ang, 35% were living with either a
family member other than parents, a spouse/partner or with friends. The vast majority of
A A p ,'

" respondents may thus have had access to some potentially important social supports.

-
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There were few male-female differences in whom the respondent was living with,
except that females were slightly more likely to live with a non-parent family member,
spouse/partner or with fricnds. As we wquld expect, younger sample members (69%) were
much more likely than older (40%)to repoﬁ living with one/both parent(s). Older sample
members were not more likely to live alone but were more likely (52% to 18%) to live with a
ffa]-parcm family member, a spoixse/parmer, or with friends. Therc were no notable

differences in whofl the respondent was living with by current emplovment status, except that

those emploved full-time were less likelv to be living alone.

2
. ’ “ )
TABLE 1 . N :
A Whom Respondents Lived With .
¢ .
Toual \ :
Sample Male/Female Older/Younger Fuil-ume/Part-time/No Job
NN\ . 4
Alone 10%(16) G0 9A0% 7y B8 6)/13%(10) 4%( 2)/715%( 4)/713%(10)
. o “
One/both . m a
parcnm $5%(8S) 58%(47)/51%(38) . 40%(29)/69%(53) S8%(26)/52%(14)/545%(43)
Other family/ _ N\
spouse‘/fn!ds 35%(54) 319(25)740%(29) $2%(38)/18%(14) 38%(18)/33%( 9)/34%(27)
Total (N) (1559 . (81)7(74) (3)/(77) (45)/(27)/(80)
Y V *
* Spouse includes living common-law with girl/boy friend. .
.- \ . -
* . ‘ hd
x N O
Help From Family -

Only 14% of .the sample reporgztd that '_heﬁid not receive any help from their family;
" 34% of the sample reported that they received moral support/advice from their family, while
52%, the majority of the sample, reported receiving financial help/jobs from their family
(Table IZ\Khere were few differences in the famxly help reported by males and females,

except that f Jmales were slightly more likely to réport receiving moral suppon/advnce from
L
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e} ‘ .
their f amily".‘There were no notable differences in the family help reported by younger and
older sample members. Those sample members with no current employment, however,

»
reported much less moral support/advice from their family than those respondents with either

a full or part-time job (25%, 44% and 45%, respectively).

On the other hand, sample memberé with less labour market success were more likely
1o reporl financial help f‘rom.the family (full-time job, 44%; part-time job. 50%; and no job,
58% reported family fm‘lal help). The fact that 44% of full-time emploved dropouts
received financial help is fairly surprising. However, as noted -previously, these dropouts were

generally Working in low paving, dead-end jobs and may not have been able 1o make ends

mect economically without help.

-5
TABLE 12
Help From Family
. [ .o,
. . Total » i
Sample M¥le/Fentaic Older/Younger Full-ume/Parc-ume/No Job
- o S A W :
o ; .
They do not 14%(18) 16%(11)/12%( 7) 16%(10)/13 c{ &) 1260 5)7 5%0°1)717%(12)
Agvice/ )
moral support © 34%(44) 3% (21)/38%(23) 36%(23)732%(20) 44%(18)/45%4 9)/25%(17)
' ’
Financial help 52%(68) \4‘7((38)/50 c(30) 48% (317565 (35 R - 445%(18)/50%(10)/58%.(40)
- - . ‘
Total (N) (130) ()7 (60) (69 /(63 1 (41)/(20)7(69)
‘ ] L 4 ‘ \

Respondents' Financial Status
4

. ¥

U
Table 13 presents data on respondents’ financial status. Very ew sample respondents

-~

(7%) reported usually having mor.e money thanythey needed. j‘he majority (65%) wowever,
reported usually having enough money to get by. A moderate percentage (28%) of sample"

members, nonethelcess, reported that they were usually short of money.
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There were no notable differences in the financial status of male and female

76

respondents, and little difference between younger and older sample members in terms of their

financial status at time of imervic\yg Not surprisingly, those respondents currently
“unemployed were much more likely thah either part or full-time employed respondents to
report being usually short of money (38%, 22% and 15%, respectively). Still, a significant

»

proportion of those respondents without a current job did report usually having enough

money to get by (60%). Other factors, such as unemployment insurance payvments and/or

parental help, may be crucial for differentiating those sample members who get by .

economically from those who cannot,

N

V4 - ‘
TABLE ]3 .
y . i
Respondents' Finantial Status *:
- “»
Total
Sample Male/Female OlderYainger Full-ume/Part-time/Ne Job s
AN Y
More money ! ) - T
than needed 7%(10) 6%( S)/ %( 5) B 6)/ ST ( 4) Yo17% 8y ¢ 2) .
Enough money 63%(101)  62%(48)769%(53) 64% (48)/66(53) 67%(31)/78%(21)/60% (49)
4 ]
st of money 28%(44)  32%(25)/725%(19) 28%(21)729%(23) 1560 7)/225%( 6)/38%(31)
jﬁ \
. &
Total (N} (135) (78)/(°7) (73)/(80) (46)/(27)7(8)
\
. ~ A . ™
What Did Respgndents Live On

* \Q . ]
 Table 14 shows that one-half (49%) of the sample teporwed that they lived

primarily** on their emplqyn@m ea’.rnmgs,w 23% .reporledx\thﬁt %dep:;fled’ prlma:‘ﬂ\ on

15t s .
their ,famlly for tbﬂv' R . 1 ﬂrx;q%'srbon their -

KU E SO
; v,, ptknanlv on socfhl

“The first source of livelihood' reported by resppndems was deerged to be the
primary source. ‘ .

**This employment earnings category mcludes 5% (7) of samplc respondents who
reported living, primarily on savings and other sources of income.

‘.
Lo
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welfare, such as unemploy. m!lm welfare ,and/or training allowances/loans.

A

There webe no rences between males and females in terms of their

e
Teported primary source d. Yoﬁnger sample membcrs were, howcver more likely

than older to report Hv
respondents were mo

4

Anroximaﬁy 78% of those sample members currently emploved, {ull afd pari-time,

rily off of their fémily (29% and 16%, respectively ). Older
than younger to report living primarily on social welfare (33%
L

and 24%, respective )

reported living primarily from their work. Alicrnatively, 6% of those with full-time jobs. 11%
of thosc with part-time jobs an8 36% of those with no current job rcp(;ru;d living primarily
on support from their family". Eleven percent of sample members employed part -time and
40% of those respondents with no current job reported living primarily on social welfare
benefits (i.c. unemployment insurance, welfare, training allowances, etc.). However. 17% of
-

the sample members currently employed full-time alse reported living pMmarily on social

welfare benefits. including employment tr3ining allowances.

TABLE 14
4 .
What Did Respondents Live On
Total
Sample Male/Female Older/Younger Full-time/Part- time/No Joh
- A —————
Emplovmen:
earnings ®  49%(77) 48%(38)751%(39) S1G(37) /74703 "9 (36)/785%(21)/24%(20)
Farmily /friends 23%(36) 21%(17) 7251wy 10%(12).729%(23) 60! 3)/11‘{% 3)/7365% (30
\
\~
* Social we'fare 28%(44) 31%(25)/725%(19) 33 (247245 (19) 17% 8)/711%( 3)/7405%(33)
‘_,f‘y, ’ - < o 'S‘. Ka R 4

Towl (N) . (157) (80)/(77) VA9 @A



Has the Respondent Had to Cut Back on Anything
’

Table 15 reveals that, 31% of the sample reported lhgl they had not had to cut back

on anything during their recent period of anploymenl/uncmploy'rjent.4 But 18% of the samplc
-

reported that they had to cut back on money spenit ‘on food/clothes/shelter. while 33%

reported that they had cut back on socializing with friends or entertainment. A further 16%

reported cut-backs on less essenuial things such as, a car, tebacco, drugs or alcohol.

Females were more likely than males to report having to cut bk mongy spent on
food/¢lothes/shelter (30% and 7%. respectively).* Males were, however, more likely than
females 10 report having cut-back on (i) socialzing/entertainment and (i) on a car and ~
. lobacco/drugs/alcohol.

There were very lew differences of note between vounger and older rcsp?ndcnts,
except that youngcrvrespondcnls were morce likely to report having cul back on a car and
tobacco/drugs/alcohol. Sample members currently employed full-time were better off than
cither those respondents emploved part-time or currently unemployed, as 50%, 22% and 23%.
respectively, reported not having to cui-back on anything during their recent period in the
labour market. Still. a full 50% of respondents currently emploved full-time did report having
lo cut-back on what arc, to some extent, basic necessities in life, such as food and
socializing/entertainment, as well as owaing a car.:

There were only minimal differences between respondents emploved full-time,
part-ume andvunemﬁloycd in terms of their rcported:}t\t-backs on (1) food/clothes/shelter
and (ii) a caf-/mbacco/qrugs/alco;uol as an average of around 17% df each group reported

d

cutting back on both. However, those respondents currently with no job or employed

- \
. ’ L]
. » “
“'This food/clothes/shelter response category idcludes cut-backs on both basic and -
expensive food/clothes and can not stricfly be viewed as some measure of "absolute
pe i . .
poverty”. . PR |

**We must note here. that 21% (9) of respondents currently, emplofed full:time ‘
reported recently having to cut-back on socializing/entertainment. Somepart of _this *
cut-back is likely due to the fact that, while working full-tirhe, reSpondents do not
have enough time, as opposgd to morfey, to sdcialize/entertain. T’anscrip1§ indicate
that employed respondents complained about having less time to spend with their
friends after becoming employed. : ' 5

»

-



part-time were much more likely than respondents employed full-time to report having to cut

o]

back on socializing/entertainment (38%, 39% and 21%, respectively).

-

TABLE 15

Have Respondents Had 10 Cut Back on Anything

Toual

Sampble Male/Female Wlder/Younger Full-time/Pari -time/Ne Job
No nothing 31%(44) 29%(22)/335%(22) 34”&(23)/27‘7{,(1‘)): SO%(21)/22% ¢ §)723%(18)
Food/clothes/
shelter 18%(23) Tl 5)/73050(20) 195013)/17%(12) 145 6)/22%( 3)/718% (1)
Socialhizing/ : -
entertainment 33G(47) 39%(29)/27%(18) 334(22)/33%(23) 21% 9)739%( 9)/38%(29)
Car/lobacco/ .
drugs/alcohol 18%(26) 23:(19)710%( 7) 13%( 9)723%(16) 14% 6)/17%( 4)/21%(16)

Total (N) (142) (75))\(6\7) . (67)/(7) (429/(23)7(77)

E. Attachment

How Respondents Got Along With Family

]

g

A minority (17%) of the samplc reported that they did not get along very well with

their family (Table 16). The majority did, however, report cither getting along OK, or écuing

along very well with their familv (40% and 43%. respectively). There were no appreciable

male-female differences in the extent to which sample members reported getling along with

their family.

. Older sample members were, on the other hand, more likely than younger to report

getting along very weh with their family and less likely to report just getting along OK with

their family. Sample members currently unemploved were more likely than those employed

either full-time or part-time to report not getting along very well with their family (23%

o~

s

J

oo

x



ver§' 12% and 8%. re'sbectivdy). . - . | I

Sample mcmbgrs‘ currenfl,v embloyed part- time were rr;ost likely to report getting

- along OK with their family (58% versus 33% of recponden,ts curremly employed fu}L time and

% of respondents uncmploied) Respondems employved tull time W were most likely to report

getling along ver,\ well with their family, with 56% of this group domg s0, as opposed to only’
33% of . respondents employed part-time and 38/o'of respondents currently unemploved Thete

\ would thus appear 10 be some form of positive rclanonshlfp between this measure of labour

market success and respondents’ ability to get along with-their family. .

- TABLE 16

How Respondents Got Along With Family

. s -
Total . .
Sample Male/Female Oider/Younger Fuli-ume/Part- ume/Ne Job
. : , s
Not very well 17%(23) 13%(10)/ 21%(15) 14%( 9)/718%(14) 12%( 5)/ 8%( 2)/23%(18)
OK AN%(59) 41%(31)/39%(28) 34%(22)/46%(36) 33%(14)/58%(14) /395 (31)
Very well . 43%(62) 45%(34)/39%(28) 32%(33)/36%(28) 56%(24)/33%( 8)/38%_(30)
' ’
Total (N) (146) (75)y7(71) (64)7(78) (43)7024)/7(79)

¢

How Often Respondents Got Together With Family

As indicated in Table 17, 29% of the safnple m‘e-mbcrs reported that they never/"f‘arel?k
got logethcr with their famll) 23% reported that they got together occasnonally with their
family, whereas 24% reported 1hat theyv got Logethcr often with their family. ’;‘ Male
respondents were more likely ihan females to report never/rarely gening.logetherwith their
family (36% versus'21%). Femalés, on the other hand, were more likely {0 report getting
together often with their family (53% ve:rsus 44%) .

While the low number of cases necessitates caution, the data in Table 17 indicate that

part-time eniployg:d respondents were less likely to get 1ogethef ‘never/rarely with their family.

“Fifty one percent (75) of the total sample reported that they lived at home and
were not included in the analysis. .
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Conversely they were more likely than full-time or unemployed respondents to report getting
together occasionally with their family (50% versus 19% amd 18%, respectively),

Approximately half of the respondents in each emp_loyment category reported getting together

often with their family. L -
_ TABLE 17, ' ‘
How Often Respondents Got Together With Family
Total

* Sub-Sample Male/Female Older/Younger Fuli-uime/Part-uime/Ne Job
Never/rarel 29%(21) 36%(14)/21%( 1) 3N5(14)/37% (7 33%( 7)/ 8%( 1)/33%(13)
Occastonally MWR(17)  21%( §)/27%(.9) 20%€ 9)/27%( 7) 19%( 4)/50%( 6)/18%( 7}
Often 48%(35)  44%(17)/53%(18) 495(22)/46% (12) 48% (10)/42%( S)/50%(20)

Total (N) (73) ©(34)/(29) (45)7(26) (21)/7(12)/7(4)

How Oftcn Respondents Got Together With Fr%ends

The vast majority of sample members (91%) reported that they got together with their
friends of_l_en. Only 9% of respon\dems reported that they got togéther with their friends only
occasionally. There Were essentially ﬁo male-female differentes, and very few agc’ or
employment status differences in terms of reported frequency of interaction with friends.

¢

Whom Respondents Spent Time With

Only 8% of the sample members reported that they spent most of their time alone
(‘Table 18) Thirty-six percent of respondents reported that they spent most of their time with
their family/spduse, 52“/’0 of respondents reported that they spent their time mostly with
friends/close friends,' while 4% ’ d that whom they spent their time with varied. .

There were no major m!f emale differences in whom sample members reported

spending time with. However, females were slightly more likely to report spending time mostly

with their family, while males were slightly more likely to report spending time mostly with
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 their friends/close friends (41% versu's- 32% and 48% versus 56%). Thc;sé results conform to
- traditional sex-role patterns which i;xdicalc fi emale“s,té be more under ‘thc mf‘ luencc/supervision
of family than ~males. - . |

There were major diff efences Ectween older and youngef sample members in terms of
whom they spent their time with. Net surprisingly, older sample members were more likely
than younger to report that they spent their time with their family/spouse (54% and 19%,
respectively). Younges sample members were more likelv than older to repor_l spending time
primari]y‘wilh friends/closé friends (67% and 39%, respectively). :

Currently une.mp‘loyed respondents were much less likely than respondents employed
either fu” or part-lime to report spending time primarily with their familv/spouse and much
more likely than either of these two latter groups to report spending time primarily with their
friends. If one uses this question about social interaction as a measure of potential sources of

social support, it would appear that very few sample members are severely disadvantaged in

this respect.

TABLE 18
Whom Respondents Spent Time With

Total

Sample Male/Femule Older/Younger Full-time/Pari-uime/No Job

Alone 8H11)  7%( S/ 9%( o) 5%( 3)/ 8%( 6) 0% 4) - 7 9%(7)

Family/spouse 36%(51) 32%(23)/415:(28) S4%(36)/19%(14) 45‘2(1%/44%(11)/28“70(21)

Friends S2%(74) $65(41 )748%(33) . 39%(26)/67%(48) 43%(18)/40%(10)/61%(46)

Varnes . 4510 6) 6%( )/ 3%(2) 3%( 2)/ 6%( 4) 2% 1)/16%( 4)/ 1%( 1)
Total (N) (142) (73)7(69) (67)/(72) (42)/(25)/(75)

Whom Respondents Turned to With Problems
From Table 19 it can be seen that relatively few respondents (only 7%) reported that

they turned to no one, or worked things out by themselves, when they had problems. The
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‘majority of sample members (54%) stated that they turned totheir friends (general
friends/boy -girl f ricnds/ciose friends) when fhey have problems. A further 35% reported that
they turned to pa.rems/f zimily wﬁen they have problems. Very few sz\ample members reported
that they turned to relatively formal sources of advice/support, such as community service
agency workers or their employer when they had‘problems.

Males in the sample were slightly more likelyv than females to report that they turned
1o no one when they had problems. Females, on the.other hand,_ were more likelv than males
to report that they turned to their friends when they had problems (60% and 47%.
respectively ¥. There were few differences between older and younger sample members, except
that vounger re'spondents were slightly more likely to report turning to relatively formal

sources of help when confronted by problems. There were also no notable differences in

whom respondents turned to with problems by current employment status.

TABLE 19

Whom Respondents Turned to With Problems

Total

Sample, - Male/Female Older/Younger Full-time/Part-time/No Job
No one ' 6%( 9) 9%( 7)/ 3%( 2) 8%l 5)/ 4% 3) . 4% 2)/ T%( 2) TR( S)
Friends’ S4%(77) 47%(36)/60%(41 ) S6%(37)/51%(38) 55%(26)/57%(161/31%(35)
Family 35%(50) 36%(27)/34%(23) 35%(23)/25%(26) 34%(16)/36%(10)/35%(24)
Emplover/
Counsellor 6% 8) 8%( 61/ 3%( 2) 2%( 1)/10%( 7) 6%( 3y - /7% 5)

Total (N) . (144) (76)/(68) (66)/(74) (47)/(28)7(69)

Was the Respondent Supporting Anyone

Eleven percent of the sample members reported they were supporting at least one
vot‘her person. Females (17%) were more likely than males (5%) to say they had a dependent.
Older réspondems were also more likely than younger to report supporting another person

. /
(18% and 5%, respectively). There were no notable differences by current employment status.
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F. Involvement in Conventional Activities

L3

Primary Things Respondents Did With Their Friends ‘ | .

Primary activities that respondents engaged in with their friends were grouped. as
discussed previously, into higher and lower conventional activi‘Lies. Activities included as
higher conventional were talk/visit with friends. watch TV/movies, games/hobbies and sports.
On the other hand, partying, going 1o bars, doing drugs. dojng nothﬁg and hanging out in
malls were deemed much less likely than the former activities 1o reduce the risk of
involvement in criminal behavior. These latter activities can thus be icrmed Tunconventional.
Overall, the sample was split fiftv-fifty in terms of primary activities engaged in with friends.
Males, however, were slightly more likely than females to report that the primary things they
did with their friends were unconventional (57% (39) and 42% (28). respectivelv). There were
no notable differences by age or current employment status in the primary activities

respondents engaged in with their {riends.

Respondents' Membership in Clubs/Groups

‘ An analysis of Table 20 reveals that 20% of the sample members reported that they
did belong to organized clubs/groups. Males (27%) in the sample were somewhat more likely
than females (13%) to report bcldnging' to groups/clubs. There were no notable dif ferences
between older and younger sample men@c\rsjn this area. On the other hand, parl-tiﬁe
employed respondents were a little less likely than either full-time cmploved or unemploved

respondents to report involvement in organized clubs/groups.

Respondents' Participation in Sports

A much greater percentage of the sample reported participation in sports (58%) than
involvement in clubs/groups (Table 20). There were essentially no differences between
male-female and older-younger sémple members iﬁ terms of reported involvement in sports.
Part-time employed respondents were, however, mére likely than either full-time employed or

unemployed respondents to report participation in sports (79%, 57% and 51%, respectively).



Respondents' Involvement With Hobbles " i ‘
Data in Table 20 also indicate that a large percentage (60%) of the sample reported

that they had hobbies, but females (67%) were more lil‘(cly than males (54%) to indicate this.

There were no ﬁotable diff ercncés between older and younger sample members. ngcvcr.

full-time emploved respondents were more likely than either part-time emploved or

unemployed respondents to report having hobbies (71%. 50% and 56%. respectively).

. Respondents' Volunteer/Community Work

As can be seen in Table 20, a moderate percentdge of the sample members (30%)
reported that they ciid some volunteer/community work. ** Females in the sample and older
respondents were more likely than males and younger respondents, tespectively, to report
being voluntarily engaged in voluntecr/community work. The greatest percentage differences
between sample ﬁembcrs reporting involvement - volunteer/community work, howevcr,
existed for part-time as opposed to full-time employed or unemploved respondents. Forty six
percent of part-time employed but only 23% of full-time employed and 29% of unemploved

respondents reported doing volunteer/community work.

ssAn additional 3% (4) of the sample, all males, reported that they had recently
done voluntesr/community work, but that this was prompted by a court order
subsequent to a criminal conviction.
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‘ TABLE 20
- " Respondents Involverent in Conventional Activities- . .
Total
Sample Malc/chale ~ Older/Younger Full-ume/Punt nme/No Job
' N

Club Groups : a
(V145) 206 (M) 27%(201/13%(10) 19513/ 225%(17) L% 1N /1550 $3721% o6)
Sports
(V1do) MROGAEY) S48/ 565 (3% 60 (41) 75047 (40) 870 (24)7795(19) 5160 (40)
Hobbies
{V147) U (8 S457(41)7675.(41) 64°0040) /9% (41) TN /S05010) /3% (41)
Volunteer/
Community . ~
Work (V14K) W% (45) 25%(19)/36%(26) WT{28)/26%(19) 23%(11)/7465%(13)729%(21)

How Activities Changed Since ¢ Employed/Unemployed

df those sample members curfremly emploved full or part-time, 9% reported that
their activities changed for the worse once they obtained their present emplovment and 19%
reported little change in activities after finding their present job (Table 21). Just over one
quarter of these respondents (28%) reported any clear improvement in their activities once
they found their current job.

From Table 21 it can also be seen that 29% of the currently uncmployed reported that
their activities changed for the worse during their present period of unemployment;27%
reported little change, while 14% reported that their activities changed for the better after they
lost wheir-previous jobs. Thus, getting or losing a job does not fnake all that much difference
to the activities é)f many dropouts. As we have scen, most of the jobs held by dropouts are

somewhat marginal jobs. Hence, the presence or absence of a job may not make much of a

difference.



TABLE 21

How Activities Changed When Respondents Became Currently Employed/Unemployed v

F-mploved Unemploved

Tog! Sub-Sample Total Sub bample
Worse i 6) ‘ 2%.(18)
Little change 19¢1)) - \ 21%(17)
Better 2RG(19) 4% 9)
Change, not speaified 45503 W (19)

(;. Respondents Crime and Alcohol/Drug Involvement

Criminal Involvement - Specific Crimes
Table 22 reveals that, a sizcable nunonty of respondents (31%) admitted tw being
questioned by police as a suspect for some crime in the vear prior to being interviewed.
Twenty three percent of the sample of dropouts reported being convicted of a non-traffic
crime 1n the same time period. Table 22 also reveals that the frequency of involvement in
crime varies with the relative seriousness of the offence. The lowest reported frequency of
criminal involvement was 7%, for using ph;'sical force to get money. The frequency of
involvement in the offence 'attacked someone with a weapon' was similarly low at 13%. As
one moves away from these more serious violent offences to thosc relatively less serious, the
frequency of invoivement by dropouts generally increases. For example: 'take something
worth less than 50 dollars’ — 19%; 'got into a fight just for fun’ — 21%; and 'sold marijuana
or other drugs' — 24%. The offence reported most often among these dropouts was '1akcn.
something from a store’, with 26% admitting to this offence in the past year.

In addition Table 22 shows that, few dropouts were repcatedly engaged in (more than
/

three btirhes) these specific crimes. Only two percent of the dropouts admitted to frequently

A1l subsequent references to the frequency of criminal and alcohol/drug involvement
by dropouts are for this one year time period.
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\
using physical force to get money; only 5% reported repeatedly t¥king something more/less

than 30 dollars, or attacking someonc with a weapon. Few sample members, moreover,
reported frequent convictions for non-traffic crime (4%).

While still not drastically high, the main exceptions 10 this lack of repeated
involvement in these specific crimes are selling marijuana or other drugs (17%), and taking
something from a store, or s;hoplll.lmg (13%). Shoplifting and sclling marijuana were thus not
only the most common offences engaged in by dropouts, but were also the most repeatediy
engaged in offences. These are both essentially econormically oriented cnmes, which could be
influenced by poor labour market integration. ** One nia) thus observe a stronger relationship
betwegn poor labour market integration and these type of crimes than with violent crime  As

the data presented 1in Table 23 on total crime. property and violent crime indices indicates,

there 1s some evidence for this assertion in the present studh

"~

*This is not 10 say that violent crimes could not be related to poor labour market
integration, but only that the relationship may not be as strong. For a state of the
art review of the relationship between ‘he economy and social pathology, including
crime, see Horwitz (1984).
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TABLE 22

, ‘Drapouls' Involvement in Crime

e e e e e il it e e g
3 o1 moie
YES Lmes
Been quesnoned b guhu' an suspedt LR AT ()
RBeen conmvicted of non traffie cnime Ny 4% )
) .
Broken into a bulding o car ! HA RS RN
i} .
Taken something fiom o store } M W (1)
’ dl NS
Sold maruang or ther Jruge T MR 3
\ N ) 1
Used phvsical foree to get mones b o0 b
\ .
Altached someone with o weapor FR N NCR)
. \ . R .
Got tnto o tight gust for tu BRI K02
0" ) . i
Damaged o destroved properiy ! i () Sa 0
] . o -
Taken somethmyg worth dess tnan S ! Py ST
Al . . -
Faken something worth more thar S50 I 190l St
P \ 1
S oproperty onme, = oviolent cnmeand s ancon cnme

Criminal Involvement - Crime Indices

Table 23 presents summary ndices of dropouts” involvement in (1) all the speaific
crimes listed previousiy or total cime, (W) property crime and (i) violent crime. As can be
seen when one combines dropouts’ imvolvement across the range of speaific affences, the
majority report having commutted at least one a criminal offence. Twenty percent of the
dropouts reported 1 or 2 offences, while.a much larger 41% reported X or more offences. A
significant percentage of the dropouts may thus be termed habitually involved 1 cnme in this
period.

D:opouts in this sample are, morcover, more likely to be in.volved in property crime
than in violant crime. This is particulatly true when one looks at the percentage of dropouts

who reported having committed 3 or morc property versus violent crimes. These respondents
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werc much more likely (0 be habitually involved in property crime than in violent crime (27%

*

versus 7%, respectively ).

TABLE 23

Dropouts’ Involvement in Crime: Total. Property and Violent

.
.

o [ J—— e e~ e e et e e e+ et e o

bt
Newver Por Y ottence Vor mote offence
N SN TUN)
Crime (Qotal) I (et MU IR 415 (6%
[ -
Properiv Cnime ST URN) 175 (e 27 4
Violent Ciime 88713 B (1h) )

Alcohol and Drug Use

Table 24 shows that very few respondents use any drug daily, including alcohol.
However, alcohol and cannabis are both used severas times a week by appr'ouma\cl.\ 0% of
the sample. For the remaining majority of dropouts, alcohol is the drug of choice. Forny

N

three percent of the dropouts reported using alcohol at least once a week. and 22% used it
once or twice per month. The corresponding figures for weekly and monthly cannabis use are
much smaller (10% and 12%, respectively). Very few respondents reported using othc’r
non-prescription drugs. However, a minority of the dropouts reported using such drugs less
than once a month (22%). These statistics are presented here for descriptive purposes only . As
noted earlier in the measurement section, given the low frequency of dropout’s use of

non- prescription drugs, cannabis and non-prescription drug use are combined 1o creatc a

single composite drug use variable for subscquent analvses.



TABLE M4
Dropouts’ Frequency of Alcohol and Drug Use

- R i o s e - e —— o semnammem = e e e et i i et < e PN

Alcohol Cannadn Nou prexcuiption

SN 4 (N S (M)
Never 6l (1) IR AN e8Ge1o))
> ome g onth A I (2 A SEREY!
once twice a month 20 AP A L Y|
Once o weel 41 () lire (e Vi 4

L)
Servenal ime pe \u" TN A NI G e
Faeivda [T Cothiny net )
[t (N (D] (18d) (156

In \um?{;l.'»_ the descriptive statstics presented i this chaprer indicate that this
sample of dropouts will allow us to answer the key research guesuons in this thests Whil
respondents were generally poorly emploved since leaving school there was sufficient
vanation in therr labour market success (o look at how this factor might be related to
involvement i crime, and Jdrug and alcohol use . In addition, the sample had a suffraenthy
wide axe range, and length of ume out of s hool, to allow us to evatuate the impact of labour
market success on deviamt behavior for vounger and older dropouts The approumatel. equal
malic-female frequencies would allow ue 1o look at gender differences i the basic labour
market -deviance raationship. Finallv. while most of our respondents reported some form of
SsOCt0-eeonomie support and attachments to famiiv and friends many did not. Thus, we ;:m
evaluate the extent to which socio-economic supports and attachment might also condinon the

labour market and crime, alcohol and drug use relationship.
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IV. Criminal, Alcohol and Drug Invo ur Mgrket Integration

The central issue in this thesis is the reiationshib between out-of :school labouf' market
based measures of social controls and dropouts’ out-of-school involvement in crime.
Variation in the above relationships by (i) the measure of labour markel iﬁtgg’ration employed
and tAype of offencé. (ii) sex and age and (iii) social suppports and/or consumptive relations

’ 5
is also a major research concern.

A. Labour Market Based Social Controls and Involvement in Crime
We shall analvse the relationship between four major labour market based measures
of social control and dropout's involvement in the three composite crime indices.

&

Current Labour Market Status
Table fﬂ;resems data on dropouts’ involvement in crime according to the three crime

indices by current labour market status. The percentage figures in this, and the three

subsequent tables, give the percent of the sample who reported committing at least one

offence in the three crime categories (total, property, and violent). Most respondents who

-

-
reported criminal behavior were not, however, involved in a single 'legal indiscretion’. As

Table 23 shows, the majority of respondents who reported engaging in crime reported three or
more offences.

As can be seen from Table 25, dropouts who are currently unemployed were much |
mére Jlikely than either those employed full-time or.partjtime 1o have committed crime (73%,
49% and 48%, respectively). ** However, having a job does not mean that employed dropouts »
are unlikely to engage in crime. On the contrary? af)proximately half of both the full and

part-time employed dropouts still reported having committed some crime.

S"While individual property crimes were more' frequently related to labour market
success, no single crime, or set of crimes, was consistently related to these four
labour market measures. Small cell sizes, it must be pointed out, were a major
problem in individual crime item and labour market sugcess™analyses.

“*Percentage differences of less than 10% were not corSiderg
notable in the crosstabular analyses in this chapter.

92
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An analysis of the indices for property crime shows an inverse relationship between
[

' /

current labour market status and property crime. Thirty percent o/f/the full-time and 37% of
. ‘ ,/,_ . .

the part-time employed dropouts, as compared to 33% of those wvith no job, reported
engaging in property crime. There was no relationship, however, between labour marKet status

and involvement in violent crime. The percentage of rcspgndems involved in this type of
crime was fairly low and constant across all three empidyment categories.
TABLE 25

Dropouts’ Involvement in Crimfc (Total}, Propetty Crime and
Violent Crime by Current Labour Market Status

° 1 4
L.abour Market Status
Ki i
Fuli-time Part-time No Job
Crime (Total) 49% (23) 48% (13) 73% (S9)
Property crime - 30% (14) 37% (10) 33% (43)
Violent crime 18% (1) 15% ( 4) 15% (12)

.

Dropoutsf Criminal Involvement by Total Months of Unemployment

Table 26 presents data on dropout's involvement in total crime, property crime and
violent crimé by total months of unemployment. As can be seen, there is a moderate
relationship between total crime and total months of unemployment. Dropouts’ frequency of
involvement in total crime goes from 55% to 67% to 7%, for 0 to 6, 7 to 12 and 13 or inore
months of total unemployment.

The index of involvement in property crime docs not show any felationship with total
maqnths of unemployment. On the other hand, there does appear to be a curvilinear
relationship between vialent Ac’rime and total months of unemployment. The low number of

cases, and small decrease in violent crime as total months unemployed goes from 7-12 to0 13
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or more, however, mitigates against making much of these findings.

';LE 2

Dropouts' Involvement in Crime (Total), Property Crime and

* Violent Crime by Total Months of Unemployment

Months o L nempleyment

T 12

Hte 6 13(+)
Crime (Total) 337 (28) 6% (24) 76% (29!
Property ¢cnime 485G (2 476 (1) 47% (18)
Violent crime - 8% ) 25% (1 9) 21% ( 8)

I)ropoﬁts'Criminal Involvement by 'Length of Jobs Held

- Table 27 presents data on dropout’s involvement in crime using the summary indices

Ldlal‘grirﬁegpmperty crime and violent crime by length of jobs held. As can be seen, there is

.

no relationship between length of jobs held by dropouts and their involvement.in crime as

“

mezsured by any of these three crime indices.

- , P

e



TABLE 27

Dropouts’ Invoﬁremem in Crime (Total), Property Crime and
Violent Crime by Length of Jobs Held

Length of Jobs

Short Short/Long
Crime (Total) 60% (35) . 60% (41)
Property crime 48‘7:];28) 43% (29)
Violent crime N D% R 15% (10)

Dropouts' Criminal Involvement by Number of Jobs Held

*

' From Table 28 it is obvious that there is only a small relationship between the total
crime index and the numbcr“&f jobs held: 69% of dropouts reporting 4 or mor.e jobs, as
opposed 1o 55% of dropouts with up to 3 jobs, have committed onc or more of the total list *
of crimes. However, the relationship exists only because of the property crime index.. There is
no relationship between the violent crime index and number of jobs held. For property crime,
however, the percentage of dropouts, reporting involvement goes from 56% for dropouts with

4 or more jobs, down 1o 35% for those who reported having only up to 3 jobs.

.



TABLE 28

Dropouts' Involvement in Crime (Total), Property Crime and
Violent Crime by Number of Jobs Held '

.
Number of Jobs
. "0t 4(+)
Qugee (Total) 55% (38) 69% (42)
Property crime ) 1% (24) 56% (34)
Violent crime 13% (1) ~ 15% (9)

B. Labour Mark’cl Integration Based Social Controls and Alcohol/Drug Involvement
We shall conclude the present chapter with an analysis of the relationship between the

four labour market integration based measures of social control and the frequency of alcohol

and drug use by dropouts. ' ' '

s
\

Dr(;pouts' Frequency of Alcohol and Drug Use by Current Employment Status

‘As can be seen from Table 29, there are no major differences between dropouts
emploved full-time, part-time or unemployed in terms of their frequency of alcohol usage.
However, the frequency of heavy alcohol use does increase somewhat from 15% for full-time
emploved dropouts to 25% and 23% for part-time employed and unemployed dropouts,
respectively. As can also be seen, there is not a systemaiic relationship between current labour

market status and frequency of drug use among these dropouts.



TABLE 29

Dropouts' Frequency of Alcohol and Dr& Use by Current Employrhent Status

»
*

Current Labour Markel Status Current_Labour Market Status
Full-ume/Part-time/No Job ' Full-time/Part-time/No Job
4
Frequencv* Alcoho! Drugs**
Never-Moderate 85500 40) / TS% (21)/77%(63) 75%(35)779%(22 /68 58)
heavy 1566( 7)/25%( 7)/723%(19) ' 26%(12)/721%4 61/32%:(26)
Total (N) (47)7(28)7(82) | (47)/(28)/(81)

* The variables alcohol and drugs were collapsed for analvsis into two basic categories of usage. These
categories are never-moderate (never te once & week) and heavy use (several times a week (o everyday).

** The frequency of dropouts usage of non-prescription drugs, other than cannabis, was so low as o make 1
unusable as 2 separate vanable. The vanabie drugs thus mcludes cannabis (martjuana/hashish) and
non-prescription drugs (speed, LSD, qualudes etc.)

Dropouts' Frequency of Alcohol and Drug Use by Total Months of Unemployment

Data on the frequency of alcohol and drug use by total menths of unemployment are
presenied in Table 30. As can be sech. there is 2 moderately strong relationship between total
months of unemployment and heavy alcohol use. The percentage of dropouts reporting heavy
alcohol use increases from 14% to 22% to 33% for dropouts with low (0-6), medium (7-12)
and high (13+) months of total uemployment, respectively. ’

Table 30' also reveals a reasonably strong relationship between total months of
unemployment experienced by dropouts and f regueqcy of d;ug qsc.""{he’ percentage of

dropouts reporting heavy drug use increases f rom 20% Lo 43% t6.21676%'§ one moves from 0-6
. . o .

to 7-12 to 13 or more months of total unemployment experienced.

N



TABLE 30

Dropouts’ Frequency of Alcohol and Drug Use by Total Months of Unemployment

M in )| s Un loye
0-6/77-12713+) 0-67/77-12713+)
Frequencv . Alcohol Drugs
Never- M(')derale 87%145)778%(28)/67%(26) 80%(41)/767%(24)/54%(21)
Heavy 1460 7)/22%0 8)/733%(13) 20%(10)/33%(12)746%(18)
Total (N) (52)/(36)/(39) ' ; (51)7(36)/(39)

Dropouts’ Frequency of Alcohol and Drug Use by Length of Jobs Held

Data arc presented in Table 31 on dropout's frequenéy of alcohol use by length of
jbbs held by dropouts. From Table 31 it is obvious that dropouts who have had at least some
long-term jobs are higher in their frequency of heavy alcohol use (29%) than dropouts with
only short-tém jobs (17%). *° In this table, data are also presented on dropoyt's Trequency

of drug use by length of jobs held. As can be seen from Table 31, there is not much of a

relationship between length of jobs held and the frequency of heavy drug use.

TABLE 31

Dropouts' Frequency of Alcohol and Drug Use by Length of Jobs Held

Length of Job Length of Job
Short /Short-Long Short /Short-Long

EFrequency Alcohol Drugs
Never-Moderate 83%(49)/71‘/';(49) 72%(42)/67%(46)
Heavy 17%(10)/29%(20) ' 28%(16)/33%(23)

Total ¢N) (59)7(69) (58)/(69)

*Whether this is simply an effect of age or related more to labour market
expericnce is difficult to say. .

[}
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Dropouts’ Frequency of Alcoho! and Drug Use by Number of Jobs Held ‘

In Tatle 32 data are presented on the frequency of alcohol and drug use by number of

1

jobs held. There is a fairly strong inversc relationship betwecen this measure of labour market

[N

integration and alcohol use. As the dégrce of labour market integration gocs down, as

4 .
indicated by an increasing number of jobs, the frequency of heavy use of alcohol increases

from 10% to 31%. In terms of the frequency of drug use by dropouts, i1 can be seen that
there is again a reasonably strong relationship between this variable and number of jobs held.
The frequency of dropouts reporting heavy drug use increases from 17% for dropouts with up

’

10 3 jobs, to 38% for dropouts with 4 or more jobs.

TABLF 32

Dropouts’ Frequency of Alcohol and Drug Use by Number of Jobs Held

- Number of Jobs Number of Jobs
0-374+) 037 4+)
Frequency Alcohol Drugs
Never-Moderate 90%(64)/69%(42) . 83 (58)/7629%(38) ‘
Heavy 10%4 7)/31%(19) 17‘2(12)/38%;23)
Total (N) (71)/(61) anl)

In summary, in this chapter wa found eight (out of twenty) substantial zero-order
N

relationships between labour market integration measures and involvement in crime, and
alcohol and drug use. Each of these eight relationships was as predicted by our out-of -school
extension of social control theory. Low labour market-based commitment was associated with
i;igh crime and heavy alcohol/drug use. Only one relatively weak reiationship, between length
of jobs held and alcohol use, was found which went contrary to what we expected in our
extension ot social control theory. We thus conclude that in certain instances labour market
integration mcasures are related to involvement in crime and drug and alcohol use. However,

as only eight ou' of twenty analyses showed a substantial relationship, we must conclude that,
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while they are important, labour market social controls are pot the only major social controls

in the lives of dropduls.
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V. Criminal and Drug Involvement by Labour Market Integration by Sex and Age
In this chapter we extend and refine the data analysis by answering the second main
research question: tp what extent are there sex and age based variations in the relationship
between labour market based measures of social controls and dropouts’ involvement in crime,
alcohol, and druge? Several methodological notes are here required.
Givm l_he.nalure of the data and research question, an analysis of variance
(ANOVA) x‘} the most appropriate method. The specification of main effects in ANOVA
4

rovides an’
p an 2

alysis of the extent to which each of the crime. alcohol and drug variables 1s

related to sg8tand age, in and of themselves. Through the specification of two-way interaction
L]

A allows us to axamine the extent o which the relationship between cach of

f \market based mcasures of social controls and crime/alcohol/drugs vary by sey

Sy

the Tour la

these interaction effects separately for cach of \gc four labour markot

In chapter 4 we utilized a crosstabular data analysis procedure which is based upon
percentage differences tn respondents’ falling into the various categories of two variables.
\ANO\’A. on the other hand, is based upon differences in the mean values of the dependent
variable (e.g. crime) for several categories of the ﬂepcndcnl variable ¢e.g. current
emplovment status). Given this specificaliorf\qf mean values, ANOVA presents a somewhat
more refined picture of the relationship between important variables than that provided by
crosstabular analysis (which requires us to collapse variables into a few crude categories). For
exampic, not only wouid we know how many unemploved dropouts, as opposed to full-time
emploved dropouts, committed crime but v./e would aiso know how much more criminogenic
they were, on average, given the specification of mean cell values in ANOVA,

One caution must be provided about these mean values, however. As an analysis of
the frequency distributions for the crime variables revealed, these variables were heavily

skewed, ¢s is normally the case with most méasures of deviant behavior (most people commit

little, a few pcople commit a lot). In order to overcome this problem of skewness, the crime

101
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variables were transformed by taking the log of the original variable values. Thus, the mean

values presented for the crime variables are mean logged values. *°

As in the previous chapter, we shall focus only upon the three cumulative crime
indices - total crime, property crime and violent crime - which were developed in the previous
chapter. The primary rcas'is is that 'll;c number of sui)jccts admitting to any onc
criminal offence 1s often fairly low. Given that we shall now also be splitting the sample into
male/female and older/vounger respondents the probiem of small cell sizes anses. By focusing
only upon the cumulative crime mdi;es. rcasonably adecquate cell frequencies are achieved.

In the ANOVA tables which follow, we ;vill discuss onlv those main effects which arc
significant at p < .10 or less. The Y-way anteraction effects, on the other hand, will not be
tabled at all unless they achieve this level of significance. These significance values are chosen
as an aid in determining which relauonships are sufficiently strong to merit attention 1n this
lﬁesis.‘ particularly in the qualitative analvsis which is to follow. They are thus not emploved
as tests of significance per se¢. *

Finally, we must note that sex and age main effects are tabled for cach of the four
labour market - cri‘me/alcohol/dmg analyses. As can be seen in the tables which follow,
someumes sex and/or age do exhibit substantial (p < .10) main effects, and sometimes they
do not. One possible reason may be that we do not have information from an equal number
of . nor necessarily the same, respondents for each of the four labour market variables of
concern here. ** Nonetheless, these age and sex effects do remain relatively the same ach)ss
the four labour market measure-based analvses. Thus, while 1abled for each labour market

variable, age and sex main effects are discussed only once, in the first analysis presented. This

*“The original un-logged frequency of total crimes committed in the past year ranged
from 0 to 245, for the sample as a whole. The logged crime frequencies, given the
nature of the log conversion process, run from 0.0 to approximately 1.0.

“'‘Given the non-random nature of the dropout sample and the fact that we are not
engaged in hypothesis testing per se, tests of significance are, strictly ~speaking,
inappropriate.

“*As noted previously, one -of the main sources of missing data arises from the fact
that not all respondents would have been asked for, nor provided equivalent
information during the face to face interview from which the labour market
variables were constructed.
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concern, however, does lead us to another perhaps more important issue: how different are
the sub-samples for whom we do have information from the sample as a whole?

A comparison of response frequencies for a range of variables for the majority of the
‘sample who were included in the analyses with the missing cases who were not, reveals no
major systematic differences between the two groups. These {u;o groups were compared on
variables such as respondents’ financial status, sex, age, 10tal crime, property crime, violent
crime and drug/alcohol involvement. In addition, the two categories ol respondents were
compared to see if the missing case respondents were disproportionately from the Belmont
Correctional Centre sampling group. This was a sampling category which, given their
incarceration, might not have provided a lot of information op therr labour force activity.
However, only differences noted were that missing case respondents were somewhal more
likelv to be vounger females, who may have been shghtly less deviant than the sample of

dropouts in general.

A. Criminal Involvement

Dropouts' Involvement in Crime by Current Labour Market Status by Sex and Age

Table 33 presents data on dropout's involvement in total crime by current labour
market status by sex and age (i.e.. 15-21and 22-27 vrs.). As can be seen from this tablc,
there 1s a significant main effect of current labour market status on total crime. Specifically,
the mean total crime value goes from a low of 0.38 and 0.36 for full and part-ume employed
dropouts, respectively, to a high of 0.65 for those dropouts with no job. There is also a
substantial main affect for sex, with the mean total crime value for males doubling that for
females (0.70 and 0.34, respectively). No main effect was found for age, nor were there any

significai.l 2-way interactions. 9
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TABLE 33

Dropouts’ Involvement in Crime (Total) by Current Labour Market Status by Sex and Age

-
»
Sum of
CRIME (TOTAL) Squares DI b St
Mamn Effects
Labour Market Status 1.800) 2 J.aotr, 0,082
Sex 3 80N ! 12.763 [(RLETY
Age 0169 ; 0.5 IERN
Celi Meuns®
Labour Market Status Foll-ume Part_ume Ne Job
038 (47) 0.3 (27) 6N (81
Sex bLemaie Maie
03 () .70 (78)
Total Sample Meun 0.52 (15%)

¢ sigmficant at p < 10

Table 34 presents data on dropout's involvement in property crime by current labour
market status by sex and age. As an analvsis of the main effects reveals, there is a substantial
relationship between labour market status and property crime. The mean property crime value
increases from 0.17 to 0.24 to 0.43 as labour market status goes down from full to part -time
employment, to no job, respectively. Males were aiso substantially more involved in property
crime than females, with the mean property crime values equalling 0.19 for females and 0.43
for males. Bul again there was no age effect.

Unlike the case for total crime, however. there is a substantial 2-way interaction
effect between labour market status, sex and involvement in property crime. An analvsis of
the cell means in Table 34 revealed while female involvement in property crime di)&x increasc
with decreasing current labour market success, it none the less remains relatively low
compared to males. It is males who show the greatest impact of poor current labour market
status upon involvement in property crime. The mean property crime values for males go
from 0.20 10 0.26 for full and part-time employed dropouts. respectively, to a high of 0.57

for dropouts currently unemployed. It is thus primarily for males that 41 inverse relationship

exists between current labour market integration and involvement in property crime.
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It is instructive to point out that full-time employe'd females had the lowest mean fate
of involvement in property crime (0.14), while unemployed males had the highest (0.57).
This group of females might be cxperiencing both workplace social controls, as well as
traditional under-the - roof social controls (cf. McCarthy and Hagan, 1987), thereby resulung
in quite low criminal involvement. Unemployed males, on the other hand, mayv be much less
subject 1o both of these major vanants of social control and thus relatively free to cnyage in

crime.

TABLE M

Dropouts’ Involvement in Properins Crime by Current Fabour Market Status by Sev and Age

Sum o
PROPERTY CRIMI Squares Dt 1 Sip !
Mam Effects
| abour Market Status Sex L odad N ( RIS (TN
Sex TR : N 842 LI
Apt ([IREIS 1 P8I ulan
2 wayv Interaction
Labour Marke: Status - Sex 0984 N 2497 IR
Cell Mean<*
Labour Markel Status Full time Part nme Ne Job
h17 (47) 024 (27) 0 4% (K1)
Sea Female Male
w19 (7 33 (7N
fLabour Market Status - Sen Fuil-ume Part_ume Ne Jor
Female  0.14 (28) 023 (16) 0h22 ()
Male 0200 (19} 02 () S (48)
lota! Sample Mean 03 SN

* sigmificant at p < 10

Data on dropout’s involvement in violent cnme by current labour market status by
sex and age are presented in Table 35. As can be seen, the only substa_miai‘main effect 1s for
sex by involvement in violent crime. While the mean violent crime values were low relative 1o
property crime, males were much more likely than females to be inVolved in violent crime

‘ (0.15 and 0.03, respectively). There were no 2-way interactions involving sex or age found
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between labour market status and violent crime.

TABLE 35

Dropouts' Involvement in Violent Crime by Current Labour Market Status by Sex and Age’

. Sum of
VIOLENT CRIME Squares
Main Effects s
Labour Magke! Status 0.017
- Sex 0.580
Age 0.129
Cell Means®
Sex ’ Female
0.03 (77)
Total Sample Mean 0.00 (155)

* significant at p < .10

DF

— 0D

P
0.141
9.658
2.143
Male
0.15(7%)
€

Sig . F

().868
0.002*
0.145

Dropouts' Involve:jﬂ in Crime Indices by Total Months of Unemployment by Sex and Age

Next we gépeat the analysis for the labour market measure total months of

unemployment. Table 36 presents dropout's involvement in tofal crime by total months of

. : 7.
unemployment by sex and age. From this table it can be seen that there are no substantial

2-way interactions involving?‘either sex or age and total months of unemployment for the total

crime index.
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TABLE 36

Total Crfnle by Total Months of Unemployment by Sex and Age

. Sum of
CRIME (TOTAL) ' Squares DF F sig.F
Main Effects .
Unemplovment 2902 4 ; 4,551 (].(DiB‘
Sex 4.770 1 14957 1.000*
Age )\ VR 1 3.899 {051
Cell Means*
Unemployment 0-6 7-12 13(+)
(.44 (S1) - 068 (36) 0.69 (38)
Sex Eemale Male
. .35 (5%) 0.76 (67)
Age Older Younger
(.83 (65) .64 (60)
Total Sample Mean 0.58 (125)

* significant at p < .10

o 7 presents data on dropout's involvement in property crime by total months of
uni? . oy sex and age. There were again, as can be seen from this table, no

substantia. 2-way interactions.

. TABLE 37

Property Crime by Total Months pf Unemployment by Sex and Age

Sum of ,
PROPERTY CRIME ’ Squares DF F S b
Main Effects ’
Unemplovment 0.464 2 1.993 (.374
Sex 2.243 . 1 9.608 0.002¢
Age (.987 1 4225 0.042*
Cell Means* .
Sex Female Male
(.22 (58) 0.49 (67)
Age Older Younger
0.29 (65) 0.44 (60)
Total San:ple Mean 0.36 (125)

* significan. at p < .10
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Data are provided in Table 38 on dropout's involvement in violent crime by total
months unemployment by sex and age. This table shows ’that there is a substantial 2-way
interaction effect of total months of unemployment and sex on .violem crime. As can be seen
from the cell means for unemployment by sex, the curvilinear relationship between total
months of unemployment and involvement in violent crime only holds for male dropouts, but
not females. The specific mean violent crime involvement values for fémales g0 up very little
as females experience greater amounts of unemployment, and this has a supressing effect on
the original unexﬁploymem - violent crir'ﬁe relationship noted in the main effects section of -
Table 39. As can be seen, when females are excluded, the curvilinear relationship between «
total months of unemployment and violent crime is much stronger. For male dropouts wi

0-6, 7-12 and 13 or more months of unemployment, the mean involvement in violent crimle

values go from a low of 0.05 to a high of 0.35 and then decrease again to 0.15, respectively.

/



TABLE3S : .

Violent Crime by Total Months of Unemployment by Sex and Age

sum of
VIOLENT CRIME Squares | DF F - SiglF
Main Effects ‘
Unemplovment (1.837 2 0.662 0.002*
Sex 0.592 1 O 41% (.62
Age 33" 1 5,363 0.022
:Z-wa) Interaction
Unemplovment-Sea 11,361 P 2874 0.06]1*
Cell Mean<?
Unempiovment -t --12 13(+)
003 (51 027 (26) 0.11 (38)
Sex f-emale Maie
at (38) 0.1 (67 ’
Age ST ¢ Younger
' ST 0.1 (60) ’
Unempiovment - Sex b -2 13(+)
Femald S0 £23) 0.03 (16) (.06 (19)
Mule 4 028) 038 (20 .15 (19)
Toms Sample Meun s ’

* sigmificant at p < .10

Dropouts' Itvohvement in Crime Indices by Length of Jobs Held by Sex and Age

Table 39 preserts data on dropout's involvément in total crime by length of jobs held
by sex and age. Respondents were calegorized into two groups for analysis, those with only
short-term emplo_\'r_hcnl previously and those with at least some long-term periods of
emplovment. There are no notewbnh_\ 2-wayv interactions between cither sex or age and length
of jobs held for total crime. ,

In Table 40 data are prgsented on dro‘pout's involvement in property crime by length
of jobs held by sex and age. Again, no important 2-way interactions‘are found.

F:nally, Table 41 presents data on dropout's involven:cm n viqlcm crime by length of

jobs held b sex and-age, and similar findings cmerge as for Tables 39 and 40. Again there are

no 2-way intcractions involving cither sex or age. The pattern here is fairly clear, sex and age
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do not have much of an effect 8n the labour market-crime relationship.
TABLE 39
.Total Crime by Length of Jobs Held by Sex and Age
Sum of
CRIME (TOTAL) Squares DF I Sig T
Main Effects
Length of Job (1063 1 0,004 0.947
Sex 5745 ! 17297 (.000¢
Age 1.236 1 0.720 1.39§
Cell Means* !
Sex Iemaic Malc
.30 (3&) 073 (08§)
Total Sample Mearn L33 (120) '
* signmificant at p < 10 >
s
TABLLE 40
Property Crime by Length of Jobs Held by Sex and Age
Sum of
PROPERTY CRIME * Squares DF b Sig.F
Mamn Effects
Length o 1.804 i 0.17% T0.674
Sex 2.15% 1 9.677 0.002*
Age . 1.54¢§ 1 2.461 0.119
Cell Means*
Sex Female Mule h
. 0,200 (38) (.47 (HR)
Total Sumple ;\1';:1:1 0.34 (126
* sigmificant at p < 10
‘



TABLE 41

Violent Crime by Length of Jobs Held by Sex and Age

Ty
-

m

" Suwg of
VIOLENT CRIME Squares DV F SigF

Mamn Effects

Length of Job 0.000 1 0.001 0.970

Sex (.69 1 10.938 0.001*

Age 0.082 i 0.817 0.36&
Celi Means®

Sex Female Male

0.01 (58) 0.16 (68)
Total Sample Mean 0.09 (126)
e
* significant at p < .10 \
A

Dropouts’ Involvement in Crime Indices i)y Number of Jobs Held by Sex and Age

In Table 42, data arc provided on dropout’s involvement in total crime by number of

jobs held bv sex and age. No 2-wayv interactions are observed involving sex and age, and

number of jobs held.

TABLE 42

Total Crime by Number of Jobs Held by Sex and Age

CRIML (TOTAL)
Main Effects

Number of Jobs
Sex
Age

Cell Means*

Number of Jobs

Se.

Total Sa.ple Mean

* significant at p < .10

Sum of
Squares

1.067
2.00]
0.250

1-3
(.42 (69)

FFemale
(.34 (61)

0.52 (130)

DE F
1 3.576
1 10,060
1 0.836
4 (+)
0.62 (61)
Male
.67 (69)

Sig k-

0.061*
0002
0.362
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Table 43 focuses on drbpout’s involvement in property crime by number of jobs held
by sex and age. As is obvious, no 2-way interactions are found involving sex and age and

number of jobs held.

TABLE 43

Property Crime by Number of Jobs Held by Sex and Age

Sum of
PROPERTY CRIMtL Squares DF F S F
Main Fffects
Number of Jobs (1.474 1 (474 0.150
Sex 1.363 1 6.022 0.016*
Age (.610 1 2.697 0.103*
Cel: Meane?
Sex Female Male
0.21 (61) (1.44 (69)
Age Older Younger
.28 (68) 0.39 (62)
Total Sample Mean (.33 (120)

* significant at p < 10

-

P

Data on dropout's involvement in violent crime by number of jobs held by sex and .

age are presented in Table 44, and again no 2-way interactions are found.



113

TABLE 44
Violent Crime by Number of Jobs Held by Sex and Age *
Sum of
« VIOLENT CRIME Squares DF F Sig.F
Main Effects
Number of Jobs 0.019 1 (1.346 (1.558
Sex T 01486 1 N 0.004¢
Agr 4023 ) 0.40n 0.52¢
Cell Means*
Sex Female Male
0.02 (61) 0.14 (6%
Total Samply Mean 0.08 (130)

* ggmiicant at p < .10

B. Alcoho! and Drug Involvement

In this section our primary concern is with sex and age based variation in the
relationship betweam the four labour market measures of social control and dropout’s
involvement with alcohol and drugs. Consistent with the first half of this chapter, we shall
again employ analysis of variance. Given the results obtained, however, the main cffccts
require a little more attention here. Finally, the cell means in this section are derived from a

0-5 scale of alcohol and drug involvement:

0 1 R 3 4 5
Never Less than once Once/twice Once per Several times Every
per month per month week per week day

While this is based on an ordinal level of measurement, it was treated here as an interval level

scale. o

Dropowts' Alcohol ann ¢ nvolvement by Current Labour Market Status by Sex and Age
As can be se ‘S, there are no significant main effects or 2-way

interaction cffects ¢ 3l use by current labour market status by sex and age.

-° !
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Given that aldohol is a commonly used substance for virtually all dropouts, it is not surprising

that it is not used by any one category of dropouts all that much more than any other.
However, the same cannot be said of illegal drug use.

In Table 46, data are presented on,dropouts‘! use of drugs bS' current labour market
status by sex and age. As is obvious from this table, there is a main effect of sex on drug
involvement. Males use dru?STmuch more frequently than do femalés\(mcans of 1.97 and |
1.45, respectively). What is most interesting here, however, is the existenc/c of a 2-way
interaction between sex and age on drug involvement.

As the cell means in Table 46 reveal, the greater involvement of males in drugs is
much stronger, and indeed onlv substantial, for older males versus older females. The mean
drug involvement values for younger males and females arc 1.71 and 1.56, respectively, not all
that much different. The mean drug involvement values for older males and females.

" however, are 2.22 and 1.31, respectively. In other words, older females usc less illegal drugs
while older males use more. ** Older females in this sample of dropouts may thus be posited

as coming under the greatest amount of social control, while the converse is apparently true

of older male dropouts.

TABLE 45

S

Dropouts' Alcohol Involvgmcm by Current Labour Market Status by Sex and Age

Sum of
ALCOHOL Squares DF I SigF_
Main Fffecs
Labour Market Status ’ 0.145 2 0.073 0.944
Sex 1.227 1 (1.964‘ 0.328
Age +.098 1 0.077 0.782

**Older females may, however, be using legal drugs, such as valium.
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TABLE 46

Dropouts' Drug Involvement by Current Labour Market Status by Sex and Age

Sum of
DRUGS Squares DF b Sig |
Muin Effects
Labour Market Status 25N ? 0.167 1,541
Ser. §.53 -] 1 1) (1350
Age 1.958] . (+ 419 0 Al
*
2 wa Interaction
Sen - Age 6.48% 1 2887 0493
Sen Female Malc
VAS () 97 (7))
Senv Age F'emale Maie
Older 131 (39, 222 14
Younger 156 (43) 170N
Ia! Sample Mean 171 (156)
*osagnificant at p < 10 . ~

Dropouts' Alcohol and Drug Involvement by Total Months of Unemployment

Data are presented in Tables 47 and 48 on dropout's alcohol and drug involvement by
total months of unemplovment by sex and age. In thesc tables a lpallcrn emerges which is
similar 1, vet different in one clfucial aspect from, that which appears in Table 46 and 47.
Again there are no main or 2-way interaction effects for alcohol involvement, this time for
total months of unemplovment by sex and age. Again there 1s a main and a 2-way interaction
effect when we shift our analysis to drug use by dropouts.

As can be seen from Table 49, there is 2 main cffect«of sex on drug involvement. The
mean drug involvement value for males is 2.12, but only 1.54 for females. In this case this
main sex effect is not substantially altered by the introduction of age into the analysis. But in

this case the 2-way interaction effect is between total months of unemployment, which here

showed no main effect, and age.
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As can be seen from an analysis of the cell means for the variable total months of
unemployment, only a moderate rise in drug involve'mem occurs as the total number of
months of unemployment increases. However, when one splits the sampl.c into older and
younger dropouts a substantial and complex relationship between total months of "
unemployment and drug involvement does appear for both older and younger dropouts. ‘%
The cell means for total months of unemployment by age reveal that therc is a
substantial curvilinear relatfonship between total months of unc‘mploymenl and drug <
involvement for older dropouts. Here the mean drug involvement value goes from a low 0[".
1.50 10 a high of 2.39 and down again to 1.86, as onc goes from 0-6 to 7-12 1o 13 or mdwe
months of total uncmpioyment expencnced. For younger dropouts. however, the relationship
is morc hincar. Younger dropouts 'wuh 0-6 and 7-12 total months of unemployment are fairly
low and approumately equal in terms of their mean drug involvement score, 1.67 and 1.50,
respectively . This mean drug involvement increases substantially, however. for younger
dropouts who have experienced over a vear of lotal unemployment, rising to a value of 2.70.
m'the highest mean drug involvement value in this specific analysis. In terms of
the eru(vhasis upon social control in the present thesis, it wauld appear that vounger dropouts
who have experienced the greatest amount of total unemplovment are subject 1o the least
amount of social control, at lcast for drug use. ** In the following qualitative analvsis we shall

attempt to isolate those components in the lives of these dropouts which, apart from their

cxperience of unemployment, may help explain, this patiern in the quantitative data.

“ With these vounger dropouts peer pressure may also be an 1mportant factor
determining degree of illegal drug use.
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TABLE 47

Sum of
ALCOHOIL Squares 9] I Sig 1
Mam Fffects
Unemplovment St N 2 180 vilk
Sexn 0 462 1 0390 1834
Age DY i 0us? [RES
TABLL 48

Dropouts” Drug Involvement by Total Months of Unemplovment by Sev and Age

DRUGS

Mamn Eifects
Unemplovmen:
Sex
Age

2 wav Interaction
Unemplovment

Cell Means®

Unemplovment

Sex

Unempioyment

Tote! Sampic Mean

.

significani at p <

Ape

\ge
Older
Y ounger

1
b

sum of
Squares D}

SNTH 2
11223 !
1

[ININS!
14 988 2

t t

160 (5D
Femule
1.54 (89
0 - 6
18y
LT3

15 (320

i Sip
1260 ([
> 00 (IR
1Y (923
HRRE (038
12 T 1 (+)
1os () 7 V208 (39)
Male !
212 (67) -
W (=
139 (18) 1.86 (29)
150 (%, 270 (10)

Dropouts' Alcohol and Drug Involvement by Le;gtll of- Jobs Held by Sex and Age

‘Tables 49 and S0 present data on the alcohol and drug involvement of dropouts by

length of ji:bs held by sex and age, respectively. As is obvious from Table 49, only one )

substantial main effect exists for alcoho! involvement, and that is by length of jobs held.
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Unlike the vast majority of relationships analysed to date, the relationship between length of
jobs held and alcohol involvement is contrary to that expected. Dropouts who have had at
least some long-term jobs, thereby indicating somewhat better labour market performance,
are moderately higher than dropouls with only shor ~(e4m jobs in terms of their mean
involvement with alcohol. One explanation for these results is that long-term emplovment
likely provides more money for alcohol consumption. Relatively moderate alcohol use may
thus be more a reflection of cash supply than a response l(.w reduced social controls. No 2-way
intcractions were found to exist in this analvsis.

In Table 50 data are presented on dropout’s drug involvement by length of jobs held
by sev and age. A main effect of sex upon drug mvolvement is the only relattionship of note
in this table. Males again have a substantially greater mean drug involvement score than
females (2.06 and I.Si. respectively). Again no 2-way interactions were found in the present

specific analysis.

TABLE 49 !

Dropout$’ Alcohol Involvement by Length of Jobs Held by Sex and Age

Sum of
ALCOHOI Squares DF ! Sig b
Main Effects
Length of Job 2914 1 ) 2,800 009
Sex ) Q482 ! 2384 0128
Age . 0672 . (.06:9 {793
Cell Means®
Lenght of Jobs Short Shvit-Long
2.63 (34y 296 (69)
Total Sample Mean 277 (128

* significant at p < 10
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TABLE S0

Dropouts’ Drug Involvement by Length of Jobs Held by Sex and Age

Sum of
DRUGS Squares DI I Sig
Main Bffect '
lLength of Job 000 . 1AM INELE
Se U 494 | a0 " odve
Ay 01 . [ [IIEN
Cell Meane®
Ser Femgle Mo
1S (59) D (0¥
Totd Sample Mean RO 12T
*agmbant aop <0

Dropouts' Alcohol and Drug Involvement by Number of Jobs Held by Sex and Age
The final data to be presented n this chapter are on dropout’'s involvement with
alcohol and drugs by number of jobs held by sex and age. These data are presented in Tables
- S1 and $2. respectively. As is obvious from an analysis of Table S1. there arc no main and no
2-way interaction effects for alcohol involvement by number of jobs held by sex and age.
The data presented in Table 52, however, show a substantial main cffect for number
of jobs held and ¢ on involvement with drugs. Dropouts who have had 4 or more jobs are
substantially higher on dﬁg involvement than those dropouts who have had only up 10 3 jobs
{1.93 and 1.39, respectively) . Similariv, male dropouts were substanually higher than female
dropouts, in terms of their in\"of\'cmcm with drugs (1.8% and 1.37 respecuvely). Wath this
data we cannot sav whether this pattern of results occurs because it is primarily males who
have had 4 or more jobs. However, this is a distinct possibility. No substantial 2-way

interaction effects were found in the present analysis.
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. TABLE 51

e
’ . * ;(H“ .
- Dropouts' Alcohol Involvement by Number of Jobs Held by Segg;ﬁﬂ Age
- ‘I.::

" .]"b
N
) . Sum of
ALCOHOL . . Squares DF F - Sig.F
Main Effects . o
*  Number of Jobs * ' 2.073 1 1.784 0.184
Sex 1.483 1 1.276 0.261
. Age 0.02¢ 1 0.0258 0.875
¥
TABLE 52

Dropouts' Drug Involvement by Number of Jobs Held by Sex and Age

Sum of
DRUGS Squares DF F Sig I
Main Effects ' i o .
Number of Jobs - 6.568 1 2.890 0.092+
Sex ) 6.722 1 29587 0.088*
Age . 0.333 1 0.147 0.703
Cell Means*® '
Numbgr ef Jobs 1-3 4 (+)
’ 1.39 (70 1.93 (61)
Sex Female Male
. 1.37 (62) 1.88 (69)
Towl Sample Mean 1.64 (131)

* significant at p < .10

What can we conclude frorﬁ this chapter? First, alcohol use was relatfve}y high and’
constant for most dropouts across a range of conditions. Second, males use moré drugs than
females. But more importantly, we observed only three 2-way intefaction ‘effects. In the two
instances* where we find sex to be important it was males who exhibited higher property and
viotent crime when experiencing poor labour market integration. In the third 2-way
interaction, we found that age affected the relationship between‘ total months unemployed and

2

drug use. For younger dropouts more months of unemployment were associated with

\ increased drug use. For older respondents, drug use was highest among those who had been
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unemployed an intermediate length of time. Thus, generally sex and age did not condition the
relationship between labour market social controls and involvement with crime, alcohol and

drugs.
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VI. Crﬁninal and Drug Involvement by Labour Market Integration by Non-Labour Market
Social Controls

In this chapter, our concern is to Answer the third primary rescarch question in this
thesis: to what extent are non-labour market social controls in the lives of dropouts related
(i) either by themselves, of (ii) in conjunction with poor labour market integration, to
invollvemem in crime and with drugs? Alcohoi was dropped from the analysis due to the fact
that it showed very little variation in previous analyses, i.e. it was relatively high and constant
for most subjects across a range of conditions.

There are three categories of non-labour market social control variables of specific
concern here. General commitment is operationalized with three measures, namely: (i) had
respondents selected a future occupation, (ii) would respondents get more education and (iii)
respondents’ financi;l status. The second category is involvement in conventional activity,
measured by (i) conventional association (index) and (ii) primary things donc with friends.
The third category of social controls is attachment, measured by a two item index.

The method of data analvsis in this chapter is again analysis of variance (ANOVA),
again repeated for different labour market measures. Age and sex are also included as
variables in these analyses. However, 3-way imer:actions utilizing these variables were not
examined due to the extremely low number of cases involved. Nonetheless, with age and sex

included in the ANOVA program, the possibility of spurious relationships, due o the

influence of sex and age, is eliminated.

A. Criminal and Drug Involvement by Non-Labour Market Social Controls: ANOVA Main -
 Effects ‘ .
Table 53 presents déta on the extent to which we find substantial main effects between
crime/drug involvement and non-labour market variables (p < .10). As in previous data
chapters, separate analyses were done on sami)le sub-sets who provided information on one as

opposed to another of the four major labour market variables (i.e. current employment

122
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status, toeal months of unemployment, length of jobs and number of jobs held). Table 53
thus indicates whether a main effect was found between the non-labour market variables and
crime/drugs in anv of these four analyses.
.
TABLE 53

Crime/Drug Involvement by Non-Labour Market Social Controls: ANOVA Main Effects

Non-Labour Marker Control l' Teta! Proverty Mioient Drugs
Future occupauior selected )v )
Get more educttion ;}’

R's financia! steius X M (1) M (1) ‘Vi. Mam (2)
Conventional associztions (index)

Things R did with friends Main (3)
Attachmen: (indev) NMam (4) Main () ) AMam (4)

Having said this, it is obvious from TaBlc 53 that there were ROt all that many
v

substantial main effects between these measures of non-labour market based social controls
an;i involvement in crime/drugs. This was particula‘rl_\‘ true for the index of violent crime; we
did not {ind a substantial main effect for this dependent 'variablc. Two of the six non-labour
market measures have significant main cficcts on total crime. Property crime is affected by
two, and drug use by three of these variables. In terms of the non-labour market variables,

" the respondent s [inancial status and attachment, in particular. appear to have effects on
these dependgnt variables. In Table 54 we claborate upon the nature of the main effects listed

in Table 53, presenting cell means for cach of the main effects.

*The number to the right of the "main" notation in this table indicates how
frequently, to a maximum of 4, the main effect was found to exist. That is, since
four different analyses (one for each labour market measure) were done, the

non-labour market measures could have a significant main effect up to four times.

f
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TABLE 54
Crime/Drug Involvement by Non-Labour Market Social Controls: Main Effects-Cell Means
e
Degree of Social Control
Non-Labour Market Centrolk High Low
R's [inancial status by total crime  * ‘ 0.37 (89) 0.56 (40)
R's financial status by property crime .26 (89) .50 (40)
R's fynancial status by drugs < ”1 62 (89) 2.19 (36)
Things R did with friend. by drugs 1.52 (66) 2.02 (64)
Attachment (index) by total cnime? 0.32 (91) 0.56 (60)
Attachment (index) by property crnime 0,23 (91) 0.45 (60))
Attachment (index) by drugs );.41 (91) 2,13 {60)

/4

From the ceil mean values for crime and drug involvement presented in Table 54, one

fact is evident. Whatever the non-labour markei mbasure of social control and measure of

illegal behaviour, used, dropouts with lower social controls were much morc involved in crime

Pl

and with drugs. Xlorc specifically, dropouts with low social controls, as measured by the
variables in(:Table 54. werc approximately twice as high on criminal involvement and $0%

higher on illegal drug use than dropouts higher on these social controls. ¢

»

In summary then, it would appear that in some cases different measires of

non-labour market based social controls arc related to different types of illegal behavior.

However, the degree of social control provided by Lhe‘sﬁ‘n_on-labour factors would appear to

be similarly substantial in all cases.

B. Criminal and Drug Involvement by Labour Market Variables by Noh-Labour Market Social

Controls: ANOVA 2-Way Interacgions

L~

Data are presented in Tabl‘e 55 on the extent to which we find substantial variation in

dropouts’ criminal and drug involvement by the four labour market variables and six

** The things respondents did with friends variable includes activities such as
partving and drug use, which were here coded as low social control activities. The

finding of a relationship between this variable and drug use must- be viewed with

this in mind. However, the measure is included in this chapter basically because it
is not tautological to relate involvement in crime with this important variable.
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non-labour market social controls. Given that there are¢ six potential conditioning non-labour
market variables and four labour market measures, there are a total of twenty-four possible
two-wayv interadtions per measure of illegal behavior: Having noted this, it is evident that
thrc were vefy few 2-wayv interactions in any of the analyses undertaken. We find only three
2-way interaction cffects for total crirﬁc, onc for property crime, and two for woient crime.
The largest number of 2-way interactions (four) between labour market and non-labour
markel social controls was found for drug usc. i

We now turn 1o an anaivsis of the cell means for the 2-way intcractions. Arc crime

and drug involvement highes: when both labour market and non-labour market social controls

arce towest, as social control theory predicts?

TABLLE 38

Crime/Drug Involvement by Labour Market Variables by Non-Labour Market Social
Controls: 2-Warv Interactions

Labour Murket Vanabies Total Properny Violent Drugs
Current employment status things done* future
with fnends occupation
selected
Total months unemploved gel more
education
Length of jobs held R's & status R’ & status attachment future
~(index) occupation
selected
get morg
education
Number of jobs heid ger more conventional
education association
(index)

* Relationships where a signuficant two-way interaction was identified.
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Crime/Drug Involvement by Current Labour Market Status by Non-Labour Market Social
Controls

Table 56 presents substantial 2-way interaction cell means for crime/drug involvement
by curfcm labour market status by non-labour market variables. The first 2-way interaction
follows the logic of social control theory. When labour market social controls (current
emplovment status) and non-labour market controls (primary things done with friends) are
lowest, we see the highest rate of involvement in total crime (0.63). However, for dropouts
low on this non-labour market social control, the rate of involvement in total crime was only
stght)y lower for part-time emplo,\'\cd respondents than it was for unemploved respondents
(0.61). Being cnﬁploycd part-time apparently did little to reduce crime if’ dropouts engaged
primarily in low social control activities with their friends. On the other hand, part-time
emploved respondents who engaged in high social control activities were quite unlikely, the
lowest in the sample, to be involved in crime (0.14). This indicates that these latter dropouts
were somehow a sclect group for whom part-time employment was not, perhaps, necessarily
all that negative a life experience.

In the second 2-way interaction in Table 56, we do not se! what we would expect
based upon social control theory. It would appear that being low on the social control "future
occupation selected” contributes little 1o dropouts’ drug use. The one exception was that
dropouts low on this social control and employed part-time had the lowest degree of drug use

. -~ . . g .
in the whole sample (0.43). However, this is contrary to what social control theory would

predict.

*The problem of small cell size is particularly acute here, it is the lowest in this
chapter. Caution must thus be used when considering this finding.
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TABLE 56

Cell Means for Crime/Drug Involvement by Current Labour Market Status by Non-Labour 5 '
Matket Social Controls: 2-way Interactions

(1) Labour market status hy things done ‘:llh friends by total crime

High - low S.C.
Fullume *7 Pari-ume No Job
thgh §.C. 0.31 (20 0.14 (13) .45 (33)
Low S.C. (.21 (21) 0.61 (1) 163 (33)
(1) Labour market stutus by fature occupation seiected myodruge
" Ruli-ume Pari-ume No Job
igh S C. ~2 (3t) 1.93 (1) 202 (57)
Low §.C. 1.64 (11) 043¢ 7 1.42 (19)

r

Crime/Drug Involvement by Total Months of Unemployment by Non-Labour Market Social
Controls.

Cell means highlighting substantial 2-way interaction for crime/drug involvement by
total months of unemplovment by non-labour market variables are prcscmcd. in Table Y. As
is obvious from this table, only one 2-way interaction ¢xists between this labour market social
control and non-labour market social controls, and it is in large part consistent with social
cofitrol theoryv. As the non-labour market social control (get more education) and the labour
market control (months unemployed) go down drug use goes up substantially. However, a
curvilinear effect occurs. The highest rate of drug use was found for dropouts who did not
plan to get more education who also had experienced seven to tweive months of
unemplovment (2.33). Dropouts in ;his group with thirteen or more months of
unemplovment have noticeably lower drug use (1.60).

-«

This pattern of results indicates that there is a limit to the degree of deviant behavior

produced by some conditions of low social comrol.‘As research on youths indicales,: social

isolation and withdrawal, a type of non-criminal deviance, is also a likely response to poor

labour market integration. However, given the small number of cases we must be very
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cautious in our interpsetation of these results.

TABLE 57

Cell Means for Crime/Drug Involvement by Total Months of Unemplovment by Non-[abour
Market Social Controls: 2-way Interactions

Higk 5.C Low $.C.

(1) Toetad months unemploved by get more education by drugs

(¢ T-12 1314)
thigh S.C. 1.42 (31) ’ 1.77 (26) 2.19 (2uv)
lLow SC. 17201 233 (9} 160 (1)

Crime/Drug Involvement by Length of Jobs Held by Non-Labour Market Social Controls

In Table 38 the cell means arc presen\t-ed for substantial 2-wayv interactions between
length of jobs held ard non-labour market variables on crime/drug involvement. Here we find
the greatest number of 2-way interaction effects. The first four interaction effects tabled do
conform to social control theory expectations, wherczas the final one dog¢s not.

The first and second interactions are for length of jobs by the respondents’ economic
status by total and property crime, respectively. Here we see that dropouts low on both labour
and non-labour social control havethe highest rate of criminal involvement, approximately
twice that of dropouts low on only one or high on both of these measures (0.73 and 0.67 for
interaction one and two, respectively). The third interaction is for length of jobs held by the
attachment index on violent crime. Again dropouts low on both sociai control measures have
much higher crime rated than any of the other dropouts (0.18).

This pattern repeats itself when we examine the interaction between length of jobs
held and the non-labour market social control (get more education) on drug' Dropouts
low on both of these social controls have the highest drug use values of all respondents tabled |,

(2.41). The final 2-way interaction is for length of jobs held by future occupation selected by

drug use. Here we find the exact opposite to what social control theory would predict.
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Dropouts low on both of these social contrais have the lowest, not highest, rate of drug use.
Knowing whether rﬁondcms had sclected a specific f ﬁlure occupatisn ‘also added
little to our understanding of the relationship between current labour market slatus and dr
use. These two findings quostion the validity of our construction of this variable as a mcas‘*
of social control, at least based upom the quantitative data available. In the following closing

section of this chapter we comment further on the validity of measures in this chapter.

[$

TABLE 58

Cell Mcans for Crime/Drug Involvement by Length of Jobs Held by Non-lLadour Market
Social Controls: 2-way Interactions

2w dnteracuons

High S.C : Lovw §.C
(1) Lengin b by RS Sstatus by o coime
Some Long Short Onie
Huh SC 0 v (s]) 030 (3%
Low 5.C, 0l i) 473 (20
(2) Lengih oo By RO S stutus by propert, cnme
J Seme Leng Short Oniy
High $.C U sy .27 ('34‘\)
Low SC 024 (le) b6” (20)
() Length 1ob by attachment Gindens by vielent conme
Some Long Short Onhv
High §.C G09 (49) .08 (31)
Low SC. om {2 0.18 (26)
(4) Length job by get more education by Jdrugs
Some Long Shert Onhy
High S$.C 196 (47) 1,49 (30
Low §C , iil (&) 241 (1)
(S) Lengih 1ob by future occupaten selected by drugs
Su\me Long Short Only
High S.C. 1.50 {45) 1.98 (45)

Low S.C. 167 (21) 0.82 (11)
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Crime/Drug lnvolvemént by Number of Jobs Held by Non-Labour Market Social Controls

The cell means for substantial 2-way interactions between number of jobs held by
non-labour market based social controls on criminal agd drug involvement are presented in
Table 59. Thc;c arc two notable interactions, one for total crime and one for violent crime.
The first intcraction again conforms to the pattern of results expected from social control
U}cor_\'. This interaction 1s for number of jobs held by whether the respondent will' get more
education on totai crime. Here we see that dropouts who were low on both the labour market
and non-labour market social controls had the highest rate of mvolvement in total crime
(0.60).

The second interaction is number of jobs held by the conventional association indey
on violent ¢nime. Here we see that, contrar 1o the predictions of social control theory, 1t was
dropouts who were high on both social controls who had the highest rate of violent crime

(0.16). Dropouts low on both social controls were moderately high on violent crime (0.10).

TABLLE 39

Cell Means for Cnime/Drug Involvement by Number of Jobs Held by Non-Labour Market
Social Controls: 2-way Interactions

2wy Intergeuon:

Higt SC Low §.C
o) Number on Jors Held by per more education by tota! vrime
13 4 )
High S.C 036 (25 (.42 (42
Low §.C. 623 () b0 (17)
(23 Numbe:r o0 robs beld v comventongs assocanons Gndex) by violent cnimic
. High $.C. (.16 (37) 0.02 (31)
Low $ C. 0.05 (33) 0.10 (28)

One reaction 1o finding the highest rate of viaitnt ¢time among dropouts high on both the
o0 h
labour market and non-labour market contret, i to question the validity of our measures.

J -
Perhaps dropouts who have had only a few jobs since leaving high school are really lower, not
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pisher. ox; labour market success than dropouts who have had four or more jobsl But then
u{(‘p’cvious interaction ¢ffect does not support the control theory prediction. Morcover, it is
difficult 10 see how dropouts who were most likely 1o cngage in sports, hobbies and volunteer
work, eminently convénlional activities, could b mnsconstruc\d as not being high on
conventional behavior, and thus social controls. On the other hand, given the jlarge number of
analyses done in this chapter it is possible to get some significant results simply by chance.
This deviantYinteraction ¢ould have occurred in just that Tashion.

In summary, as can be seen [rom the data presented in this chapter, non-labour
markel social controls are occasionally related by themselves, and in conjunction with labour
market -based social controls, 1o crime and drug use. More important, however, 1s the fact
that all main effecw and seven out of ten 2-wav mteractions in this chapter turn out as we
had expected. Dropouts with fow labour mark<i and low non-labour market social controls. in
the majority of cases, had the highest rate of crime and illegal drug use. Thus, there s
evidence here that non-labour market social controls play a substantial part in the genests ol

crime and deviant behaviour among high school dropouts.

*s

**Also given a relatively novel extension of social control theory, we can expect
some minor problems with measurement validity.



VII1. Qualitative Data on the Dynamics of the Out-of-School Social Control of Crime Process

In this the final data analysis chapter we analyzc qualitative data contained in the
interview transcripts in order to further explicalg major out-of -school social control
processes. or lack thereof . in the lives of dropouts. More specifically, the focus in this chapter
is m‘won the social control of ¢rimina! involvement, lh"c central deviance vanable of concern.
(‘a.\c\;‘ were seiccted for analyvsis based solely upon-the dexree ol reported criminal |
mvohement.'” Prior 1o analvzing these transenpts, fet us briefly review the results oo the three
previous quantitative data chapters which dirccl‘our efforts 1n this quahtauve analyss.

As we have seen in chapter 3, there are some substantial zero order relationships
between dropouts’ labour marke! intcgr}\iyﬂ and mvolvement in crime. The crime indices in
particular show zcro order fbﬂalionships with criminal involvement, which does vary somewhat
depending upon the measure of labour market integration and crime index utilized.

5

In chapter S we found. via the ANOVA analysis. substantial variation in dropouts’
involvement in crime. frequently by sex and occaannali_v by age. We found only minimal
vaniation in the labour market-crime indey relationship by sex (two 2-way interactions) and
age (onc 2-way intcraction).

In chapter 6, we again found a small degree of scro order variation in dropout’s
involvement in crime, thistime for several measures of non-labour market based soci‘al
control. Again depending on the measures emploved, we also found somc variation in the
labour market integration-crime relationship by certain measures of non-labour market based
social control.

To summarize, these three quantitative da\la analysis chapters indicatce that labour
market based social controls are in certain instances related to involvement in crime. However,
other social controls arc also apparently operative in the out-of -school social control of
dropout's criminal behavior. In addition to this, the results of the analysis presented in

chapter 5 indicate that in the giffjjent chapter we shouid be attuned to the existence of
.y

“In Appendix IV the frequency of reported criminal involvement is presented for the
high crime males and females analyzed in this chapter.

132
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differences in the degree and type of out-of -school social control processes ?n lm of
males ;s opposed 1o females.

As a result of these research lindings and the literature review presented ia chapter |,
in the present chapter we shall tny to determine which elements of the social bond (laPour

market based commitment; general commiment provided by future aspirations and

S0Cio-cconomic supports/relations; attachment, particularly to parents; and involvement In

b ——

convennonal activities) are most acting in the social control of cnme. One essential§ "

component of this qualitative analysis 1« the presentation of illustrative vignetles whneh revead.
. LI ¢

.f.
e . > ;
in the dropouts” own words, the dvnamics of the out-of -school socal conlro?ﬁﬁo“eqs.e 4 s
ny <o
This anaivas shall be conducted for: (1) ten randomly selected male*ﬁrépbutsﬁ" with no
, ‘ B o
reported cniminal involvement, (i) ten males with the highest degree of reparted criminal

involvement. (1) ten randomlby <clected females with no reported crimunal involvement, and

finally, (iv) ten females with the highest degree of reported criminal involvement. ™

A. Qualitative Data Analysis N .

.

A detailed reading of the interview transenipts, for all forty dropouts selected for
analysis, indicated several specific and écncral dimensions of the social bond 1o b; m:)st

¢

important in the social control of crime. That is to say, these elements of lhcswocial-‘boﬂi
generally appeared o differentiate those respondents ‘Q‘WCTL‘ heavily involved in ¢rime fro
those who were not involved at all. Data are presented in?»ablcs 60 through 63 which indicate
whether or not cach of these elements of the social bond were present in the hives of

non-criminal males, criminal males, non-criminal females and cnnunal females, respectively .

Before presenting these tables, however, 1t 1s necessary to briefly discuss the elements of the

YAll criminal involvement reported in the crime questionnaire, or the lack thereof, 1s
for the year prior to being interviewed. Dropouts may, however, discuss criminal
involvement in the in-person interview which took place more than onc vear prior
(c being interviewed. We must note here that onlv five out of these forty
respondents were interviewed by tHe author. Also, with only ten respondents in cach
of the four categories, the problem of generalizing from these data, (i) to the
sample as a whole and (ii) to dropouts overall, obviously exists.
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. osbcial bond listed in these tables.

_ Moving down the table, the first element primarily taps dne dimension of labour
mark#t based social control, namely whether the respondent was currently employed full-time
or currently enrolled in school full-time: A minority of the respondents were enrolled in
educational programs, largely as a fpeans of f urthering.their employment prospects. Thus,
while not currently employed full-time, they shoulg still be subje;t to greater social control
than those respondents thwere neither employed nor studving full -time,

The second social control element listed indicates whether respondents had developed :
attainable ma_iqr future occupational goals. "' Here we considered the métch between the past
and present behavior and life condition of respondents and the type and level of future goal
indicated. One important dimension of this deliberation was/whethcr the respondent had
actually swirt. ' 1o work toward the ~tated goal.

Azain moving down the list of clements, we sec that one particular dimension of
attachment "hat seemed to come to “he forefront a¢ irportant was attachment to »falhers for
males and attacament to mothers tor females. The two ‘inal social control elements listed
ind;cale whether respondents were subje;l 1o significant social comrol‘due 1o t‘heir |

involvement in conventional activity and the strength of their sogcio-economic

supports/relations. _ s

Non-Criminal Males: The Dynamics of Social Contro! . R

@

Dalta are presented in Tabk 60 on the ext€nt to which we find cach of these ma ;or
>
social control elements to exist, in the lives of ten randomly sclected non- criminal male
dropouts. As can be seen f rom this Lable, an extremely high degree of social control existed

- amopg this group of dropouts. Only fi l\e out ofa total of fif ty elements of the gomal bonds

listed were absent mythexr lives. In three cases we find the absénce of the fatﬁ’ér -son

"For out-of-school dropouts altamable 6ccupatlonal goals were deemed to provide
greater social control than occuapuonal goalh-e with litde chance of béing attained (cf.

_leSChl l%? 186).

v o
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attachment dimension of social control. For the last respondent listed, case # 059, we see the
absence of two other elements of the Bcial bond, namely being currently full-time

»

emploved/at school and having developed occilpa',ional goals. In this case, however, thercare

family ties in general, including father-son attachment, involvement in conventional activity

]

and notable socio-economic supports/relations, particularly from the family.
TABLE 60
Non-Criminal Males: Dynamiics of Social Control
CASE # 630 106 1il 031 122 028 020 G 043 059
Currently -1
Emploved /School ves ves Ves ven Vs ves ves ves ves
Occupational
Goals - ves ves ves ve's ves ves ves ves ves
Fuather-Son
Altachment ves ves ves ves Ves ves ves
Conventional
Aclinvaty ’ ves ves ves ves ves yes ves ves ves ves
Soci0-economie
Supports/Relauons ves Ves ves Ve ves ves ves Ve ves ves
. & -

* Respondent #028 has Jeveloped a strong surrogate father-son relationship with a church mimster, which
currently acts as a major sowal control for this respondent.

Respondent #059 dropped out of high school almost one year ago; he was in his final
year of school and needed only a few credits to graduate. Let us let him speak for himself
about these crucial social control elements, and about his lack of future occupational goals:

l: In general, what do vou want to do with your life?
R: 1don't know. I don't really want a family. I just want to bc well-off, have ‘enough
money to suppor{ myself throughout my life...
\0 you think of jobs, what kind of job in particular would you like to be doing in five

T ten years?

R:  Historian, but if I couldn't take that. I wouldn't mind being a policeman. If 1 could go
back tc school I would take historian, /
I: Do you think you're going to go back and get these (.rednls"

R:  Well if a job comes along in three or {our ycars 1 might, but I.don't know right now.
It's hard to say, I'm mdeuswe ;
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In terms of .family attachment/support while unemployed we find:

1: Are you living at home right now?

R:  Yeah with my Mom [and Dad].

What are you living on?

R:  Just live at home, look for a job, sometimes if vou want to go out on the weekend.,
she'll give me money.

—

—

Do the rest of your family help you out in anv wayv?
R:  Oh yeah, my sister is alwayvs asking her friends about jobs and my brother i< quite high
up in his company and he asks around as well.

Onc measure of attachment 1o family is who the respondent turns to with problems.

This respondent is asked:

I ...if you got into a real probiem, do vou have any special person vou can tumn 10?
R: ., Besides your family?
I Would vour family do?

R:  Oh veah, our family is real close.

From xhése quotes il should not be surprising that this uncmploved respondent. who
had not yet developed future occupational goals, was nonectheless uninvolved in crime. As we
have secn, other major social controls exist for this person. Let us now let two other

respondents speak on the role that occupational goals and father-son attachment play in their

v

lives.

Respondent #028 is currently enrolled in an educational upgradiggsprogram and has a
i e "

fistore. He has

. Yet things have not

broken home, and has been involved in crithe prior 0 the pres ' vear. In terms of the
rsspoﬁdent's past life, we see little social control from father-son attachment specificaliy and

family attachment in general:

I: ...tell me a little about vour family. How do vou get along with them?

R:...my family, we were distant, having no father willing to put some time and effort into
it. There was no love and concern. -

I: How about your mom?

R:  Yeah, my Mom, there was like a second Father but he wasn't the best... She didn't
express her love and concern, though. As a family we were distant...

The lack of social ghntrol in the more distant past from employment with some "future” is

also indicated:
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N ) o

Okay legs talk a little bit about when vou were unemployed, how did that affect your
health, if you k it did.

Ah it was dreadful. I needed to find a job that was going to be able to help meg —
something that was going to more than existing. The job I had wasn't ... had no
quality, the bowling alley that I worked in had no qlelii;y. I wasn't getting anvthing out
of it. .

Similarly, the lack of social control which arises from the combination of lack of meaningful

emplovment, no family support, and no future occupational goals is well expressed in the

following quotes:

R:

When ... you know where | was at with no job and such, I didn't care, | had no care
at all. I think even a hitle would have been helpful. Y

I was emotionally breaking down, I didn't care. I had nothing to hang onto, and there
was no one there 10 back me up. give me confidence, to help me over the rough
periods. 1 had no father. I had reached out to just anything knowing that where 1 wag
at was no good and anything clse could be better.

g
]

This respondent subscquently finds a surrogate father-son attachment with a church minister.

He currently lives with the minister and his wife as a special boarder. When asked about

- finalfv getting his life together. this respondent states:

R:

bt

~ ..

He [the minister] put in a lot of time helping me, he still is actually. We took some
time to sit down together, work out some of the personal problems that | had to deal
with, change my attitude toward work, my motivation and such, we worked that out.
He helped me with wne oul a resume..

So, ah, arc vou gettifig any other help financially?

Ah. not really. I'm in debt right now, because the people I'm living with are kind,

they 'rc nice, they're not forcing me 10 pay money I owe them, you know at the end of
the month if I don't have the mohey it's okay.

In terms of the current development of future occupational goals, we may quote respondent

# 028 when he states of the latter part of his lif¢ that:

R:

R:

1 know 1 needed a High School Diploma, so I came here [school] and got involved,
made a commitment, and they told me [ needed to have a [specific] goal set.

So 1 had to be realistic and start thinking 1 have to choose something that I would like.
there's nctually something out there I could like. Someone suggested let's be realistic
instead of looking at a job that you picked out of the air, look at something where your
strengths are.

Respondent # 122 is currently working in an old folks.-home as an assistant in the
p < N

dietary department. This is not a very high status or well paying job but the respondent sees

N

the chance for career development in an area he likes — working with people. When asked

-

how he obtained this job the respondent stated:
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I

R:
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...I've always been interested in working in a hospital environment and 1 went out on
my own and dccided to apply at sopre old folks homes.

How about problems that you had when vou were looking for work?

Um, there's problems when you don't have money and you're broke but it's a different
situation for me causc I live at home and don’t pav rent.

In terms of father-son attachment and family support in general we find this respondent

stating that:

R:

And vour Dad wasn't totally upset that vou left school?

Disappointed but not upset.

He_places a lot of value on education.

Exactly, my Dad is a well-educated man, and it's important to him. When I'm ready to
do it, I'll go and finish. :

So how do vou think vour family helps vou out?
With support. ideas, definitely love, that's about it.

In terms of the respondent’s occupational goal development, it is instructive to quote this

dfopoul when he is asked: /

I:

R:

Pt

—

When vou were unemployed do you think it affecied vour health at all?
Yeah, [ think i*"did. Being unemploved and sitting around all day is depressing, um vou
have no fulfillment of what vou're doing. You have no direction.

Okay let's talk about your major goals in life.

Well what [ want to do is stick with this job for a couple of years. I want to take somc
night courses, finish my High School in'September and from there I'm thinking of
University or N.A.1.T.. My first step is through high school and then I can make a
decision on what | want to do.

In five or ten vears what kind of job do vou see yourself at?

I want to get a job where I'm working with people, um, helping people instead of the
regular nine to five. I was thinking of a social worker causc I basically know what that
is about.

How likely do vou think it is that vou will be able to do that?

Good, very good chance.

We havc-&nlincd in the respondents’ own words some of the dvnamics of the

out-of -school social control of crime among this group of non-criminal male dropouts. Two

points need to be mentioned here.

From analyzing the transcripts it would appear that one cannot single out any of these

major elements of the social bond as the most important in the lives of dropouts. That is to

say, these major social controls appear 10 be faiﬂy interdependent rather than existing as

scperate elements of social control. In the following chapter we shall comment further on the

interrelationship between clements of the social bond when we present a detailed model of the
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social control of crime process. Second, quite obviously, consistent with the logic of social
control theory, it is very understandable why these dropouts did not report committing a

single crime in the period under consideration.

Criminal Males: The Dynamics of Social Cor;trol

In Tabjef61 data arc presented on the extent to which we find each of the listed major
social cc;;ltrol elements to exist in the lives of the ten most criminal males in the sample of
dropouts. * The global social control picture presented in this table is ver;‘ different from that
which existed for the ten non-criminal males. Among this group of dropouts we find a very
low presence (not absence) of these major social controls. Specifically, we find forty out of
lifty major social control elements to be missing in the lives of these dropouts.

As is obvious from this 1able these highly criminal dropouts are, as a group, gquite
unlikely to be employed or ai school full-time. They are also quite unlikely to have developed

~

occupational goals, or to have significant father-son attachment in their recent lives. These
dropouts are a little, but not much, more likely to be involved in conventional activities.
When we come to socio-economic supports/relations, we see that half of these dropouts do
report having fairly sirong socio-economic supports/relations, usually attributable to their

family . It would appear that the limited conventional activily and socio-economic

supports/relations in these ropout's lives, if present, were not sufficient to offset ‘the loss of
*

73

other major social controls.

“Criminal involvement for these high crime male dropouts ranged from 14 to 285
offences in the year prior to interview,
The p-oblem of maturation out of crime in the absence of integration into lhe
central work world must be noted. Such respondents likely do move up in the
marginal work world over time. In addition, marriage, the mean age of which is 24
years, should also come into play.

®
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TABLE 61

Criminal Males: Dynamics of Social Control

CASE# 053 116 073 078 6s 017 013 049 054 044

Currently F-1

Employcd&chml ves

Occupationa!

Gaoals ©oves

Father-Son
Attachment R ’ yes

Conventionu!
Aclivity yes ves

Socio-economic
Supports/Relations ves ves ves ves ves

+

Let us turn to an anlavsis of the interview transcripts and crime questionnaires for thesc ¥4
respondents in order to flesh o.fn the dynamics of the social control of crime process.

Respondent #078 lefteschool in grade twelve, approximately two and one half vears
ago. Th‘eason for his drof)'b;ng out was that he had beef sent (o jail for one month. This
put him so far behind that he found it too difficult to write final examinations.

An analysis of the involvement in crime questionnaire for this respondent reveals one
non-traffic offence conviction in the previous vear. This respondent also reports having
broken into a car or building on fifteen occasions; selling illegal drugs ten times; both
attacking someone with a weapon and getting into a fight just for fun on five occasions: and
theft under fifty dollars ten times. The number of reported criminal offences here totals
forty -five,

Let us now let case #078 speak for himself on the interrelationship between family
support, particularly father-son attachment, and the development of occupational goals or, as

is the case here, the lack thereof. ™ When asked why do some kids have jobs while others

“The interview , transcript for respondent #065 was not chosen for analysis, even
though this was the only high-crime respondent analysed who had notable father-son
attachment. The primary reason for this was thal this respondent was somewhat
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don't he replies: .

R:  Probably it goes right back to the original — the original thing or things that have
started a person off wrong in life, and I'm talking about young — like for example in
“my own life, when my father died. things just went — downhill from there. There was
no control in my life, there was no father 1o give you a beating when you needed a
beating you know. So, like that's — that's really essentially why I'm sitting here talking
10 a tape recorder, because | don't have a father. My father died about 7 vears ago ...

R: ...Some people have jobs they probably has a good — a good childhood more — a
good, good. good, fcelings from their life when it was most important in adolescence.
That's when probably the factor is most important, what you're going to do with your
life.

The crucial support role that father-attachment plays in creating and sustaining a dropout's

quest for integration into the labour market {s revealed when respondent #078 was asked

about major problems he has had in iooking for work. This dropout responded:

R: OK, for example, people would say OK, vou've got to keep on forgetting — like if you
g0 in a store and somcone savs no, don't et it get vou down, kecp on going, — well ]
tried, its not possible. Especially, especially not for long periods of time. Like you can
maybe = if you've a very strong will keep a good attitude going for a week. If you're
strong willed and vou have absolutely no training skills and you're out looking for it —
and you have nothing that you can lean back on in say a month's time when vou have
no luck on anything. When‘-'%u have absolutely no future and it just depends solely on
vourself and you've had no luck in vourself so far as before, you don't have t0o much
confidence in yourself and its very difficult to take people's advice and use it
constructively all the time,

et us next consider this respondent’s labour market success to date and his goals for
the future. Respondent #078 has recently: been unsuccessful at getting a job in even the
minimum wage sales/service area. He has been in and out of the usual run of low paying jobs
held bv youth — fast food sales to telephone soliciting. He s currently enrolled in a job
finders program. He has completed similar programs in the past, with little avail in terms of
obtaining a job with any career prospects or getting major occupational goals underwav.

With little occupational success behind him and no substantive occupational

/educational goals actually set-up, this respondent none the less states that his goal in life is:

R: My goal in life is to win, win, win.

When asked to comment on his main goals in life, this respondent replied:

"(cont’d) cquivocal about this stated attachment and it did not appear to be an
overly salient factor in the respondent's life. Respondent #078 provided much more
information on the interplay between this and other social control clements and

!nvolvemem in crime.
14
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R: My main goals, in order of one to the immediately, well immediately after this program
to get a job, save up some money perhaps, go to school, um always to keep on looking
for bigger and better thirigs and to eventually complete my grade twelve and go into a
post secondary after saving upsome money in a job.

This respondent obviousiv has aspirations for the future but they are vague, somewhat
grandiose and as of vet not on-line. The only really immediate goal is 1o get a job. virtually
anyv job, after completing this job club program. This respondent may or may not go on to
achieve some stable. relatively successful \abour markei integration. However, at the present it
can not be said that this respendent has developed major occupational goals with the
attendant social controls.

The central criminogenic role that the lack of social controls plaved in this

respondent's life, was well illustrated when the respondent was asked at the end of the

interview if he would like to talk about getting into troubic with the law. ™ N
l: ...what sort of things happened when you got in trouble with the law”
R: 1didn't pay atiention in school so my mind wasn 't occupied in school as much as it

should have been. So when I way with my friends we were always looking for things to
occupy that space and excitement was the main thing. I was not in sports, neither werc
any of my friends we also needed physical relief, right. So we needed things to do. We
did a lot of crazy kiddy things, kiddish things like climbing on rooftops or buildings and
not really vandalism per se as breaking windows or anything but they called it
vandalism because we were on public buildings ... We ended up going from step to step
and we ended up doing B and E's on peoples houses...

4

Let us now consider the gocial controls, or virtually total lack thereof, in the life of
respondent #013. This respondent is quite voung, now only sixteen, but he has seen a lot in
the past year or so. His mother s a iaw_ver, his father an architect. Yet he has virtually no
contact with his mother, and none with his father after getting kicked out of the house at age

fourteen. The respondent states the reason to be that he wanted to be a mechar}‘ic and they

* Many respondents interpreted this question as asking them 1o elaborate upon
official criminal justice system contact as opposed to how and why they committed,
criminal acts in the first place. In addition, the reference period here for criminal
involvement, unlike the crime questionnaire, was not just for the year prior to
being interviewed. Criminal involvement discussed in the interview was thus not
necessarily the same as that admitted in the questionnaire.
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strenuously objected, presumably favouring a more professional career. Subsequent to getting
kicked out by his parents the respondgnt dropped out of school, as he was not able to provide
for himsell and also attend school. He is currently a "cgasher™ at a local emergency vouth
shelter.

The lack of social control in this respondent’s life, from both school and family. is
well indicated by the fact that this respondent has one of the highest rates of criminal
involvement in the previous vear among the sample of dropouts. two hundred and sizteen
reported offences. The respondent also reporls being qucslioﬁcd as a suspeet about some
crime by police on fifty occasions and reports siv criminal convictions in this period. In terms
of specific offences the respondent reports: breaking into a car or building on thirny
occasions; shoplifting ninety -siv umes : selling illegal drugs forty times: using physical force
1o ggt money on fifteen occasions; theft under [ifty dollars five times and th®t over fifny
dollars twenty times.

The lack of family attachment in general, father->on attachment in particular, and the
lack of gencral familial socio-cconomic supports/relations is well indicated in the following

»

conversation:

Ae
I Okay, mavbe I can ask vou a littie about how vou get along with vour family”?
R: 1don't, I'm at the point of lilipg charges al myv mother.
I: Oh, really. \
R:  She pulled a knife on me. so 1 gotta ?7? in myv Dad’'s closet.
I: And, she called the police then, or?
R:  Yeah. well shé's a lawver, eh. so she got away scott free and ended up on a suspended
sentence. ..
1 Well, how often do vou get together with vour parents”
F: Um, my Dad's in Los Angeles right now.
1 are they seperated or divorced”
R: 1 don't know. I couldn't tell vou. It's nonc of my business.

The extreme dif Ticulty of developing a successful conventional career and life withowt
parental support in adolescence is well indicated when respondent #013 1s querried about why
he left school and then about his life on the street:

I Ur, 1 guess the first question is why did you leave school?
R:  Waell, I couldn't really hack it. I've been on my own since | was fourteen, right that's

“‘Response frequencies for specific offences were capped at 96, frequencies greater
than this were coded at this maximum value. The problem of rectroactively recalling
crime,, of course, means that these are approximate [requencies.
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when | got kicked out, and | got to grade ten, kinda living of [ the streets, getting into a
lot of troyble, like going to jail ‘cause I was stealing things like food and clothes. vou
namc it. That's why | dropped out. .

Okay, would vou like to talk about somc of the trouble that vou've had and so on”?

R:  I've got anything from theft under $200 10 $2,400.

The respondent is asked to further elaborate on his criminal involvement, to which he
replies

R:  Well when | was Calgary, T didn't really have anvplace to go or anything like that. and
I.so [ 'was hanging around with a gang. and because there was enough of us, we got
mto 2 lot of things, right, so | was with them, so I was guaranteed that, like, if werce
7777 some drugs. I got a piece of the money and 1 could buy whatever the things |
necded. We did B & F and we got $25.000 worth of stercos and furniture and things
like that, and | always got a cut out of it and it ended up bringing me down fast. Um |
was kinda known as the "school boy " 'cause | 1‘cali1cd that my cducation was importary
but ah, I went out and got a job after it. But's that'is why 1 dropped out of school.

\
The truth of the statement, that the respondent wanted to pursue his cducation and become a

mechanic, as well as the harsh reality of life on the street, was indicated when the respondent

was asked about skipping school prior to dropou :
[ 4

-

R:  Not rcally, | went 1o school a“oﬁeh'hs [ could, like, I wouldn,'t really call it skipping
like kids skip 10 go to an arc’dc. I'd skip ‘cause I was beat up really bad or something
like that. dike bedause I hadn't eaten for a while and | decided 1 was going to go find
some place to eat or sleep, if | hadn't had any sleep for awhile. I used to do things like
[break into] houses when the development went under and the doors and windows and
evervthing were on, but the insides weren't finished, I used to take insulation and throw
plastic over top of it and throw a blanket on top of that, and that's where we used o
Ssleep...

To which he adds:

R: ..but. If Icould have staved home, I would have graduated. | was living in a place
where 1 didn't have Lo worry about where'I'm gqing to eal, what 1'm going to wear.

Respondent #0132 states that as a result of this lack of f'a{mil}' support and education:

R: ...the goal I want to get at is way out of rcach now because there's no way I'm gonna
get on as a 773 mechanic. I ¢an do it, I can pull a mgtor apart and put it back together
again, but I ain\'t got that piece of paper that savs rhat. ‘

Y, :

The almogk totally goalless nature of the respondent’s current life is well reflected when he is

—
asked about how he spends his dav, particularly his activities with his friends. For here the

respondent states:

K- Idon't know...fool around, get into itty bits of trouble, like I said, ??? I don't know
hang around the mall, go to a party ??? like around here, vou never plan your life, lik
its not even day by day. You might be here one day and not the next, 1 don't cafe
don't have any plans.
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\
. Respondent #049, who is currently uncmploycd and lives at home, shows a similar

pallcrn‘c;f lack of major social controls. We also sec an extremely high (the highest in the
sa.mple of dropouts) number of criminal offences reported by this respondent in the crime
questionnaire, two hundred and eight-five offences. In addition this respondent reports being
1
questioned by the police as a suspect in some cnime on twenty -eight occasions and being
convicted of a criminal offence four times. In terms of specific criminal offences we find the
, - .

respondent admiting ~.hoph!lmg'ncl} -siv tmies; selbig aliegal drugs fort, nmes; using
physical foree to get money five times; attacking someone with a weapot on nine owasions;
gelung 1nto a (‘xghtib&( l'orl;;'f&rlccn nmes: damaging or destroyving property onee; theft
under {ifty dollars seventy -five times and thel: over fifny dollars twenty tmes.

An analvsis of the interview transcript for this respondent demonstrates the low
degree of social control mn this respondent’s life. Here are some selected quotes which focus

on the lack of parental attachment, lack of occupational goals and little involvement 1in

conventional activity .

—

Okayv. let's talk a hittle bit about who vou're living with now”

R:  Folks.

Mom and Dad?

Yeah, I have no brothers or sisters. I was supposed to be kicked out the day | turned
cighteen. I nearly got kicked out the other day for a long distance phone call that |
didn't bother telling my folks about. I get into some pretty good screamin’ fights with
the old lady...

... how do vou get
R:  Well, things are balt
my door shut, things a

wh vour mom and dad”
“touch and go. If 1'm out of the house or I'm in the room with

—

How manv [job applications] would vou generalls fill out in a week”
R:  Well, Idon't go out job hunting that often. but when I do, | would sayv about ten or so
‘cause there's nothing I'm really interested in. ['m trving to stay out of the restaurants.

R: Um, when 1 was in school | had all these dreams. but in actuality | vou get out of school

and findOut where 1t's at. Everybody thinks as soon as thev get out of school they 're

going to get a job, that's bogus.

So overall what would you like to do with vour life?

R:  Um, something along the line of cither getting into the technica®ficld, something Jlong
the line of electronics would be fun or driving.

—

I: Ckay, lets talk a little bit about what you do when vou're not looking for woik,
entertainment wise and that kind of stuff, who do vou do it with and where do vou go?

R: Mostly, like I'm not a super-heavy partier, but if someone cven mentions party, ] say

'where?', let's crash it. If 1 get invited I'm there.

Who do vou spend your time with?

R: 1 had a really good friend who moved up to Whitchorse with his folks... We'd go out,

—
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go to West Edmonton Mall or just walk around downtown, stay there and get into
trouble. :

l: How about other fricnds, how often do you get together with them”
R:  As many times as 1 can.

And what kinds of things would you do with them.

R:  Party, more party, and get into trouble.

At the end of his interview this respondent was asked (o claborate upon "any trouble
you've gotlen into with the law” . From the-gespondent’s reply 1o this question it is not too

di”lt‘*i to see why thy respondent had the highest rate of reported cnminal involvement m

o

the sample of dropouts

R:  Well, in the beginning when 1 was fifteen. Idid my first B and k., did three of them,
gol caught for the fourth one.
I:=  Breaking into a house?
R:  Yeah. the stupid jerk came home just as I was walking out... and got into troublc
awhile ago for mischief | like | was taking these rocks off Argyvll & 99th and hucking
them at cars. At the time | was caught, | had some Big Whites, a few skin mags. | had
some drugs on me, 1 had quite a few things on me that were illegal. Then 1 got busted
and the cops didn't read me any sort of rights, then we were half way o the copshop
and I said "Oh by the way, I'hope vou guys know you're under arrest’, vou know. Got
into trouble at the University, 1 was just walking around, decided to go into the men's
changeroom and check wallets. Got absolutely nolhmg Couple of guys came walking
out and caught us, got busted for that..
How did you get involved with these thmgs.’
R:  What I would call friends at that time but now if I see this one guy agam, I'll kich his
head in.
l: How about, now that vou've got alot of free time on vour hands, do vou think that
contributes to this kind of thing?
R:  Um, uh huh.
l: It has in your own case”
R:  Well, out of sheer boredom, I went to the store with a fniend and we got busted for
nipping off a couple of tapes each. Fortunately. my friend had stuffe® the 1apes down
“ his pants and the security guy didn't check therc. Like this jacket, here. it has a slit,
that’s forga knife..iv's a knife pocket. In another jacket I had pockets for chucks,
mohogagry whucks, good, heavy. solid od, I've got busted for chucks, 1've got busted
. for fnzhu* downigwn. 1've gol busted abowefourtecn times, most of them were
droppgd oneg it Wﬁ‘fﬁt\ court, y E's, thcft 'er anmal mischief. I've had many
tu .

. kmw‘s laken gwaw'l rdm me ff ifke. lhm o -
Ihe fabck of'énajor sdéﬁ contrls, as hs"te,??x:r]‘:ble ;)1 am' Lhc‘?ﬁé of these highlv
cnmmal dropouts as opposed to fhe nogetcnmxxna!”r‘nale*éropoms should be quite apparent
= fromthese 1llusu§ave quotts’ B :1 \ y )

4

In the followmg section we ana}yze atgmmpare lhc d\namlcs of the out-of -school
. L.
g rol process in the lives of non-criminal and criminal female dropouts in the sample.

3
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Non-Criminal Females: The Dynamics of Social Control

Table 62 shows whether the same major social control clements are found in the lives
of ten randomly selected non-criminal females. Like their male counterparts, these
non-criminal females generally had many social controls present in their out-of -school hife,
collectiveiy mussing only nine out of fifty major social controls. Only two of the ten females
were not currently cmpl()yw.ﬂ school full-ume, and onlv one female did not have notabice
mother-deaughter atttachment. The one mair eaception to this general patternas the absence
of major occupational goals on the part of sivof the ten respondents This stands out ali the
more sharph given the strong presence of occupational goals among non-criminal males (mne
out of ten respondents ). It would appear, us Gomme (1986) has suggested, that the
developmen: of occupational godls 15 not as crucial a dimension i the socal control dvnamics

for female dropouts. X

TABLE 62

Non-Cnmimmal Females: Dynamices of Sodgal Control

I e e e - — ——

CASE 2 hy (IR e I LAy AR N N2 A nan
N
Currentiv b1 4
Fmploved/Soho. re T x.('\ Ve VU Lo ves Ve
. ¢

Occupatiopd 24

Gaoals NS Ve Yo

Morher Dauchie: ,

Attachrien: vy RN (YOS T v Ve -

converntin

Actnan: . (S Ve Ve Ve Vs Vs e v v e

'
SOUIC- L ONeTIC
Suppurty/Reiztions ves ves ves v e Ve ves ves Les ves m

l.ct us again refer to the interview transcripts in order 1o show, 1n the respondents’
own words, the dvnamics of the out-of -school social control process for non-criminal

females.
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{(espondent #082 quit school about one vear ago while i grade 10. Since then she
has been in and out of restaurant and sales clerk jobs, which she explicitly states to be quite
undesirable employment. She has developed an extremely strong desire to move up iril'?) a

better quality job. In order to achieve this she has made a distinct effort to get into an adult

education program, and has definite plans to attend university. Her [ ather and mother are
divorced; and her mother, while not having a lot of spare money, strongly supports her

daughter mérally-and emotionally.
e )
Let us first quote the respondent when she notes the undesireability and consequences

of working in dead-end jobs, which are in large part the only jobs currently available to many
vouths in-general, and dropouts in particular. Spéaking of her restaurant work and

emplovment in general. she states:

R:- 1 worked in the back and I hated it because I was washing dishes and I didn't have any
respect for myself and I didn't like myself, I didn't like what I was doing. I didn't like
anything about my life at the time. I started getting really suicidal 1d°as and then | o
thought 'God, why am I doing this?' and then | got fired from there 'cause I was
always, always late 'cause I really didn't like the job.-So I got fired from there and then
about a week later after that I got hired at the Superstore and the pay was good but
that was it. I didn't like working there either.

R:  For the past year or so, the reasons for my depression are either I'm not making
enough money in this job, I'm not enjoying my job, or I'm not working so therefore
I'm not-secur¢ in anything.

Although recently enrolled in an upgrading program, this respondent had been
: . 7
unsuccessfully looking for work. The crucial moral support provided by this respondent’s

mother is reported:

R:  Yeah well things were really, really bad for me last week, I was [eeling really depressed.
I've written out so many applications that I know them off by hear‘gaﬁnd nothing ever
happens and I can't figure out why. I was getting so low and I went to sec my mom
and she just knows when I'm depressed. She'll look at me and say 'Hi, what's wrong’,
no matter what I say or do. .

The strong mother-daughter attachment is further clarified when the respondent is
asked: ' : ' , ‘ ; {

I: Um, when you have a real problem who do you turn to? \
R: My Mom, always. )
I: She gives you good advice.

R: She's great. I don't know what 1 would do if 1 didn't have her She s the greatest thing

that ever happened in my life.
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" In terms of the development of f utyre occupatiopal goals, we find that this
respondent has decided to attend univerSity, majoring in Arts, although no one arca of
specialization has vet been picked out:
I: Tell me what your major goals are in life? ‘
R:  Right now I want to finish off some courses and then go into university.
I: What do you wan®to study” “
R: "I want to go into the Faculty of Arts. I haven't rml}\ decided on exactly what I want to
do.
I: . Do you think vou're going to stick with AVC [Alberta Vocational College]? Tell me the

route, how do vou perceive vour route?

R:  Well, I've seen a counsellor and she's toid mc\all the courses 1 need to get to where |
want to go soyl'm going to take that and right \nto University which should take about
two vears.

o

The respondem's‘ coOmmitment 10 ftmhcring her occupational career‘ through education’

is well indicated when she siates that: ’

R: T had to sell some things to get into this class. I had 1o sell a ring that was ven
important to me, 1 had to sell that to get enrolled 'cause otherwise I wouldn't have
gotten in because the classes go really fast.

The next respondent (#118) had quit school twice. She dropped out for & months,
went back for pawt of a year, and has currently been out of school for 4 months. She is now
only seventeen and lives at home with her mother. Hnr parents are divorced. She has basically
been unemploycd since leaving school, on both ouasnons Moreover, until recently sRe had
made essentially no.effort to find emplovment. The primary rcéason for this was Lhét she had
been content Lo party with her friends ard 1o live at home_wnh her mother supporting her.

Even in the absence of any major job scarch, she does, however, have a fatrly
accurate plcturc of the negauve employment prospects open 10 many young peoplé The
respondent has currentl\ found a job at McDonalds and states that wmlc the work 1s not
great, she enjoys bemg busy after such a long period of doing nothing. Her ‘Zuachmem to her
mother figures prominently here. She enjoys working at even a low pay/status job at
McDonalds as it makes her mother proud of her, at last. Indee'd“ her mother was instrumental

in getting her the job as her mother saw the Help Wanted ad and drove the respondent to

apply for thé job.
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Right now the respondent has,"ho major future employment goals and is happy just to

.. {
have a job which gives her some money and relieves her guilt over disappointing and liv)fqg

of f her mother. Whilé unemployed she went out with her friends but did not drink exfessivcly

or do drugs, except for some occasional marijuana. The crucial anti-criminogenic past and

" present social control role that mother-daughter attachment played in this respondeni's life is

highlighted when the respondent is asked about h’rrem empioyment:

l:

R:
R:

OK. And vou're working now.

Yes, fuil-time. Finally, It's not much, I don't get much monev but at least my mom's
happy enough that I'm working. '

I know she would support me but it was like, 1 felt such guilt towards the fact that |
was living of{ her to begin with you know when she g®orking so hard she's vou know
killing herself into the ground to support me and her and keep the house and a lot of
kids they take advantage of their parents, — everybody takes advantage of their
parents, I still do, you know my mom is always there for me sort of thing but its like
— vou don't, once you drop out of school you think 'well gee, I've got all this
freedom, do what you want you know and you — like I said 1 went for a vear, doing
absolutely nothing and then the second yvear 1 got awav with a lot too and stuff but |
mean 1've grown, 1'm hoping at least that I've grown out of that stage. ™~

The critical role that family support, in this case from ﬂg‘mbthcr, plavs in dropouts’

lives even when they do obtain employment is indicated by this respondent's additional

comments:

R:

Su now with me working like ['ve taken a big burden off of her as it is so now that she
doesn't have 0. I mean I don't — she still supports me a lot mofe — like she still pavs
for a lot of other stuff that I — I can't afford at the moment but she's there for
everything else. I couldn't imagine not, vou know, what I would do if she were 10
suddenly leave or — vou know, God forbid dic or something but... I couldn't survive
on the salary I'm making now,

3

This respondent still has no major future goals. She notes that she is interested in an

animal care career, but also in computers f!or, as she says, that's where evervone is going.

However,-upon reflection she siates:

R:

7~

...But as for what I want to do, its so far in the future right now I mean, I'm just sort
of — all I'can think about is 1o right now I've got to piece my life together and get
everything settled so that I'm comforiable with working because its going 1o take me
quite a while for me 1o get used to getting up and working all day...

"When asked about getting into any trouble with the law in the in-person
interview, the respondent repored HNttle criminal involvement in her lifetime. The
exceptions were shoplifting once age\thirteen and occasionally drinking under the
legal age. C
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Respondent # 135 has been out of school for aboul 4 vears She states ?at she wasn't
skipping school a o1, but she wasn't getting' anything out of it aid getungi job seemed a
better alternative. She has been emploved in a variety of jobs, none of which have lasted ov:;'
a vear. Yet she has not had a long period of unembloyment. The one exception was when her
own daughter was born about a year ago. ™ She currently lives comimon-law with her fiance
and daughter. He is currently working full time and shc 1s a.ucﬁdmsz an employvment training

{

program. . ‘
i

-

L]
In terms of her own mother/father, there is essentially no interaction. She was

13

adopted by a family which was very sirict and non-supportive of her when"{supporl was
needed in the past. Immediatelv after dropping out of school she moved away from home and
entered a period of shifting emploS'mcnx and moderate involvement in dcviaml behavior.
‘According to this respondent, setiling inte her current family life with a daughrer. and

"developing future occupational goals, had been crucial components in the development of a
more responsible less deviant life-style. +, )}
: T

Let us cut into the interview at.the point where the respondent is discussing the Jack
of these social controls in her previous life, and their presence today:

[: And how about when you're unemployed? Do you think there's any rclauonshxp there
between being unemployed and domg somcthing illegal?

R: Um hm. Yeah, uh, I think you're unemployed and vour attitude and. yaur uh,
psychological feelings about yourself and everything go right down the bottom. Um, if
you're single. OK, there's a difference there. Because I was unemployed when, 1 was
single 1go, before my daughter was born. Things you do when vou're unemplgyed are a
lot diff€rent than if you have um, security and employment somewhere.

I: So when ypu were unemploved and single, did vou think about doing things illegally or
uh, had vou grown out of that sort of? Friends and that sort of thing?

R: No, I was still in with the same group of people. This all happened too, trouble with
the cops and Hrugs and drinking and stuff likc that — that was when | was uncmp]oxed
and single. :

I And this last time that you were unemploved vou —feel different— because vou have a
family, your own family?
R:  Yeah definitely, I had a secure — a secure home life, um, I was taken care of — I had
. res,ponsnblhues and-that really changes a lot for most people. ™ g

"*While not a respondent-mother attachment like the others described above, this
element of attachment was considered to be a major social control in lhls
respondent's life.

“While potentially a leading question, this was asked of the respondent toward the
end of the interview, when she had already discussed the central role of her new
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Apart from the direct social control function of family attachment, including
attachment to her own daughter, there is a major impact of these elements on the genesis of
future occupational goals. At the end of the intcrview, the respondent volunteers the

following observation:

I: I guess that's about the end of the interview, unless you'd like to add anything...

R: T just datally feel strongly that if vou um, if you are unemploved and vou don't have
goaly/ you've lost sight of your goals when you 're unemployed. um vou need, vou need
a lot of — lot of sccurity, a lot of pushing. from your friends, from your peers, from
vour family if vou have one, you need — a lot of a — a good boost from them, to get
you goals in sight again 'cause I think that's the biggest thing that happens to pegple
who arc uncmployed — like you look on 97th street stuff like that. Sure they may be
supported by the government money, UIC. but their goals, they've lost their goals a
long time ago and that — that's where they 'l stay.

In terms of the respondent’s own goals, we [ind her stating that the job obtained
‘through her work program has a Iqt of poteritial for the future:

I
R:  Yup.

: ...Are you working right now as part of the program?
: And what are you doing?

Pt

R:  Physiotherapy aide. That's what I'm going 10 train as.

And do you have any dislikes or likes about the job”?

R:  Ttowally like it. It's very informative and uh, 1 don't know, the working situation is
very good. : e

And do vou think there's any chance of you — um, getting hired on afterwards?
Definitely.

Looks good.

Yup.

—

AT

This respondent was also questioned about her goals in life. One important question

of direct relevance to the present discussion of goal development was the following:
2y
And do you think that your goals have changed at all since you found this job now?
R Oh yeah. Um, f#on't know, before you get the job you ve got such extreme, extreme
goals like _vou@'am to be — whatever your imagination takes you right. And with a job
with the stabilny of getting trained in something you like, vour goals seem 1o be more -
realistic. They change.

ol

J, Respondent #135 noted that she has%lso applied to the RCMP as a recruil. She states
that she has all the qualifications and that this is her first career ¢hoice. Prudently, or
realistically, the respondent notes that the physiotherapy aide job is also a desireable back -up
In cése her RCMP plans do not materialize. Essentially this resbondem would now appear to

be well on her way to a more law-abiding conventional life.

“7(cont’d) family in her life.
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Criminal Females: The Dynamics of Social Control

In Table 63, data are presented on the extent to which we find each of these five
major c]eqr‘nenls of social contro! in the lives of the ten most criminally involved females in the
sample. ' As a group, these high crime females generally had few of these social controls

present in their life, missing thirty-three out of a p&sible fifty social controls. While the

B

s

-
difference betwen non-criminal and criminal rcsp@a’gems is not as great as that for males, we @
s
o . . . 20 .
nonctheless do see a similar picture. Consistent wigthe predictions of social control theory,

highly criminal dropouts, male and female, reporl? méh_v-»fewcr soa#comrols in Weir lives.
As compared to non-criminal fem;llc dropoug;-lh‘c high;c.rimc females were a litte
less likelv to be currently emploved or enrolled in school full-time. They were also less likely
1o have developed future occupational goals. In addition, these female dropouts )verc much
less likelv to be involved in conventional activity or to have major socio-economic suppor.ts or
relationships. The most notable difference between the two groups, however, centres on the

s

existence of substantial mother-daughter attachment. While only two out of ten non-criminal
females did not have notable mother-daughter attachment, O;]l}' two out'of ten high crime
females did report such attachment.

Half of the ten female respondents were missing all five major social controls, onc
was missing three, one was missing two and three were missing only one. Individual high
crime female dropouts were thus more likely than their male counterparts to have major
social controls present in their out-of -school lives. However, as the overall rate of criminal
involvement by the high crime females is low relative to that for the high crime males, we.
might expect these criminal female dropouts to still show a moderate presence of social

controls. Nonetheless, we did not expect lo observe the presence of as many major social

control elements among individual high crime female dropouts. *' We have discussed in this

.

The frequency of involvement in crime for these high crime females is nowhere

near as high as that for high crime males. The number of offences for these

females ranged from five to thirty-one, in the one year period prior to interview.

$1Given this unegmected finding, we shall analyze the interview transcripts for these .
high crime resp ts in some greater detail than was gencrally the case previously

in this chapter. ’ .
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chapter the centrality of occupational goal development and mother-daughter attachment in

the social control process. It is thus important to note that each of the high crime — high
social control females (#s 083, 165 and 162) is missing at least one of these two major social

(S
' L

controls.
TABLE 63
Criminal Females: Dynamics of Social Control
CASE # 083 083 074 165 114 162 7o 018 023 - 167
Lo
e ) T
Currently F-1
Emploved/School ves ' ves , ves ves ves
Occupationa!
Goals | ves ves
Mother - Daughier /
Attachment . Ves / ves
Conventionai
Aclivity ves ves ves ! ves
Socie-ecenomy
Supports/Relations ves yes ves yes

In our examination of the interview transcripts, we shall focus upon three cases with varving
degrecs of social control (0, 2, and 4 out of 5 controls present, respectively).

Respondent #074 has been out of school for approximately a vear and one half. She
quit school bécausc her father told her 10 go out and look for work or he would kick her out
of the housc in onc week. She did not find work and he did kick her out. She reports that she
was ﬁot skipping school and was doing alright in terms of grades, though she had problgms on
both of these fronts two years previously. She is currently unemploved; she had to quit her
job as a busgirl in a restaurant as she was sentenced to approximately three and a half months
in a youth correctional facility for theft. She has been in this facility for the past three weeks.

e

In the interview the respondent states that she had another theft conviction previously and

)

received probation.
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In the period since leaving school she has had one other job, babysitting. Social
services had been paving an allowance to the respondent's aunt to keep the respondent. The
respondent has, moreover, been in a goVemmem-sponsored group home from age twelve to
sixteen. The respondent stated that she would not go back to regular school, but as she will
turn eighteen in about six months she is planning 10 go back to an adult upgrading program.

This respondent reported being questioned by police as a suspect for some crime on
six occasions, and reported being convicted {or ong .criminal offence, presumably the
just-noted prior conviction for theft. The respondent also reported shopiifting twice, theft
under fifty dollars once. and theft over fifty dollars twice. Here we sec a total of only [ive
offences, the lowest requency among high crime females.

Moving neat to an analysis of the social controls in this respondent’s life, let us cut
into the interview transcript when she was being asked about how well she got along with her
family. There was somce evidence of mother-daughter interaction/attachment but this was only

minimal.

—_—

You said vou've lived in group homes since you were twelve, do vou have a family in

Edmonton?
R:  Yeah.
I: How well do vou get along with your family?
R: T only get along with mom. nobody elsc.
I: How often do you see your family?
R:  Not often since the last couple of months. I saw my mother today.
I: Say in the three months that vou were working as a busgirl, how often did vou actualiy
~ see any of your famylv?
R:  Hardly ever. . ’

One replacement for family attachment and iateracu’on for this respondent was her.
involvement with her friends. Unfortunately. most of her friends were engaged in little
conventional activity, including employment. One measure ol this interaction/attachment was

evident when the respondent was asked:

[: When things aren’t working out and vou have a real problem is there someone you can
turn to? .

R:  George. .

I: Is he your roommate.

R: No he's just a friend...
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The small amount of coaventional activity engaged in by this respondent, in

conjunction with her friends, is indicated when she is asked:

I

—

R:

x =

—

R:

...when you wer§n't working what did you do with vour time?
Just bummed around.

Bum around, what do vou mean?

Go 10 see friends, visit old schools or something.

When vou did go out and see vour fricnds...) what kind of things woﬂ'i vou do?
Play arcade games, talk, smoke a joint.

The friends that vou have, have any of them ever been unemploved?
Well, they 're all unemploved but they don't collect unemployment. quz of them are
traffickers, sell drugs or something.

Having demonstrated the lack of sécial controls in this respondent's life, the followying

eacerpt in which the resp¥ndent described her own criminal involvement should come as no

surprise. When we asked about any 'trouble you might have gotien into with the law ", the

respondent replied:

T =

TR

=

What did I do?

Well ves and that's completely optional.

I'm in heg® because my friend stole some stuff and | was with her and she didn't show
up for court so I got the time,

How long? t

A hundred and ten days and a $150.00 finc.

Is this the first time you've been charged with anvihing?

No, I 'had a theft before but that was when I was voung [16 vears ald], it was stupid, 1
stole some cigarettes or something,

Did they charge you?

I was on probation for a few months.

Finally, let us consider the added criminogenic factor of the lack of major

occupational goals in this respondent s life. She has engaged in one notable conventional

activity in her past life; she is a good runner and has successfully competed in at least one

local sports event. We see this sports interest emerging in a tangle of potential future careers.

which have little grounding in the respondent’s current reality and stvle of life:

TR T

What are your major@is in life?

I want to be a stewardess #nd I want to be in the Olvmpics.

For running?

Yup.

What kind of job would you like to have in five or ten vears time?
I would-like to be a secretary and a housewife.

ondent # 167 left school approximately one and a half years ago, while in grade

Wis doing so-so in school. She is currently working full-time, filling in as a sales

7
.
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clerk while regular staff are on vacation. She has only been working at this job for one
montt.

This ﬁfopout reports the highest frequency of criminal involvement among females in
the sample, thirty-onc offences in the prior ycar. While this respondent did not report b ng
questioned by the police as a suspect, she did report being convicted of one criminal offence
in the prmm{s \ca\ terms of involvement in specific offences we find the respondent
admitung: shoplifting twenty times: selling illegal drugs five times; getting into a fight Tor fun
five umes; and theft under {ifty dollars once.

This respondent currently lives at home and pays a minimal monthly rent. There i,
thus, some degree of support from tamily. Nonetheless, there is hittle evidence of major
attachment or interaction between the respondent and her mother. In addition, the respondent
shows littic interest in her current job, as well as past jobs. She also shows little development
of future occupational goals. And there is little evidence of signif;i"canl involvement in
conventional non-labour market activity. I.et us cut into the interview when she is asked
about furthering her education:

l: Would vou go back to school?

. R:  No, I was thmkmg about next vear, but if I still got this job I'm not going to waste
their time or mine.

This comment might lead onc to suspect that the respondent has some commitment to this job

or thal il is a necessary part of some career plan, but this is not the case. We find the

respondent stating of her present and past employment:

I: What do you like about the job vou have right now”

R: It's boring.

I: What kind of job did vou have before this?

R: I worked at A & W. I started there in October cause I really don't like working in the
summe: lime, vou know. like vou have more things to do...

I: A & W how long [did you work]?

R:  October to January. | go through jobs like they don't agree with me it has to be a fun
place to work.

Later in the interview the respondent is asked about her future in general and her major goals
in life;

I: How do vou fecl about the direction your life is going right now?
R: It's okay I guess, I only live day by day, you never know what will happen the next
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day. You can get run over or anything. it doesn't matter to me.
l: What are your major goals in life, what do you want out of it” Do vou want to just
work in a store or do you”
R: I want to work in a swimming pool that's what | want. I want to be a life guard. I have
1o get my act Logether.
The respondent states that she does have her life saving swimming certificate. However., it
would scem that this career goal was prompted by the interviewer's ‘somewhat leading question
about the respondent wanting to work in a store all her life. For just alter this the respondent

replies 1n response to the followidgquestions:

I In five or ten vears what kind of job do vou think you will have?
R:  Never thought about.

In terms of attachment to or interaction with her family, the respondent is asked:

How often do vou get together with vour family?
R: Not much. onlyv on special occasions.

If vou have a big problem when things aren't working out for vou. who do vou talk 10”
R: My best friend. she lives in Evansburg. so | just keep it inside me.

How do you get to talk to her then?

R:  She comes to town. me and her will walk and talk, ®ll her my problems and that's
about 1t.

—

From these comments and the lack of any other mention of mother-daughter interaction or

affection. it would scem that thére is not enough mother-daughter attachment here to

constiute any major social control in this respondeni’s life. The minimal involwement in

conventional activity on the part of this respondent is well emphasized when this respondent

states:

l: How do you spend your time when vou aren't working”

R: Comc here [West Fdmonton Mall] meet friends and go 1o partics and play table top
soccer. That's my hobby, no it's not.

I: Who do vou spend vour time with?
R:  Evervbody — all mv friends, whoever I run into.

fa—

How often do vou see your friends?
R: Mostly everyday. I hop, skip and jump with everybody.

At the end of the interview, when asked about criminal involvement this respondent
somewhat contritely discusses an occasion when she was apprencnded for one of her numerous
theft offences and, inadvertantly, notes a proclivity to violence:

I Have you had any troubles with the law?
R:  Sure.
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= What sorts of things” ,
Oh it was called theft.
Shoplifting?
Something 1 would never do again, a $100 finc.
Okay, how did you get involved were vou with friends”
I was with onc¢ of my friends and she got caught too.
So you both had to pay $100.
Yes - a $9.00 little jobbic, and a $100 linc that was crazy too.
That's the only problem vou ever had.
...I used 10 work at Fantasy Land ch and | worked there a week and this girl wanted
this mug and it was $5.00 she had only $3.00 so I said I'll give it to vou for $2.00 and
then the supervisor came and canned me and tried 10 get me thrown out of the mali for
three months. | tried 1o beat the ___ out of him.

XTRTRTRTRART

The final transcript in this section 1s from respondent # 162, As can be seen from
Table 64, this is one of the high crime respondents who does have a large number of major
social controls (4 out of 5). This respondent left school i grade twelve because she was bored
with school. This was onhv a couple of months ago. She was working part-ume prior to
leaving school; they offered full-time emplovment and she left school to take it. The
respondent reports having a lot of personal problems in the previous year. Her grandfather ‘
had passed away in this period, which was hard on her. In addition, she has moved out of her
parcents” home n order 1o get away from her father. |

In the questionnaire, we lind this respondent admitting to: shoplifung once: selling
illcgal%rugs four times; getting into a fight just for fun three times; and damaging or
destroying property twice. We have here a total of ten reported offences. However, the
respondent does not report being questioned by the police as a suspect about some crime, of
being convicted for a criminal offence in the previous vear. Moreover, she states that she has
never been apprehended or convicted for any of her criminal behavior. It is thus perhaps not
surprising that this respondent has no discussion of involvement with the faw, during the
INterview .

Let us briefly examine the existence of the major social controls in this respondent’s
life, as well as thg absence of future occupatiopal goals. In terms of the respondent’s current
job, we find her giving a somewhat com;adicitory response to the question — was leaving

school a good or bad thing?:

R:  Right now, I think it is great. I hate working full-time it's so different because when
you are in school you can say hey I don't want to go and I'm going to sleep in, it's no
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\me you can catch up the r'néxt day.
m were back in school?
e Y @ﬁ%) t u\gilbout how much 1 hated it.

( g [P . '; ~, ;
While v&prkmg fulL'dme 1hcf w ul appoatxqm &lec commitment to ¢he job on thc part of

this reepondcnl ]ndccq it is Oﬂh lhe ?esser Of)uvo :"Ts %he has had several other jobs in the
past, from which she was laid Qﬂ Wancg appears (o be lhc main rgpuvalor ig this

' o
repondent’s work life. Th:s ambw&ymhlhcr turlm'c;!o v be all the greater given

that the rcspomjcm had onwhad hig xpectations for hersell:

R:  Actually, | never rcalPé cxpoucd all through high school 1 expected 1o go 1o university .
and walk out with this law degree and things like that ch. So I never really anucipated a
wage.

A further analysis of the interview transcript reveals high monetary aspirations but
httle development of future occupational goals. The respondent states the one ma}p advantage
ol a betier paying job to be:

R: I think my life styvle would go much higger. Tike more things, but I'm not onh a
material person but I would like money. I like o travel. T would like 1o be
independently wealthy and just travel.

Yct this respondent has not developed any career plan to satisfyv “his desire fo- wealth and

independence: s

I Okay, lets talk about vour major goals? ‘
R: T was just talking about this with a friend of mine the other day. I don® know and |

think that is probably my biggest problem right now, because | donx know what I want

to do with my life. . )
Okay, say in § or 10 vears is therc a job vou would like 16 be in” , “ -
R:  Definitely, I don't want to work at Shoppers Drug Mart. This promotion [to

cosmetologist] is reallv great and 1 would like to work at it for a vear, I don't want if as

a career unless it 1s a real good paving job. I kind of have a high standard gh and }
want to live it, vou know. ..

—

So do vou think vour goals have changed? -7 .
R:  They have gotien more confuscd I don't know what | wam anymore. N

Some degree of social control would appear to exist in this respondent’s life due (o

mother-daughter attachment and gencral family socio-economic supports. This is evidgnt.

when the respondent is asked:

N

I: How [do] you get along with your family and friends? How often do vou get fogether

with your parents?
R: 11talk to my mom every night, when I first moved she called me every night just to
make sure I was okay and that | had enough money for this and that. | see hem once a

week .
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How do you-ahiak your family helped you out? .
Very much emotional and moral as well... .they realivhelp me.

How do vou spend vour time when you're ndt working”
I jog. joined the spa, ride the bike, like walking in Laurnicr [Park]. horseback riding.

I
R:
Q In terms of conventional activity this respondent states:
l:
R:

Thesc are quite obviously very convenuonal and upper middle class leisure activities.
The sum total of the mother-daughter attachment, family support and conventional
activiny “based social controls would not appear, however, o be great enough o deter this
respondent from multiple involvements 1n :nmc.

In sufﬁmar), we found that non-crinimal dropouts gemerally were missng very few of
these major soci‘l controls. Collectively . non-criminal males were missing onls five out of

i
fif1v and non-criminal females only nine out of fifty of these critical social controls. Highly
criminal dfbpouts, particula.rl_\ males, were much less likehy o report thewr presence. Highly
criminal males were missing forty, and mghly criminal females thirty -three, out of fifty socil
controls.

On an individual level, no non-criminal male was missing more than two of these five
major social controls, whereas no highly criminal male had more than two of these controls
present in their life. Similarly, no n_on-cnmmal female dropout was missing more than two
out of Tive of these social controls. Individual high crime females, however, were more likely
than their male counterparts 10 have major social controls present in their out-of -school lifc.
Given that the overall rate of criminal involvement by high crime females was lc')w relaryo 1o
that for high crime males, we’ might c‘,\pcct criminal female dropouts to still report a moderate
presence of social controls. Newvertheless, we did not cxpccl)lo observe the presence of as
many major social control clements among individual high crime female dropouts.

Two points stood out when we examined the imcr\'iewh-lranscripts of female dropouts

First! for non-criminal females, the one main exception to the general presence of these social

controls was the lack of development of major occupational goals. This stood out all the more

cupational goals among non-criminal males (nine out of

o

would thus appear that-the development of

sharply given the high presence of

ten respondendg with occupational goals).
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.

occupational goals is not as crucial a dimension in the social con

L

dropouts. Second, highly criminal females were lower than non-c/v

all listed social controls. The most notable difference between the two grofips, however,

Al
centered on the existence of substantial mother-daughter attachment. While onlv two out of

L)

ten non-criminzl females did not have notable mother-daughter attachment, only two out of

ten high crime females did show major mother-daughter attachment.

8
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. ‘ VII{Conclusion

»

‘ . o’
In this concluding chapter we first review the results of the previous data analyses.
Baged upon these results, we provide answers to the three specific research questions guiding

this thesis. We also return to e question of 'whe[her social control theory can be extended to
] »

take account of out-of -school experiences, particularly labour market experiences, in the lives’

of dropouts. Finally, we offer some suggestions for future research on iﬁ»orlam dimensions

. »
of the out-of-school social conjrol process.

Let us first, however, offer a few summary observations on the study. We worked  “a

~

with secondary data that was gathered in a semii-structured interview. This presented «certain

\

analysgs. I dxqoh we had a non: rahdom sample of dropouts Il is thus difficult to
..

generalize #om our rcsulls 1o dropéuls gcnerall\ and 1o voung people overall.

prxblems aﬁmral one was mlssmg data, which we manaoed lo cope wjth in our data

Nonetheless, we feel that the present rescatch providés valuablenformation on the
relationship betyeen the level of labour market success and criminal, alcohol an‘ti drug
involv'emen‘t.. For unlike much carlier research in this area, we h’.ave multiple measures of
labour success, and of other gener‘al'social controls. We also focus upon relatively serious
street-crime. Our, blending of quantixapi\'e‘éﬁd qualitative data is, moreover, fairly ynique.

These two forms of data analysis complement each other quite well, and provide a much
[ 4
stronger analys'& than e#ther prqgemed individually. Finally, a recent Canadian study on

schoolmg shows that one in threé youths, in certain major urban areas, drﬁgoul of school
(cf. Tanner and Krahn 1988) Gwen this latter fact, it hould be obvious that the focus upon

dropouts is currently a major social and sociological concern. ¥ .

.
Ay -

L

1

A. Summary of Results ,

In chapter f our, cross-tabular analyses were presemed to answer the ‘f irst basic
quesnon in this study to what extent is there a relatlorrshlp between labour market - based
5 [}
socw}l controls and out-of -school mv‘olvquem in crime, alcohol and drug Chapter four also
quesuon.ed whether the rela,nonshxp between social control and deviance varied f or different
. L

- T\




labour market measures as well as for different types of crime, alcohol and drug use.

The results for the crime indices sﬂol‘wed that unemptoyed respondents were‘mucn
more likely than either the full or part-time employed to be involved in some ctime.
Nonetheless, a full fifty percent of all full and part-time emploved dropouts were jnvolved in
some crime. An analysis of the property crime index rezcaled the expected relationship with
current labour tnarket status. As labour market involvement decreastd, involvement in ’
property crime went up. The violent crime index s;howed no relationship withurrent labour
markel SLatus'. There was also little indication that heavy alcohol or drug use were nssociatcd
with current labour market status.

Next we examined the total months of unemployvment experienced by dropouts. For -
the total crime index we f ound a moderate positive relationship, but perhaps surprisingly.’no
relationship whatsoever between total months unemployed and the property crime index. The
small number of cases make it difficult 10 say much about the relationship between this
Jlabour market méasux“e and the violent crime index. However, as total months of

unemployment went past six months, there was noticeably greater involvement in violent

crime. Finally, alcohol use showed a moderately strong positive relationship, and drug use a
fairly strong positive relationship, with total months unemployed. /\__\ﬁ_
. N i N ‘
: wedtext examined length of jobs held, a measure of job stability. We found no &

relationship between any of the three crime indices and length of jobs held. CoQtrar\ to what .

’

we would expect, heavy alcohol use was somewhat more prevalent among dropouts with

Ygreater job stability. No relationship was found, ox_the other hand, for drug use.

v

Finally, we tested the number of jobé held as asureofabour markesuccess. For

the total crime index we found only a small positive relationship and for the ‘p_ert)’ crime

index a moderate positive relationship with number of jobs held. The violent crime index
<

showed no relationship with this labour market vartﬁble. For both alcohol and drug use we

f 6und a moderately strong relationship with the number of jobs held: alcohol and drug use

]

were more frequent among fRose with fewer jgbé. {

v S
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In summary, in these guamitative analyses we found-eight (out of twenty) substantial
zero-order relationships between labour markel integration measures and involvement in

crime, and alcohol and drug use. Each of these eight relationships was as predicted by our

Y
"

out-of -school extension cial control theory. f,ow labour market-based commitment was
associated w"th high crimoe?:d heavy alcohol/drug use. Only one rclativel"weak relationship,
between length of jobs held and alcohol use. was found whictr went contrary to what we
expected in our &icnsion of s&ial control theory. We thus conclude that in certain inslanccs.
labour market integration measures are related to involvement in crime and drug and alcohol
usc. Howcvcr;,a,s only cight out of twenty analyses showed a substantial relationship, we must
conclude that, while Lhe_v. are important, labour market social controls are not ‘the onl_\: major
social controls in the lives of dropouts. ¢/

In chapter five the analyses focused on variation bx sex and age in the relationship
between labour market socral controls and the crime indices, as well as alcohod drug usc
In addfessmg the sccondfresearch question about sex and age effe&on the | "
market-crime re]ationship, we observed only three 2-way interaction effects. Thus, generall_\
sex ’and age did not condition the relationship between labour market social controls and J
involvement with crime, alcohol and drugs. In the two instances where we did find sex to be
important it Jv.vas males who exhibited higher,,pr‘openy and violent crime when experiencing
poor lgbour‘!arkel integration, In the third 2-way interaction, we found that age affected the
relationship be’tween total months unemployed and drug use. For voungetr dropouts more

¢

months of unemplovment were associated with increased drug usc. For older respondents,
..

’ ~
drug use was highest among those who had been ‘unemployed an intermediate lemgth of time.

v

esearch question three was addressed in chWe looked at whether there
. L :

additional effects of other social controls on crime and drug use. The 3n-labour
? . -

ocial controls of concern here were general commitment, involvement in conventional ’
A

¥
activities, and attachment, particularly to parents.
There were léi\ substanMal 2-way interaction effects. Higher levels of illegal drug use
. : a
appeared to be related to a combination of poor labour market integration (as measured by

.

¥

&
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three different variables) and low aspirations. On the other hand, higher rates of criminal _

nvolvemem — total, property and to a lesser extent v1olent — were more likely to be related
to low labour markel integration com‘) with RSpondems having a low economic
status_(i.e. usually short of mone_v); or (ii) being involved in relatively unconventional

ac;ivit)', such as drinking*’ and hanging out in malls, either alone or with friends.
All of the n;ain effects were in the predicted direction. Similarly, the majority (seven
out oftten) of the substaﬁlia] 2-rway interactions were also in the direction predicicd by our
out-of -school extension of social control theoryv. Dropouis with low labour market and low
non-labour market social controls, in the m‘ajorit_\' of cases, had the highest rate of crime and
illegal drug use. Thus,.therc is evidence here that non-labour market social controls also play

a substamtial part in the genesis of crime and dgviant behaviour among high school dropouts.

In chapter seven, a qualitative analysis of the dynamics of the out-of -school social

i Q

control ofA crime was p;esenteg.‘ Fgve major social controls were identified m careful readin
of interview transcripts: (i) currently employed/at school full-time; (ii) the development of‘
occupational goals; (iii) fether-vson attachment for males and mother-dayghter attachment for
females; (iv) invo vegent in conventional astivity and, (v) the presence of economic‘ support
and social relations with others_, usually f;;mﬂy but often friends. | .

The primary goal-of the qualitati;e analy’sis was to, see whether d‘ight‘be ;;'
cumumqve absenge of soci# centrols, bo? iatiou{ﬁxnarkel and other, in the lives of male and
female c}ropouls This is 1mportam“smce Wialrowski et a] (1981:526) criticise social control

N
theory, as formulated by Hiﬂrschﬂi,(l%a), for failing to consider how his four dimensions of

'Y
Massey (1980:542) have also stated that Yuture research on social control theory should
“ E
investigate the mteract,mn between these elements and must also take into accoust the

. ) . [4 . . . . .
control might act simultarieously to‘affict'he likelihood ofdelinquent behavior. Krohn and

I

) - '% .
- —~f m

salience which each element has for different individuals. - /
\

\»' .\ .

$2Fairly regular alccﬂﬁ)/l consumption, which occurs in the absence of notable general
involvement in conventional agtivity suchl as work/education, is deemed relatively s

(une(mvenuonal behavior. - )
S / ‘

% M i ¢

3

»




Consistent with thcse;criﬁues of 'social control theor.y. three spécif ic questions guided

the qualitative analysis. First, to what degree were these social cOnlro[s present in the lives of ‘
’ .

non-criminal as oppbsed to highly criminal dropouts? Two, were any particular social
comfols, or combination thereof, likely to be present in the lives of non-criminal dropouts -
and absent for highly crim’l dropouts? Three, to whal’extcni were there gender differences
in these social control dynamics? ' | .

We found that non -cfiminal dropouts generally were missing very fcw of thesc m'a‘J.or
social controls. Col]ecgivcly. non-crir:]inal males were missing only five out of fifty and

nen -criminal females only nine out of fifty of these critical social controls. Highly criminal

dropouts, particularly males, were much lessJikely to report their presence. Highly criminal

major social controls, whereas no highly criminal male had more than two of these controls
present in their fife. Similarly, no non-criminal f%male dro’pout was missifig mor.: an two
out of five of these social controls. Individual high crime females, however, were mose likely
* than their male coumcrparts: 1o have major social comro{ls present in their out-of-school life.
Given that the overall rate of criminal i£1volvemem by high*crime females was-low relative to
that for high crime males, we might expect c;iminal female dropouts to still report a maglerate
presence of socjal controls. Nevenheless we did not cxpect o obscrve the presence of as
fany major social control elements among mdwndl’mgh crime female dropouts.
. Thus, for male drop;outs. social controls seemed to exist in an all or none fashion.
~Non-criminal male dropouts. were missing very few social conttols, while highly criminal male
dropouts had very f ew of these spcial controls 4n their*life. This suggests the duestion of
whether any one sogial control is particularly important in the establishment of other socT;I

. controls in the lives of male dropouts. We turn to this question when we discuss future

* research suggestions later in this chapter.

RN
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*dropouts. Second, highly criminal females were lower than non-criminal female dropouts on

controls was the lack of developmient of major occupational oals. This stood out all the mor

sharply given the high pr?encc of occupational goals among‘ non‘ﬁnal males (nine out of

. ten rtspondems with occupauonal goals). It would thus appear that the developmentfof

v

occupauonal goals is not.as crucial a dimension in thg social control dynamncs for f e%ale

)

all listed social cont@s. The most notable difference betln the two groups, however,

] .
centered on the existenée of subs'ta;nia‘l mother-daughw’uachmem While only two out of
ten non-criminal females did not Qavc%otable mother-daughter auachmem onwwo out of -

ten high crime females dxd show'™ major mother da v@ﬂﬁ attaé'hmem =

. ¢ v', o ‘.. » M‘{’
:y ] ". Ly %

LR - X ;“;,‘j‘ L4 e k)

e ‘ . a

B. Extending Social Control Theory: lmplicatioris of the B”d&z ;‘5&

i

In this section we consider the contribution that our findings make to social control

analyses of crime and deviance. While centered on our three specific research questions, this

Q.

evaluation also includes some more'gencral observations on extending social control theory.
. v ¢
4 A . .

L.
k]

Res@Question One ‘ _ .

e began by asking whether there was a relationship between labour market -based
' N ' . .
social controls and out-of-school involvement in crime/deviance? Based upon the quantitative
results, we must answer "yes". In certain instances, we found substantial relatibnships’

between go‘ur market measures and deviaw‘w‘

twenty z¢éng-order analyses showed a substantial relationship, we must conclude that, while

o

given that only eight qut of

P

T

they are important, labour market social controls are not #he only major social controls in the

lives of dropouts. ] ﬁ”

. 4 :
These results should gome as no surprise. In.chapter one we discussed Grainger's/\
(1981) critique of the search f oI univariate relajﬁhs between labour market fact

wh

+ - notably unemployment, and grime. We also discussed Greenberg's (1979) and West's )

s

-" [ v
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, 38 of deviaace? As was seen in the data analyses, the relationship between labour markel

‘ relationships belween specific measures of labour market based success an(?lypos of de,vumq!

( ._ .‘i" \ _"" . . 169
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‘

analyses of the anti- crxmmogemc role that families play for labour market- dxsadvamagcd

_ youth. Given the diff iculty that mug:l} previo:xs resea’rch has had in teasin§ out the

. . . L . f . . .t .
‘reh.tfonship between labour market success and crimé *°, our finding of eight zero-order

relationships between labour market-based measuses of commitment and deviance should be
considered significant.
In the qualilativc analysis we found that two dimensions"! labour market experience

were important in the out-of -school social control process for males, nameiy, being currcnll\
[2

em;ployed /at school full-time, and the development of future occupational goals. For

: females, only the former was important. We shall haye more 1o sav.about these gender !

- .é
differences in social controls-when we consider rescarch question-two. We return to the e, .
interplay between labour market and non-labour market social controls when we once.again - ‘:
address the third research question. s .. Jh

7 S

Part two of the first research question was, to wliat extent does lh%a I S \
.~ v'a “4ad o
Jmarket -fgviance fel&uqnshx.p vary across dlﬁergpt mgasures &™abour markel success as well £ %,

<

-

% &

success and deviance certainly did vary depending on the measure of labour market success '-*

and deviant behavior utilized. However, there was not‘really'a systermnatic paﬁern of . \'Z‘
L4 (4l . g

"‘., '1"1‘

The most notable finding was that mvolvemem in violent crime \‘ nQ related‘ 10‘}13 s
.vo /

e

measure of labour market integration. _ 4

These data arg interesting and important in their own rnght aﬂhough th&%@euf ic

relationsm%ps are not all that unexpected (cf. Thornberry and Christenson, 1984 & 400: and ,*'_-“ > '
Hirschi 1969:188 ). What is ‘more important are the increased theoretical scope and analytical

- ’

capacity, as well as added polic¥ implications, provided byjn extended social contfol theory

- .

which links out-of -school social controls with the dnvolvement of older adolescents angl 'young

adults in relatively serious crime. - ¢

"Also see Wme (1979) and Horwitz (1984); for am analysis of the dlfﬁculty of

"assessing the relationship between Jabour market success and cringinal involvement. Oh
- the other hand, for some very promising recent research on this issue see Farrington

et al. (1986).
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The primary concern in our analysis of labour market -based commitment is with the

structural - historical nature, and implications, of labour market opportunities for youth.

\

Individual effort, family contagts and general socio-economic status, not tc mention gender,
may determine who moves up the ladder of occupational success and how high up they go.
However, the number of labour market opporwnities, the degree and type of social and

» economic rewards, and opportunities mmobility are not individually determtned. The main

point here is that it is the structurc of the iabour market which basically determines the

number and type of employment opport@ities. Hence, labour market-based commitment mdy

*
-also be a function of sfructural-historical circumstances. This conclusion has n&\iawg a

large amount of debate on structural sources and solutions 10 a range of social concerns. The
R
» \
most notable work, of course, is that done bi Marx and subsequent radical and liberal

 and (Z'i':rie. 1985, respectively). P
o b

scholars (cf. Tayf, Waltolnd Young, 1
In the past decade such structuralist analyses came to be focussed on young peopldin
general, and on young schbol ‘leavers in particul&'{‘hé first wave of social and academic
concern with § appeared in l'he late 1950's and 1960's as the baby boomers reached
adolesccn&e. The current concern wit@ youth is grounded in.the structural realities of the
fiscal crisis affecting western capitaiisl ecoﬁofnies. and in the debate over how
socio-economically marginalizea vouth will respond to this reality (cf. O'Connor, 1984; Rees
and Atkinson; 1982; and Tanner et al., 1985). Wallace (1987:1) notes that this concern with

labour market problgms is a primary motivating factor in much of the current scholarly, and

" popular, concern with vouth in Brjtain:

During the 1970s, mass unemployment became recognized as-an enduring structural
featugg of the labpur market. This had particularly serious repercussions for young
peopZ's jobs, so that feaving school no longer leads automatically to sfarting work.
any geople {their socjal status, their role in the community, and their role
o hadfto be reconstructed and this has important implications
countering these problems for the first time in the
. ‘\ - .
. © *
Hills and Reubens (1984:310) state in their recent international survey of labour

within the ily
for young people who aT
post-war period.

market opportunities for youth that the ratio of youth to adult wages has deteriorated . ‘

signif icantly in the past ten yeairs. In addition, they note that some recent empiric‘al research

"'
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has found "consistent patterns of assignment and retention in the 'bad’ bbs through much of
youghs working life”. Essentially this means that many youth are caught in‘a cycle of shifting
from one marginal job 1o anather, often inter-mixed with periods of unemployment, as theyv
seek more meaningful employment. ' Kraus (1979:21) has also noted that "The world's
gconomic situation of recent years has made it increasingly difficull... for voung people to
securc a job essential to their gaining the social foothold for adulthood”

Y outh unemployment rates rose dramatically until about 1985 and then dropped off o

<

a stll relauvely hig‘h ralec. More imporlamlS the growth of a service-based cconomy is also a
pervasive feature of western industrial socicty (Krahn and Lowe, 1988). One primary concern
Hefc is that the jobs open to young people, particularly those with littie education. gencrally
offer few cconomio‘rcwards and career opportunities (also ¢f. Kraus, 1979). Given these
analyses of the structure of youth labour market opportunities, Hi'rschi's (1969:21) central

assumption that most people have a sufficient stake-in-copformity to generate o
: i . B o b
[

commitment - based social control is somewhat questionable.
ts#

.

For out-of -school youth, and adults, otcupational carcers arc supposed to provide the
4 [ ]

roule to this largely material cqmmilmem to conventional society (i.e. goods, reputitions and
prospects ). Unfortunately, HirsChi,(ig(;Q") does not discuss whyv only most and not all PSOPIC
have occupational careers and the sLakc-in-conf%mity attendant thereon. However, in

fairness to Hirschi (196?55, a human capi&nodel of-labour market suécess ** and more

. o
labou®market opportunities were the order of the day when he formulated his social control

theory.

) 8

I\‘lr opinion, current labour market redlities no longer support, if they ever did,

*Hirschi's (1969) assumption of the almost universal gvailability of labour market based
\
commitment. It is thws essential to coneeptualize theordtically, and empirically analyze the role
TN

that variation in out-of -school labour market ir‘negration plays in the social conrk of crime

[ \
.

‘“For example see the transcnpl excerpts for respondent #082, onc @& Xe
non-criminal females in ghapter seven.
58ee Krahn and Lowe (1988) for an elaborgtion of human capital theory
problems with it. See also their dBcussion, 6™Mabour market segmentation theory,
which is generally replacing a human cap*al theory of labour market attainmemt.

\

-



172

and deviance. Our empirical findings on the labour market-deviance relationship do, however,
support Hirschi (1969) when he stated that labour market-based commitment was an
important social control, in this case in the lives of dropouts.

The previous discussion of the necessity of extending social control theory to take into
O
account hiorical-structural variation in labour market-based commitment is quite consistent
with some recent general critiques of social control theory by Box (1981) and West (1984). as
well as carlier critiques by Elliot et.al. (1979) and Greenberg (1977). As Boy&1981: 156)
noted, social control theory mav be criticised when it simply posits a relationship between
individualistic social - psvchological factors (¢.g. attachment, commitment. involvement and
belief) and involvement in crime. but does not ar;al_\'.sc sources of variation in the social
controls. For by doing"his: social control thecory may be concentrating on an intervening level
between independent (structural and historical) variables and the dependent variable crime.

e Bo (1981) argues that research, such as that by Willis (197.7) and Cornigan (1979), which
integrates ethnographic rescarch on the experiences of individuals into a broader
macro-structural and historical context, provides a more complete explanation of the cause of
crime. To quote Box (1981:150) ’ -

Thus rather than being satisfied that social .bonding méy be related to
delinquency we might begin to wonder what causes differential bonding in the first
place. For exatple, if we consider [in-school] commitment, then it is quite clear

. frem a number of woris (Elliot and Voss, 1974; Frease, 1973; Hargreaves, 1967;

Kelly and Pink, 1973; P®lk amd Pink, 1971: Thomas, Kreps and Cages, 1977) that
- this is linked to the social structure of . schoals.

e ey

We will conclude this discussion of the neééssity' of looking at structural sources of
. variation in social controls with one last point. Most of this structural criliqlié of social
» control lheof_v comes from Wril.ers such as Greenberg (1977), Box (1981). West (1984) and
Colvin and Pauly (1983). While they might attempt to imeéate social control variables into
their anafvses, as did Elliot et.al. (1979), they were not sesial control theorids per se. Does

)

this mean that social control theorists, and the theory, are unable to take into account

‘4 o
structural sources of variation in social controls? Qur answer is nq‘. While not denying the
L.

validity of such an integratc’d theoretical approach, we point out that early social contro!

research by Taby (1957) argugg for a macto-based social control analysis. Hagan (1986 :167)

L N . -~ .

.

[}
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reviews this earlier work &énd chies Toby (1957) as holding t}\l \' )f,( \&
. 2 LA
One measure of a "just” society is that it providcs mcanf‘\gfuf‘ﬁla\ccs for its
members. For those who find a meaningful place in socnety and for thosé¢,who
belisve in the pmmxsc f such a plaoe. there is a "stake in conformRy.". Tms .
problem begins in the family, gains significance in the school and ends, m lhc .
workplace.

3 .

We shall continue our discussion of structural sources of variation iﬁ‘ social coi'urols‘
wher we consider the policy implications provided by our gxtension of social control theory.

oy
Research Question Two

The second rescarch question in this thesis was, to what extent are there sngnil'iéanl
age and gender differences in the out-of-school labour market int‘cgr;lion and cnime, as well
as alcohol/drug use, relationship?

In b}icf‘_ the quantitatjve adalvses suggest that neither sex nor age have much cffect in
this relationship. However, duc to problems of small cell sizes we could not look at the’
combined effects of sex and age, orat cither of these variables combined with non-labour
markct social ontrols sugh as attachmeft. This may be imporlan} sincc;cx and age may»
interact (o affect the labour market-deviance relalionship. For example, perhaps labour .~
market integration is primarihy related to crime/deviance when retpon\dcnts are both older and?
male. But let us consider the data, and thelr 1mphcauon. Eor social control lhcor\ first for age
and then for sex. ) ‘ _—

) . .
The primary thrust in the present research was to go beyond Hirschi's (19(;9')
in-school-based formulation of social contro! theory .. We wanted to test an extended social
cwtrol theory Which considered out-of -schoo! social controls, particularly lbour market
integration, in the lives 'pf older adolescents and yvoung adulis. Much of this concern was
‘gencraled by the resea{?ch of égnew (1985), La Grange and White (1985) and Johnson (1979)
as well as the review, and critique, of social control thtory by Vold and Bernard (1986). Eaéh
of these sck:ohrs\essenu'ally concluded that social comrd'l themv‘was unimportant in predicting

delinquency arhong middie te older adolcscents and adulty. Th! lsﬂlas"ﬁéld 1o be parucularly the

case when one focuscd u 'r;lptrvely serious edatorsf.ocmné “"4 P s
P"P A a g
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These writers may "have been correct when they levelled this critique against Hirschi's

(1969) in-school test of socﬂl tontrol lhcory..HovVever our rcscarclg indicates that the

criminal and deviant behavior of older. adolescents and voung adulls in this case dropouts, i

-

related to low soual comi'ols The cnmuul behawor focussed upon here is, morcover, fairly

serious, -y
N

ial comment here. -A primary objective in our test of social

Onc finding merits

¢ was 1o move bevond a lunm aspiration-based mode! of
4
. . ¥

. we wanfed 10 cvalualc the rclaxlonship between the degree

control theory with an
social controls. MO{C‘_{

of labour market succ dropouts had acrually managed to achieve, and their

involvement in crim?“ol

(1983:461) were a'll_\ correct when they stated that treating commitment as, at least in

, and dwgs. Yet our data indicale that Paternosier et. al.

part, f‘gme orient® is particularly important for a post-high school youth pop’ulation which
is still in the process of establishing many of the material commuuments which could be
jeopardized by criminal devian®e. In the quantitative analysis, two i‘umre-oricmcd social
controls were found to be ifnponant: did respondents plan on getting more education?; and
had they selected a future occupation? In the qualitative analysis, the development of
attainable future occupational goals also turned out 10 be a major social control, at lcas'l for

—
males. .

Hirschi (1969:21) would thus alse appear to be correct about out-of -school social
control processes wh:;w stated that "one is committed to conformity not only by what one
has but also by what onc hopes to attain”.

The difference between our findings, and those of Agnew.' (1985) and Ladrangc and
White (1985) on the applicability of social control theorv 1o older adolescents and voung
adults should not be surprising. Agnew (1985:59) concludes his criiiquc of social control
(hcor)'b) stating that future research should attempt to determine those variables that are
tmportant in ;redictin'g delinquency émong older adolescents, and then cites Greenberg (1977) .
w‘ho provides a list of such variables. One of the most cc;nral concerns in Greenberg's (1977)

analysis of "Delinquency and The Age Structure of Society” is the integration/exclusion of

N
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adolescents from the world of work. Our f indings arc thus not totally um':xpccted and do

/

constitule an important out-of -school labonur' market-based extension 0f}o{al ¢Bntrol theory.
' et us now turn to the issue of gender. The qualitative data Mdicate that currently
being cmploved/at school full-time is an important out -of - schoef social control that
, diffcrcnliaws non-criminal from highly criminal dropouts, bgth male and female. On the
other hand, developing occupational goals appears to be more tmportant in the social contrdl
'
process for males than for females. The quu[ml:nivc data also indicate little gender-based
vanation in the labour market and ernime, alcohol, and drug ust relanonship. The exceptions
. ‘

arc two relationships between unemploy ment-based measures of labour market success and
crime found only for males. These findings suggest that the (un)employment dimension of
labour market experience may be a much more salient sqcial control m’,(f\c lives of males.

These findings support Gomme (1986) when he stated that L&c social control element
of commitment (in this case labour market based commitment) is generally more important
for male involvement in crime than for i"cma__lcs.. The data in this thesis, however, do not
imply that all dimensions of labour market based commiiment, such as job stability, are B
unimportant in the social control of female crime/deviance. This may be parli%glarly true
when we look at mon-violent deviance. ‘

~

Is. then, labour market -based commitment a less relevant social control inYhe lives of
females? Or do females have certain non-deviant social and behavioural oplions open to
them, that men gencrally do not, when faced vu:i).h labou\r markel integration psoblems. With
our data 1t 1s dif ficult to resolve this concern. However, research by Wallace (1987) supports
the latter conclusion. In her recent studv of vouth (un)emplovment in Britain, Wallace
(1987:71) noted that there are gender-specific responses 10 the projlem of pooAr labour
market prospects for young school leévers. She suggested that one option, still generally open
1o _vouné women, is to focus one’s sights on a trac&ional in-the-home future. Wallace

-

(1987:75) also stated that one gpecific dimension of ‘ﬁ\is maternal role modeling was the
- ' ‘ .
development of mother-daughter idenufication ang interaction. As found in our qualitative
. . 3 - -

analysis, mother-daughter attachment was the greatest single diff ercntiator between

»

-
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non-criminal and highly criminal female dropouts. It would, thus, appear that these young
$ o .
females integrate components of traditional female roles with their labour market aspirations.

. i »
_Employment problems could conceivably lead to an emphasis upon a traditional in-the-home

' ~career in the long run. Short run labour market success (currently having a job and quality of
. employment) would still appear to be a notable concern for these young females.
‘ :

" This focus upon male-female differences must not, however, blind us to certain
important similarities in the social controtprocess for both males and females. In his article ~
on the "Unexplained Crimes of Class and Gender", Hagan (1986) outlines the origin of miich

of the concern with different types and degrees of social controls for males and females.

)
Interestingly, from our perspective, these develdpments irr social control analyses have been
tied to historical changes in .industrialization and the labour market. Hagan ct.al. (1979:26)
N .
had considered the same issue:

« The sexual stratification of crime and work was linked historically to the
removal of men's work from the home 3\%51 the emergence of formai segregative
agencies of social control. With the risc o commercial trade and commerce, and
later industrialization, there emerged a growing differentiation between formal and
informal structures of. social control.... Thus, in the formative vears of the
sociology of deviance, researchers were concerned most conspicuously with informal
processes of social control. These early explanations of deviance gave considerable
attention to the role of the family and communuty in accounting for increasing rates
/ -of crime and delinquency in changiag urban environments. '

‘Gradually, interest shifted to socially structured patterns of opportunity
and to the growing impact of formal agencies of social control (¢.g. the police,
courts and corrections) on individuals and finally to such agehcies as institutions
worthy of Study in and of themselves. The question asked most commonly today is.
how such agencies come, historically #nd organizationally, to seek out as their
customary targets young, poor, urban, males, and how this selection corresponds to
the wishes of dominant interest groups.

Haéan's (1986) main conl&d_bution was 1o arguc that-this shift in focus from informal
social controls, such as the family, 1o formal sbcial controls and deterrence faclors, such as
courts, has resulted in a stafe of affairs such that daughters more than sons are the objects of -
informal familial controls. An examination of the Hagan et.al. (1979:31) research shows that
these authors had only two measures of informal familial social controls, which theyi

{
acknowledged as coming from Hirschi (1969): does your father/mother know where you are

*See Scull (1976) for an in depth analysis of the historical shift toward formal
social control processes.

.
*



when you are\away from home?; and does your father/mother know who‘ybu are with.When
you are away from home? Based upon thcse‘ measures Hagan et.al. (1979) concluded that
females, more than males, were the object (and instrurriem) of informal socigl controls.

However, it could be argued that these l&o measures are basically proxy indicators for
parental attachment. As Hirschi (1969:88) noted in his discussion of parental attachment, .
"which children are most likely 1o ask themselves, 'What will my parents think?'". His answer
was, those children who think their parer;ts know where they are and what they are doing.

( It i;our pos‘ityion that in our anal,:ses, both ciualitau‘ve and quantitative, we have a .
better test of the importance of parental atiachmem‘ for the social control of criminal

. )

involvement. Moreover. in opposition to Hagan ct.al. (1979) and Hagan (1986), the data in
our qualitative analyses distinctly indicate that paréntal attachment, specifically faLr.)cr-son
_ atLachm-enL, is a major factor differentiating non-criminal from highly criminal malc »
dropouls. It, morcover, éppears Lo be at least as important as familial attachment
“(mother-daughter) for females. In addib{on to tﬁis, labour market-based commitment can be
conceptualized as an informal external social control, and it is certainly an important social
control in the lives of dropouts, especially males. In short, the data in this thesis do not
indicate that female dropouts are more often the object of mformal social controls Given
that dropoul rates in certain major areas of Canada are hiting thirty -three percent, this is an
important sub-se; of youth.

One final note on the applicability of informal social controls fqr both males and-
females is necessary. Our main concern has been with extend¥g social control theory 1o take
account of labour market integration-based social control. We have focussed upon this
failure, and the necessity to-do so, in Hirschi's (1969) formulation of social control theory.
Essentially the same criticism can be levelled against Hagan (1986) and the debate over formal
and informal social controls. |

Hagan et.al. (1979) and Hagan (1986) do not consider the informal social control

°

function, as outlined in this thesis, that labour market integration plays as men, more so than

women, move into the world of work. Hagan (1986:75) noted that.formal social controls do

) o

| —m

N
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extend beyond the law, and informal social controls do extend bevond the family. However,
the on»ly mention of labour market based social controls was: (i) to the formal controls
provided by semi-'le.gal rules and work personnel, such as security people and ( ii)’ 10 thf |
informal social controls provided by work groups. No mention is made of the social control
role that labour market integration itsclf plavs. As we have discussed in lhis‘lhesisv, l:_abour
marke! based-commitment is-a rhajor social control for out-of -school vouth.

It is thus our posilioﬁ that the debate on the historical shift and current applicability
of informal versus formal social 'comrol:s lras been erroneousty circumscribed. The options ar{
not just fading informal social controls, e.spccially for males, versus formal justice
system - bascd soc;ial controls and decterrence. For not only has the applicability of informal
familial. social controls, such as parental attachment, for males bcc;n underestimated, but
informal lgbour market-baséd social control processes have essentially been ignored. Policies
for reducing crime which center on non-formal dctcrren(;c, especially for males, are similarly '

then not appropriately considered. On this latter issue we shall have more to say in the

following section.

Research Question Three

Research question three concerned the extent to which non-labour market
out-of -school social controls in the lives of dropouts were related, either by themselves or in
conjunction with poor labour market integration, to involvement in crime, alcohol and drug
use. An analysis of the 2-way interaction effects between labour market and non-labour
market social controls on crime and illegal drug use revealed that these interactions were
relatively important in the out-of -school social control of deviance.

The most salient ‘ in these parL;cular quantitative find{hgs, however, is that
certain combinations of low labour market and non-labour market social controls are
apparently related to certain types of deviant behavior. This finding is important, fo;'as

Krohn and Massey (1980:536) and Wiatrowski et.al. (1981) note, one of the main problems

with social control theory, as formulated by Hirschi (1969), is that it only predicts that some
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deviant behavior will occur given a breakdown in social controls. In its current formula&iorit‘ .

. social control theory does not make any statement concerning what type of ‘crime will be the

»

response 10 low social controls. ‘
Our rescarch constitutes one step towards extending, or refining, social control theory

by indicau‘n;z wn’a{ iypc of deviant behavior n;ay be associated with certain patterns of

bréakdown in‘soc;z;i controls. More specifigally, our data indicate thai when out-of -school

youths have low laboyr market based-commitment. and see few educational/occupational

chances for the future, they retreat’into relatively high illegal drug use. This is a likely

. Tesponse to the problem of loss of social controls, when it is perceived in the individual

psvche as a form of individual and social meaningiessness. Low labour market integration
combined with low general commitment and being involved in relatively um:onvemional
behavior, alone or with friends, was related to relatively high rateg of'crim_inal involvement
(total, property and to a lesser extent violent crime). These particu_lgr' respondents'wquld
appear 1o be responding in a relatively simple utilitarian fashion. They have ﬁtt’l'e‘to Iosgand
somethin‘g !o gain from crime. Deviance which occurs in the absence of social controls ¢an be
both psychologicaliy“"an_d materially rewézrding. In the logic of control theory, thig is one
major reason why socia‘l“comrols are necessary in the first place.

Social controls, and their absence, must do something to and/or for the individual at a
social-psychological level. Hirschi's (1969) social control thedry' is well known, and criticised
as we have seen, as an iﬁdividual soci'al-psychologicaI thedry of criminogenesis. However,
virtually no attempt has been made at the individual level to ascertain just how and why
social controls operate, especially as a complex social- psvchological network to control
behavior. Hirschj's (1969) formulation of social control theory thus not only ignores sources
of variation in social controls themselves, such as structural f actors, but also essentially leaves
out the individual. Box (1981) thus appears to be quite correct when he stated that future

research on social control theory must combine structural and ethnographic research. We must

evaluate sources of variation in Hirschi's (1969) social controls as well as “Why their presence

“""This may be the relatively innocuous fun outlined by delinquency theorists from

Thrasher (1937) onward. It may also be much more pathological violent offences.

SRS



may prevent crime at the individual level..

Turning to the qualitative data, our reading of the transcripts and subsequent data
analysis revealed that the social co;nrol process for dropouts contained an important dynamic
blending of labour market and non-labour market-based sociat controls. This data also
provides empirical support for the contention, noted in chapter one, that research into the
labour market-crime relationship must look at other major factors in the lives of vouth, in
this case dropouts, in order to fully explicate the causes of delinquency/crime (cf. Grainger,
1981; Greenberg, 1979 and West, 1984). Our data ako indicate that Wiatrowski et.al. (1981)
and Krohn and Massey (1980) were correct when they stated that social control theory, and
empirical analyses based upon it. must consider how the elements of the social bond might act
simultaneously to affect the likelihood of delinquent behavior. . ‘

In this qualitative analysis we provided some informatic;n, in the respondents’ own
words, on how certain social controls did, or did not, function in their lives. However,
consistent with our critique of the lack of in-depth analvses on how social controls operate at

the individual level, research in this arca must be further expanded if we are to really

understand the causes of crime.

C. Extending Social Control Theory: Policy Implications of the Data

QOur exlension of social control theory obviously does not unravel ali of the
complexities of the out-of -school social control of crime and deviance process, either for
dropouts or young adults in general. Nonetheless, we have'élaborated upon certain specific
contributions of our research 1o social control theory in our summary of data analyées and
answers 10 the three research questions. An additional benefit may be the policy implications
of our findings. Thus we conclude with some comments on social policies designed to reduce
crime ;nd forms of deviance such as excessive alcohol and drug use.

Agnew (1985:47) pointed out that social control theory has quickly become one of the
dominant theories of delinquency and that "the policy implications of the theory are
beginning to receive serious attention (see Empey, 1982; Shoemaker, 1984; Weis, 1977)"

t
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l-iowever, in many respects it has been the paucity of policy implications which has been the
concern in social control theory analyses. ¢ '

Both West (1984) and Linden (1987) prbvide general "cfrkx’quw of social control
theory. One relatively new and apparently growing.. criticism of the theory is e‘merging on top

¥ ‘
of these general critiqqes. Both of these authors state that social control theory can be cited
for having few implications fbr social policy. As Linden (1987:234) notes, critics question the
relevance of a theory of the causes of delinquency which has few recommendations for doing
something about it.

Linden's (i987) analysis of potential anti-criminogenic policy initiatives based upon
social control theory is consistent with the general in-school, early adolescence focus of the
theory. The only crime control solutions discussed focus upon the family and the school.**
Linden (1987) does not explicitly comment on the limited relevance of these policy initiatives
for dealing with relatively serious crime among older adolescents and yvoung adults. These are
individuals who are'unlikely to still be in school and who, in manyv cases, have few family
resources to build upon. Of course, as we have noted, out-of -school individuals and social
control processes have not been a major concern for social control theorists. Linden
(1987:239) does, nonetheless, conclude that: |

Now that the relationship between social bonding variables and delinquency has
been well-established, future research from the social control perspective will likely
follow three diréctions. First, more work will be done which integrates social
control variables with those of other theories. Second, structural aspects of social
control theory will be explored....Finally, more policy-related work will be done
based on the social control perspective. Our knowledge of the factors that lead to
deviarice may enable us to reduce it. :

Two important policy related findings emerge from this thesis. The first combines the
second and third observations just made by Lmden (1987). Labour market opportunities for
youth are structural in nature and subject to 'historical variation, such as during an economic
recession and/or significant shifts in the nature of labour market opportunties (cf. Hills and

Reubens, 1984'; Kraus, 1979; Krahn and Lowe, 1988). Labour market-based commitment, a

major social control, can thus likewise be said 10 be in large part structurally determined. This




182

fact logically implies that one major venue for decreasing crime, as well as aléohol and drug
abuse, is 10 increase the labdur market opportur{itics- open to many pcople.‘ particularly youth, .
who are currently only marginally‘imegrated'into conventional society .

< It is essential to state that creating mote lov? paying "jobs, jobs, jobs”, to quote a
wcll'k.nown political leader and slogan, will likely do nothing to significantly increase the
number of "occupational careers” gpoken of by Hirschi {1969). Wé Havc ghown n our
qualitative vigneties that many youths switch in and out of marginal-wérk-world-jobs
frequentl (;ec also Hackim, 1982).‘The‘s;c jobs provide very little occupational success and

virtually no opportunity for upward mobility . Moreover, the quantitative analysis in.chapter

four showed that a ful

peopie refatively new ta the labour market, unproblematically accept relatively low labour
ion. To answer the first question, as numerous social critics from Marx to
present day adian Jesuit priests (cf. Czerny and Swift, 1984) have pointed out, the basic
economic structiye and organization of "conventional” western socicly is capitalist. Workers
and employment oNportunitics are govemed,_ with certain restrictions, by the profit motive.
One of the vbest ways\to generate profit is to cut labour costs, especially through

mechanization. As Kral\n and Lowe (1988) and othery document, unemployment and

.

underemployment, in sho§ the marginalization of much of the labour force. has been the

historic reality of our ecogomic system (cf. also Warrian, 1987). This is the basic structure
and organization of offr conventional society, and our ostensibly egalitarian political system
has done little to change it. Our society is currently organized for profit, not for jobs and

occupaticnal careers for all {cf. Czerney and Swift, 1984).
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Turning to question two.'as,Grcenberg (1979:58§) ha a‘ued. and VQllace (1987)
shown, young peeople d‘q not easily and simpi_v ::fcpt the lagk of "conventionally defined
'success’ and the realization that opportunities for upward rhobility are drastically limited”.
Moreover, the éct that youth may reorient their aspirations over time in the face of
structurally restricted labour market opportunities is no reason to disregard the structural
nature of labour mgrket opportunitics per s¢. As Wallace (1987:223) stated in h§7 analysis of
vouth.(un)employment in B.rilain. the besl'conceplual framework for undersianding the

s

consequences of youth labour market integration problems. is to sct the problem

msition from sc I no work, within a broader analyyjs of social and

cullu;a] reproduction in fiSca western cconomies. §cen aganst this larger
background. according to Wallace (1987:223). the main sociological problem in youth labour
market integration analyses becomes "how they ever accepted the jobs open to them rather
than why thev rejected lherh."

Our answers to thesc questions indicate that the economic and political realities are

A
such that labour market policies for reducing crime and deviance have not been followed in
the the past and are not likely to be implemented in any significant wav in the near future.
On the other hand, marginaliied youth are not likely to simply accept their poor labour
market prospects without some resistance and accomodation over time. Indeed as Wallace'
g1987) argued, and we would concur, there is no necessity for them to do so. Where does this
1

leave criminology, particularlv in terms of policies for reducing crime? As we shall discuss in
. the following scction, social control policies have increasingly centered on deterring through
the use of courts and jails individuals who, in large part, are marginalized under the existing
relations of production. ** Such pelicies focus upon the crime problem that individuals create

for society\nd essentially ignore, and thus perpetuate, the labour market problem that society

creates fer mahy individuals.

“Grainger (1981) noted that one enduring fact in the controversy over the
relationship between employment and crime, is that over 40% of incarcerated
individuals were unemployed at time of arrest. In general, over 80% of all inmates
have poor employment histories (cf. Waller, 1974).

’
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The second important policy-related finding centers on the fact that informal social
cgmrols arc a significant factor in the out-of -school social control process for both males and
females. This was true when we considered labour market based-commitment, an
informal-external social control, as well as parental atitachment, an informal-internal social
control.

This finding has important implications lor halting what Meier (1982), Scull (1976).
Curric (1985) and 1.yvnes (1985) sec as a gencral conservative trend towards coercive crime

. A .
control programs and policics based upon formal deterrence types of social control. Theories
and rescarch on cnime and delinquency (c.g. Hagan ct.al., 1979 and Hagan. 1986), while not
explicithy advocating cocrcive deterrence policies, do feed into this appreach by focussing upon
the formali nature of social controls for males. Informal socialytrols such as parental

)
attachment and labour market based commitment are essentially fgnored. *'

As Lvnes (1985) noted:

Translating criminological rescarch into public policy has been dominated in recent
years by the conservative wing of the discipline. The twin pillars of this
movement—deterrence and incapacitation—have been embraced by conservative
politicians, as cvidenced by initiatives bringing back the death penalty, increasing
the severity of legal sanctions, and increasing the number of persons in prison. The
strength of this conservative movement is made all the greater by the lack of a
coherent response {rom the more moderate and liberal wing of the discipline.
Disillusionment over the "failure of rchabilitation,” coupled with the widespread
rejection of the Great Society legislation, has paralyzed any sort of integrated
response 10 the conservative, punitive strategies based on incarceration or death.

Research is emerging, however, which offers a critique of, and alternatives to.
conservatlive formal deterrence-based crime control policies. ** One notable piece of research
in this vein was that by Paternoster et.al. (21985). Based upon their comparison of formal
deterrence and informal social controls these authors argued that the inhibition of cniminal

involvement may best be explained by extra-legal influences: moral beliefs: informal

sanctions, such as loss of attachments; and some kinds of conventional commitments. These

*?’Hagan (1985:166) noted the general shift in focus from informal to formal social
control analyses and stated that; "Of course none of this meant .that the family
was now of no importance [explicitly], but Wilkinson (1974, 735) suggests that we
began to think and act more and more as if this were the case”.
»'For a recent review of this issue see .Kennedy (1988), "Legal Responses to Crime
and Conflict”. \

\
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findings, they noted, suggested the need for a careful reconsideration.of the role of the threat

of formal lega! sanctions in theories of social contre! and ind‘ic that the debate on the
deterrence doctrine has not vet been co}Iclusichy resolved. Williams and Hawkins (1986)
have. moreover, argued in a recent provocative review of the formal versus informal
deterrence debate that formal social controls, such as imprisonment, may only be a deterfent
to cnime if the individual has something to loose from the application of the official deterrent,
such as attachment to others and’/or commitment costs, including cost of arrest for future
goals.

One of the most recent and best attempts to counteract this conservative
program/policy trend, however, has been made by Curric (1955). As Lvnes (1955) notes in
his review of Currie’s (19835) work, Currie con,vincmgl) refutes the central tenanis of
conservative criminal control ideology and poticy . For example, he demonstrates fairh
conclusively that a high crime rate in the U.S.A. cannot be atiributed 10 an overly lemient
judicial system, a frequent conservative assumption. Curric (1983) then constructs a well
thought out Liberal-Left platform and set of policy recommendations for preventing crime
(Lvnes, 1985).

What is most important for our research is that Currie’s (1985) crime control policy
recommendations single out middle range programs 10 improve family dvnamics. such as
parent-child attachment. as well as loné-range policics which focus upon improving structural
labour market opportunties (cf. Toby, 1957). Here we may quote Lynes (1985) summary of
Currie’s (1985) work:

[Currie] recommends the establishment of “family support programs” where
families could receive training, guidance and support toward improviflg
child-rearing practices. Otker possible innovations include early education of
disadvantaged children, expanded dispute resolution programs and family -support
programs which will ease the economic pressures during the early vears of
child-rearing. . .

Our research indicates that parent-child attachment and socio-economic SUppofls may
also be nceded in the later years of child-rearing. One major reason for this is that youth

have experienced an increasing period of dependence upon parents over past decades.

particularly during the latest economic recession and this may strain parent-child economic

A
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and social relations. (cf. Greenberg, 1977; and Wallace, 1957, respectively). The primary
cause of this increased period of parental dependency has been the increased labour market
entrance requirtments as well as limited emplovment opportunities for voung peoplc

Curne’s (1985) next, and most far-reaching, set of recommendations are quite
consistent with our empirical findings on the labour market intcgration -deviance relationship.
They also complement our general discussion of the structurally constricted nature of labour
markct opportunities open o substantial numbers of voung people. especially dropouts. Ax
Lynes (1985) noted. a central theme i all of Currie’s (19585) cnime control policies 18 the

L]
need for a more cquitable cconomic structure. Iet us quote Curnie (1988 263-5) on t‘s
crucial concern:

In the fong run, a commitment 1o full and decent employment remaims the
keyvstone of any successful anucnime policy ... On the desirability of full
employment in the abstract, there 18 likely to be httle disagreement. But an
effective anucrime policy requires a sharper and more focused conception of what
we mean by full employment. It 1« not enough to call for "more jobs", what are
required are good jobs. Nothing will be gained by atiempting 1o force the poor and
the voung into employment that cannot provide either an adequate living or a sensc
of dignity and self -respect. The point should be obvious. But in fact much recent
employment policy is based on precisely the opposite principle.

Importantly. I ynes (1985) recognized that anv academuc discussion of change in
income distribution is politically problematic, adding that there is little evidence o indicate
that nations such as the United States will trade a reduced crime rate for major changes in
political economy. The same probably applies to Canada

It s our opinion, however, that criminological theory and rescarch cannot be
constructed around what may o7 may not be politicalls expedient. especially to an advantaged
clie, at any one point in ume. Based upon the findings and discussion in this thesis there is

»
no togical, as opposed 1o political, reason why social control theory and policies cannot be
expanded 10 focus upon out-of -school social control processes, especially including the
contribution that labour market-based commitment can make to reducing crime. Our data
also point out that more immediate middle-range crime control policies which focus upon

improving parent-child attachment may also be important. For Hirschi's (1969) statement on

the value of attachment, while originally directed to in-school adolescents. would also appear



187

‘

| *to hold true for older adolescents and young adults. * .

A necessary final point remains 10 be made. l.inden (1987) pomtcd out that onc -
future development in social control theory would likely be its integration with other
theoretical pcrspccl‘wcs. We agree with this conclysion. However, in this thesis our objective
was not 1o produce an integrated theory such as l’\at of Fliiot et.al. (1979). Qur tas: was Lo
extend social control theory itself, such that 1t coyld take o account structural a: well as
familial and individual factors in the causation of crime, more ﬁﬁrncular]_x. relativels serious
cnime among out -of -school dropouts. Fssentiallv the only integration we aucm;plcd was the
addition of a_ structural vanable, namels labour market opportunities for vouth, to a relatinvely
straight-ferward social contral analysis.

However, mtegrating social control theory with a general structuralist labour
market-based analysis of crime i~ particularhy nmportant given recent developments in vouth
culture rescarch, largely based in Britamn. As Wallace (19¢7) noted in her sty of vouth ‘
(unj)employment in Britain, most previous cultural r_cproduct}iorl studics, such as that by
Willis (1977) and Corrigan (1979). were CO.’)C(‘mCd-Wilh "how working class kids get working
class jobs”™. Cultural and structural continuity ., generallv construed as working class
integration into capitalism, was the issue and the problem for the 1eft. In social control
terminology . this was the generation -to-generation reproduction of "conventional society "

However, \hall;acc (1987) also noted generally nsing unemplovment rates in recent
decades 1n Western nations, major changes in the nature of iabour markcl opportunities,
parucularly for voung people, and the dim prospects for better iabour market prospects for
many people in the future. She stated that the major theoretical and empincal concern in
current youth culture research 1s one of "fracture”, not continuity , in the genesis of

"conventional society ", 1o use Hirschi's term. Here the concern is with what happens when

"working class kids do not get working class jobs™. *’ In her research she looks at adaptation

“Again, we must be attuned here to the issue of a growing period of youth
dependence upon parents in recent decades (cf. Greenberg, 1977), particularly during
the recent economic recession. This may be particularly true for our relatively
severely labour market disadvantaged dropouts.

“'Some notable concern on this issue has been generated by Derber (1978) in his

3
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and resistance by youth, and their families. 10 this "fracture”. The relationstup Between poor
labour marchmcgrahon and cnime/deviance ls'nol, however. one of her mam concerns,
Our ati¢mpt to 'cxtcnd social control theors by incorporating labour market
experiences 1s important, for we provide fanrh detailed quanwmtative and qualitative daw on
this latter ISSh This 1esearch thus indicates the uselulness of combintng two significant. but
as of vet incomplete. approaches to the study 0! crime and deviance, nameiy social cpntrol
theory and cultural reproduction rescarch .
lry?mmar_\, we have provided answers to the three research questions and outhined
some important contribtitions that our study makes to exvtendimy soaal contro! theory as well
as-criquimg formal deterrénce theory . We also conadered the policy mphications of our
our Tof -school extension of sodal mn;ml theory Here we emphasized the impottance ol
non-coercve mformal social contiols parmn!rw'\ long term structural change teadmg to

greater labour market opportunities, espeaialiv for voung prople. In the fingd section of this

chapter, and thesis, we olfer some general and specilic recommendanons for @ utur: research,

D. Future Rescarch

Our mam recommendation for future research is that we should contimue to eviend
and refine the analysis of vut-of -school social contral processes in the Ines of both dropouts
and voung adults 1n general. Successful labour maiket mtegration-based sodiai controls would
appear to be i substantial component in this general pr()ws;. menting parbicular atention
However, even within the arca-of labour maiket hased anehvses of crime. several speaific
Issues need atiention .

- . L]
Recent research by Colvin and Pauly (198) attempted 10 combing ~iructuralist

analyses with Marnist and mamstream criminologial rescarch to analyzc the interplay between

“’(cont’d} discussion of ‘universal job entitlement’ among voung people and their
response \to poor employment prospects. Similarly. Cohen (1973) has generafed
interest i sources of ‘moral panics’, such as high vouth unemployment, and
responses Jo this perceived threat. However, little empirical research has been
conducted {within the area of youth culture research on the labour market
integration/-deviance relatonship. However, see Farrington et.al. (19%6).
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structural factors ux{der capitalism, school, work and thé f amify in the productiop vof
delinquency. Following the lead set by these writers, future research should consider the
impact that parental labour market experiences have upon parent-child relations, and_thc
genesis' within the family of social controls. Parent-child attachment should be a central
concern in such research. Research has also shown that delinquents are less auached Lo
parents as well as teachers (cf. Leblanc, 1981). However, as West (1984:i49) notes, “rather
than actively rebelling against conventional authorities, these youth seem 1o find them sim;;]y
‘less powerful role models, less attractive to emulate”. A crucial research issue from our
perspective would be the role that the parents’ labour market success, as v;/ell as that of the
family in general, plays in making the parent an acceptable role model for the child.

We have commented on the pivotal Tole that parental attachmens appears Lo play in
the process of social control for male dropeuts. While we cannot ‘sin;gle out any one of the
major elements of the social bond as the most important ixy&h:\lives ol: dropouts, {rom
reading the transcripts it wbuld appear that parental attachmem/l parlicular])"father-son
“éttachmem for males, is quite crucial in the social contr(;l of crime. This assertion is based
upon the salience, in a multiplicity of ways, of this element in dropouts lives. In large part
this salience comes out as a "gut reaction” that.something is going on that is notable, but
hard to specify. |

However, involvement in conventional activity (dimensions include being employed/at
schoo! full-time, the development of occupational goals, and the prgsénce of family-based
socio-tconomic supports/relations), would in large measure appear to be interconnected with
the presence of this major social control. More specifically, dropouts without significant
father-son auachment seem to find it much more difficult to develop and sustain
occupational goals. As Hirschi (1969:91) found in his study.of in-school delinquerit versus
non -delinquent adolescents: -\

Only 5 percent of the bc;ys who often discuss their future plans and often share
their thoughts and feelings with their fathers have committed two or more

- delinquent acts in the year prior...while 43 percent of those never communicating
with their fathers about Lh\ese matters have committed as many delinquent acts.
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Hirschi (1969) does not elaborate upon the dynamics 9f this dimension of social

control. However, in the lives of dropouts, and vouth gener&ily. two basic dimensions to this
process likely exist. First, when the father is absent or unWilling 1o provide for the respondent
economically, the individual may ‘emer the marginal wérk world early in life. Jobs in this
labour market provide little room for mobility and iﬁéufficiem remuneration to allow m‘uch.
if any, savings for future development. Second,ﬂfr‘opouts without notable father attachment
‘ y :

conceivably lack a male model to encoﬁr}igc §Lfiving, planning and delaved gratification in
order to achieve some degree of socio-*ono;nic success. The passing of substantive

. : A
knowledge, and access to contacts, fron}:"i:athcr 10 son v\vould also be important. Even given
the increasing labour force participatﬁié/ﬁ of womc;l, it is generally the adult male whe would
be the most knowledgable figure-hc'ad in this career development process (cf. Willis,
1977:75). 5

One dimension of this’.vpaucity of goal development would appear to be taking jobs
which essentially have no future or room for career development. These respondents are then
frequently laid off from scasonal labour, realize the lack of a futurc, and quit or get fired
frdfn lack of interest in the job. Not having a full-time job or being enrolled in school would
appear o be one aspect of this dual problem of lack of father-son attachment and absence of
occupational goals.

In Western industrial societies generally, but particularly in a recession strained
economy, there are a limited number of "quality jobs" for young people in general, but
especially for dropouts (cf. Wallace 1987; and Hills and Reubens, 1984). Thus it is dropouts
with this-extra edge who have the guidance to develop major occupational goals and the
moral/economic support to weather out the frequently frustrating period of integration into
"quality ‘j'obs " with some meaningful future and:auendam social control.

\ In conclusion, future research on out-of -school youth, dropouts and others, should
a’naTyze uot only macro labour market factors but also individual micr}) social control

dynamics i1 order to maximally explicate out-of -school involvement in crime and with

relatively serious deviance. The blending of quantitative and qualitative data as done in the
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present research, as well as in research &Wallace (1987), would appear to be a fruitful -

¥
methodological approach. P
/-’f
’
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- Appendix I

Edmonton Youth Employment and Unemployment Study:

lnt:«i—evjhedulc )

REASONS FOR LEAVING SCHOOL/RELEVANCE OF SCHOOL WORK

WHY DID YOU LEAVE SCHOOL?

. How long ago (when)?

WHAT courses did vou take? How were vou doing?

How did you decide to quit school?
Any of vour friends quit?
Were vou skipping?

Do you think graduating would have heiped you to get a job?

Would vou go back to school?

So. was leaving a good/bad thing?

JOB SEARCH STRATEGY/WORK HISTORY

DO YOU HAVE A JOB?
IF NO

IF YES ~

How long have you been unemployed?

Have you been unemployed in the past?
(When and for how long?)

Have you had any job(s) since you quit
high school? (What were they? How
long did they last?

Arte you looking for a job?

How do/have vou look(ed )?

How many jobs do/have vou applyv(ed)
for in a week? What kinds? )

Any problems in looking for work?

Have you been given any good advice
about looking for work?

What would you tell someone looking
for a job?

205

What do you do at vour job?

What do you like/dislike about vour
job? (Your work?)

How did you look for this job?

Did vou have any problems looking
for work?

Have vou had other job(s)? What
kind(s)? How long did they last?

Have you ever been unemployed? For
how long?

Have you been given any good advice
about looking for work?

What advice would you give 10
someone looking for a job?

Why do you think you have a job
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, . while some other kids don't?
* Why do you think some kids have jobs
while others don't? Do vou think school helped vou look
~for a job?
Do vou think school has helped you to
-\ look for work?
lad \

3. LIVING ARRANGEMENTS/FINANCES

WHO ARE YOU LIVING WITH?

Are you supporting anvone (bov/girifriend, child(ren)?)
What do you live on?

Are you getling by? Are you getting any help: NOW or in the PAST? (Wcjfare,
UIC, familv, other items."

Have you had to cuigack on anvthing” Has this caused any problems?

How would your lijhange if vou had a job/better paying job?

4. STRUCTURE OF THE DAY

HOW DO YOU SPEND YOUR TIME WHEN YOU'RE NOT
LOOKING/WORKING?
Who do you spend yvour time wit!.”

" What do you do and where do .ot go? HOW MUCH can you afford to spend
per week? -

How have vou activities changed since vou:

became unemployed?
found a job?

Do you belong 1o any groups/clubs? (sports, hobbies)
What about any volunteer or community work?

Whyv? (Reasons for leisure activities)

5. SOCIAL RELATIONSHIPS AND COPING

CAN YOU TELL ME HOW YOU GET ALONG WITH YOUR FAMIL Y/FRIENDS?

FAMILY | FRIENDS (boy/girlfriends)

|
How often do you get together? | How often do you get together?
]
What kinds of things do you do” f What kinds of things do you do?
l .
!

Hov- do they help you out? How do they help vou out?

I
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7.
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When things aren't working out/when you have a real prbblem is there someone
you can turn to? Who? ’

Have any of these relationships changed since you:

became unemployed? )
found a job? -~

How'd your family react to your quitting school?
How far did your parents go in school?
What is your mother's/father's job? What do they do at work?

Has anyone in your family ever been unemploycd? Who? When? Why? (Explain
the circumstances)

Have any of your friends ever been unemployed?

EFFECTS OF UNEMPLOYMENT ON WELL-BEING

HOW'VE YOU FELT LATELY...PHYSICALLY, MENTALLY...?

(A) How do you feel about yourself?
How do you feel aboul your life in general?

WE'D LIKE TO KNOW HOW MUCH UNEMPLOYMENT HAS AFFECTED
YOU(R) HEALTH/FEELINGS

IF UNEMPLOYED | I EMPLOYED

How did vou feel when you
were unemployed?

(B) Now that you're unemploved,
-+ do you feel?

How have vour feelings changed
sinice you 've been emploved?

‘hese feelings chakged
Ovel time

.

PERCEIVED CAUSES OF UNEMPLOYMENT

WHY DO YOU THINK THERE'S SO MUCH UNEMPLOYMENT AMONG YOUNG
-PEOPLE?
Whose responsibility is it?
Is there anything young people can do about it?
Have vou ever tried to do anything about unemployment? What?
Among young people, who has the best chance of getting a job?
Do you think everybody has a right to a job? Why?



GOALS
\

WHAT ARE YOUR MAJOR GOALS IN LIFE?

.What do you see yourself doing in 5 or 10 vears?
What kind of job would you like?

ould you get more education? What kind(s) and how would you go about it?
Think you might want to get married/have a family somedav”
Do you think that your goals have changed since you've become unemployed?
Overall, what would vou like 1o do with vour life?

IS THERE ANYTHING 1 MAY HAVE MISSED? WOULD YOU LIKE TO \A.b}')
ANYTHING? ' \ e

OPTIONAL: WOULD YOU LIKE TO TALK ABOUT ANY TROUBLE YOU MIGHT
HAVE GOTTEN INTO WITH THE LAW?

L J
What sort of things were vou doing?
How did vou get involved in these things?

How has this changed since you've become unemployed?
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Edmonton Youth Employment and Unemployment Study:
Instructions to Respondents

EDMONTON YOUTH EMPBbYMENT AND UNEMPLOYMENT STUDY

We would like vou to participate in an interview which will become part of our study
of youth employvment and unemployment in Edmonton. We are a team of researchers at the
University of Alberta, and w:z are interested in your experiences in school, and after leaving
school, partjcularly ,\'oury experiences in looking for work. Along with questions about this, we
would also like to talk about things like your favourite pastimes, your friends and lamily,
yaur goals in life and so on.

The interviewer who has contacted you is part of our research team, and she or he
will be talking to several dozen other young people besides you. The interviewer will also give
vou a short set of questipns on paper which should be easy to answer.lSome of these
questions are about your school experiences, others are about your personal feelings and
opinions, and others are about things which might have got you into lroﬁble with the law. We
would like you to answer all of the questions, but we do not want you to sign your name. The
things you say to the interviewer and the things vou write will be treated confidentially. When
the study is over, we will have collected information from scveral hundred young people in
Edmomon. Nobody will know who said what.

Thank you for being an important part of this study. With vour help we can learn
more about how young people find jobs. If vou would like 1o ask any questions aboul the |
study, please call 432-3315 (a number at the University) and ask for Dr. Lowe or Dr. Krahn

"

who are both members of the research team.

209
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EDMONTON YOUTH EMPLOYMENT AND UNEMPLOYMENT STUDY

INSTRUCTIONS

This questionnaire should take vou only a few minutes to finish. Reach each question
carefully, and try to answer all of the questions. If the question is followed by a blank line,
put in the answer that is being asked for. For example:

What school were vou atlending when
vou left school?

{name of school)

I the answers next to the question are Iollowed by a number, urdc the number next to the
ansucr vou choosc. For example:

How many different high schools did vou attend?

~ One...o 1 -
" Two.......o.... 2
Three........... 3

Do not sign yvour name on this paper. When you are finished, the interviewer will give vou an
envelope and you can put this in it and seal it.

Thank you very much for vour help in this studv..

1. When were you born?
(day) {month) (year)
2. Sex: Female...... 1
Male......... 2

3. Right now", do you have a full-time job, a part-time job, or no job at all?

Full-time job.......... 1
Part-time job.......... 2
No jobatall...........3 ,

4, Has anyonc ci~ 1n .our family been unemployed at some time during the past vear?
Who?

5. What is you Tell us what he does at work - is he a construction worker,
a lawyer, a . : -hat? If you don't know, say so. If your father is
unemployed. regular job would be.)

4L
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11.
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What is your mother's job? (Tell us what she does at work. If she is unemployed, what
would her regular job be? And if she has always worked at home since you were young,
tell us that.) :

How would vou describe your family's financial situation?

Poverty level..................... 1
Somewhat below average......2
AVerage............ooeeeninin.... 3
Somewhat above average...... 4
Wealthy........................... b

In total, how manyv years of education does vour father have? (count all types of
education)

{number of vears)

In total, how many years of education does vour mother have? (count all types of
education

(number of vears)

When vou left school, what school were you attending?

(name of school)

What program were you in when vou left school?

Vocational.................. 1
. Academic................... 2
Business..................... 3
Trades and Services....... 4

What was the highest grade vou finished in high school?

(grade finished)

Do vou think vou will ever get some more education
(high school, NAIT, university, eic.)”
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HERE ARE A FEW MORF QUESTIONS AB®UT HOW YOU FEEL ABOUT LIFE IN
GENERAL.
For this set of questions circle one number for each.

14.  How often in the past few months have vou:

¢ Almost

Never Rarely Sometimes Often Always
a. felt depressed 1 2 3 4 S
b. felt loneh 1 N 3 4 S
c¢. felt like doing
nothing at all ] N 3 4 ~3
d. felt like people
were unfriendhy ] 2 3 4 S
¢. lalked less than
usual | 2 3 4 S

-

f. felt angry ! ; 2 3 4 5
g. lost your temper ] 2 3 4 S
h. velled at peopic 1 2 3 4 S
¢. got into fights .
Or arguments ] 2 3 4 5

&

For cach of the following questions, tell us how much vou agree or disagree that it describes
vou. If you agree stronglv. circle number 'S' and if vou disagree stronglyv circle the number

1" If you fecl somewhere inbetween these tw. points, circle one of the inbelween numbcrs

whicn best describes your fechings.

13.  How much do you disagree or agree that:
Strongly Strongly

disagree agree

a. On the whole, I am
satisfied with myself | 1 2 3 4 5
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b. At times | think that |
am no good at all ] 2 3 4 S

¢. [ feel that | have a number
of good qualities ] 2 3 4 5

d. I'am able to do things as .
well as most other people ] 2 : 3 4 S

¢ Feertainhy feel useless
at umes ] ; ; 4 S

-

fo AL in all. I am inclined
to feel that | am
a faiture 1 2 3 4

‘n

The next questions are about a part of young people’s lives which we know little about - -
things they might have done which could get them into trduble with the law. Some of these
questions may be difficult for you to answer: they may be things you have told very few
people. But if we are going to understand the lives of young people, we need each person to
answer as honestly as possible. Remember. we do not want you 1o sign your name (o this
paper. If vou still feel that you cannot answer a question honestly. we would prefer vou lcave
it blank .
16. How manyv times in the last year have vou:

Number of times

»

a. been questioned by the police as a

suspect about some crime?............. .. e
A )

b. been convicted of same crime (other than

traffic violations) in court”....................... ...

d. taken something from a store without
paving for W™ ...

e. sold marijuana or other non-prescription
drugs? oo

f. used physical force (like twisting an

arm or choking) to get money or things '

from another person? ... PR
g. attacked someone with a weapon or your

fists, injuring them so badly they

probably needed a doctor? ...
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h. got into a fight with someone just for
the hell of 7 ..

i. damaged or destroyed on purposc,

property that did not belong to you” ...................... ... L
j. other than from a store, taken something

worth less than $50 which did not belong

WO YOU? o

j- other than from a store. taken something

worth more than $50 which did not belong
WO NOU” L

For these few addivonal questions, agam cirdde one number for cach guestron.

17. How frequenth do vou:

Several Onee or 1.css than

Fvery Hmes o Oncee Wice o onee a

dav weeh a week monthk month Never
a. drink becr, - .
wine or other / '
alcohol” N 4 3 K ] " i
b. smoke marnjuana
or hash” 3 3 3 ) 1 0
¢. use other non-
prescription
drugs? N 4 3 N h f

Finally . here are @ few questions about vour feehmgs about school and work in general. 1 ke
the earlier questions, circle one of the numbers between 17 and 'S' 1o tell us how much vou
agree or disagree with the statement.

16, How much do vou disagree or agres that:

Strongh Stronglh
disagree agree

a. If I could carn $15 an
hour ™ would take any job ]

ro
)
£

wal
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b. I'd rather collect welfare
than work at a job I
don’t like 1 2 . 3 4 5

¢. When unemployment is high,
men should get jobs before
women do 1 . 3 4 N

d. Most of the lessons at
schoot are a compiete
waste of time ] . 3 - h

€. Many vounger people who get
welfare are just 100 lan
1o work i N 3 “ N

. Overall. | have enjoved my
time n high school ] Y 3 4 3

Thank vou again for helping us with this study - Theanterviewer will give vou an envelope in
which to place this set of questions. Please scal the envelope and give 1t back to the
mterviewer .



Appendix 111
F'valuating the Unemployment-Crime Relationship:
Problems of Aggregate Data
Onc of the most pronounced concerns in criminology s the relationship between
cconomie conditions and cnme. From Bonger (1916) and Shaw and McKkay (1949)) 10 the
present coneern over ccononie recession cansed unemplovment. especially vouth

unempioyment. a pnimarny crminological guestion st saands largeh unanswered ) howoves

s question s - - how and 1o what degree does economi deprnation lead 1o onme?

-
Horwitz (1984) 1 aanual Review of Soqioiogy | states that one of the prmarn

methodological . and indeed theorencal, bones of contention s whether to employ ageregate
4

versus mdividual level data 1o answer this controversial quesnon As an carher msichti g o

by Hannah (1.971) notes, the problem of which level of analvas 1o use and of shift beraeer

them, has been a major unresohved problem in social anahvses in general. However | as Hanngh

(1671 also nolg‘.\, unfortunateh the existence of this problem has only been recognized

sporadically (¢f . also (itgpla_ 1969)

In this rescarch note, we analyze the findines from econometric and socivlogica!
rescarch on the economic deprivation-crime relaionship and evanine the issue of what Jeve!
of data has been uulized totdehneate the relationship. Fvaluating research on unemploy ment
and ¢nime s a hey assue m much of the current popular ana theoretical debate over ccononin
conditions and crime (. Tanner et gl 1955; and Freeman, [983)

As Orsagh and Witte (1951) note, an extensive teviow of empinica. studies of the
unempioy ment-crime thesis which utihize aggregate data has been provided by Gillesprs

(1975) . According 10 Gillespie, three studies assert the evistence of o statisticaliv siemificar:

ot
o

relationship between the unemployment rate and crime. However, seven studies found no
significant relationship in their test of the thesis. Orsagh and Witte (1981) tate that the
evidence since Gillespie's survey provides no stronger support for the proposition that

unemployment causes crime.



In support of this statement these authors report that while the lo o ] stud)"'s'!;;v" ‘
Land and Felsoﬁ (1976) shows that the um;mploymenl rate has no apprecidﬁ'e ‘e'; fect on the
crime rate, Brenner (1976) contends that it does. However, the (,emer for Economemc
Studies, they note, has shown that Brenncr s results are extremely sensitive 1o changes in o+
model specification. Brenner‘s results should thus, they contend, be regarded as inconclusive.y '
Complicating matters even more, Fox (1978) using a simultaneous equations model and data
for 1950-74, finds no relationship. Orsagh (1981), using quite a different model, but the same
" time frame, finds a positive%ul nm;~significam relationship.

Moving to a bri'ef consideration of the pogt 1975 cross sectional literature, Orsagh and
Witte (1981) cc;nclude that the empirical evidence here is as equally ambiguous as the
longitudinal research. As thev note, Bartel (1979) reports positive coefTicients for the female
unemplo,{'ment rate for most, but nat all, specifications of her model. However, none of the
coefficients are st'atisu'callyi significam. The Center for Econometric Studics finds a rclau'on.
between crime rates and Iong'-Lerm unemployment, but no relation to short-term
uﬁemploymem. Moreover, Forst (1976) as ‘well as Wadycki and Balkin (1979) find no
relation for in&ex offences, whereas Vandaele (1978) reports no relation for automobile thcf‘[.

Orsagh and Witte (1981) conclude, subsequent to this discussion, that much of the
inconsistency in the empirical litératurc derives from the fact that aggregate data is used to
test the unemployment-crime relationship. These authors then proceed to outline in greater
detail what they term, "the litany of deficiencies,” Which accrue whcn. "the theory has a
- micro-foundation, whereas the evidence is based on aggregate data,” (Orsagh and Witle
1981:1062). Specifically, they contend that the empirical évidence defies dc,finitive
interpreta'uon because of the uncertain correspondence between the empirical measure actually
used and the measure that the theory requires. Let us consider their views on the issue of the
measurement of the theoretically crucial variable ¢f legitimate income.

Focusingupon one common measure, per capila income, they report that Grieson

© (1972), Beasley and Antunes (1974) and Swimmer (1974) use per capita income as an index

of legitimate income. Fleisher (1966), Weicher (1970) and Sjoquist (1973), they add, use
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R
measures analogous Lo per capita income and assign the same interpretation. Yet, Vandaele

(1978) interprets per capita income as an index of the demand for illegal goods. Moreover,
Orsagh and Witte (19819 note that other, equally respectable, authog# such a9 Ehrlich (1973),
McPheLé:rs and Stronge (1974), Forst (1976), and Bartel (1979) use the same measure as an
index 6f illegitimate income. Control variables are. these authors state, used in the above

studies in an effort to force the measure 10 refiect either legitimate or illegitimate income, as

. >

the particular study requires. However, thev conclude that, unfortunately, the success of this
endeavor cannot be scientifically demonstrated. Orsag‘h and Witte (1981:1061) thus state that.
"One’'s interpretation of the measure becomes largely a matter of faith."

Continuing their filfique, Orsagh and Witte (1981) state that interpreting the
empirical research relating to legitimate income is further complicated, and comparative
analysis rendered virtually meaningless, because of the many statistical proxies employed in
the literature for this variable. For -example, Beaslev and Antunes (1974). Swimmer (1974).
and Vandaele (1978) use per capita income. Fleisher (1966) and Weicher (1970), the mean
family income of the second lowest quartile, Sjoquist (1973), th wages of manufacturing

employees; Morris and Tweeten (1971) as well as Greenwood and Wadycki (¥973) use the

-
L e

percentages of families living in poverty.

The problem and confusi‘g)n here is certainly compounded by the fact that
unemployment is itsell a proxy indicator, or operationalization, of a higher order theoretical
concern. For example, economic theories of crime are generally based upon conce}n[ualizations
of how the structural variable of sociai ingguality is mcdialed al the individual level producing
relative deprivation and/or reduced social controls. The presence or absence of employment is
usually taken as an indicator of both social inequality and of relative deprivation/reduced
controls. The uncritical utilization c;f the variable 6f unemplovment in this proxy fashion is
higlrly questionable and may lead to much of the inconsistency in rescarch on the
unemplcyment-crime thesis.

Aj‘urther statement on the problems of measuring the uncmployment-crime

relationship, via aggregate data, concerns the dependent variable, criminal behavior. The most
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promising results to date in aggregate data based efforts to test the unemployment causes
crime thesis, according to Gillespie (1975) and Grainger (1981), come from longitudinal

' N
studies, in particular those using city time series data. However, as Braithwaite (1979) notes,

there is much disagreement over which major historical variables to control for in a time

series study and, most crucially, about the time lag 10 be allowed before changing economic

conditions are presumed to have an impact on crime (cf. . This author states that

it may be that the differing ways that these methodological problems\iave been dealt with,

unemployment, particularly unemployment caused by fluctuations in the business cycle. Again

the almost complete inadequacy of past aggregate - based atlempis to assess the

unemployment -crime relationship is asserted. For Braithwaite (1979:58) concludes that,
"Whatever the source of the contradictions, polemical crnmmologxsls have found them a boon

in enablmg them to justify whatever position on povcm and crime that is intellectually

convenient for them.” .

Perhaps the best summary of the findings, problems and potential solutions to the
study of the unemployment-crime relationship comes from Grainger (1981:2). As that author
stated in his review, the final conclusion from all the aggregale research would have to be that
no firm evidence has been found for either an associative or a causal relationship between
uncmployment and crime. As he notes, the studies which claimed a positive correlation
between the variables were riddled with methodological deficiencies and theoretical weaknesse: -
those which were of a higher methodological quality showed no such relationship.

Researchers such as Braithwaite (1979) would not go as far as Grainger (1981:3),
when he states that, "the aggregate search for a connection between these variable$ should
cease; enough effort has already been expended in this varea." However, most researchers
would support Grainger's observation on the potential of individuai level analysis. For one
fairl;\' cc;nclusive empirical fact in the debate on the unemployment -crime relationship, after

approximately five decades of fairly sophisticated statistical research exists according to

Grainger (1981). As Grainger (1981:3) notes, data collected on of fenders generally reveal
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that approximately 40% are unefnployed hen they commit a crime. However, Grainger

(1981) further adds that unemployment is‘only one of the characteristics that offenders have
* »

in common. Grainger's (1981) overall conclusion is that the results of several controlled

studies are in conflict, but there would appear to be enough evidence to suport a major study

at the individual level to clarify the situatidn. -

It 1s significant that essentially the same conclusion on the failure of aggregate tests of
the unemployment-crime thesis generally voiced by Grainger (1981) has beent; med by
Pirog-Good (1981) in her study of vouth unemployment. This author reviev&é:fe research on
vouth unemployment and delinquency/crime by Singell (1967). Glaser and Rice (1959).

s .

Fleisher (1963) and (1966), Weicher (1970), Phillips, h}chll and Votey (1972) and. Ehrlich
(1973). Pirog-Good (1951:50-51) states subsequent to this empirical review that, the results
of the complex analyses relating vouth crime to economic conditions aré\onfusing. Resuits of
analyses that appear reasonable, she notes, are reversed when minor modifications 10 the
variable construct ate made. This suggests, as Pirog-Good (1981) states, that there is
multicollinearity among the explanatory variables and that these models, from the simplest to
the most complex, have not been well specified. Pirog-Good (1981) concludes her analysis

th the statement that theory building and data base building in this field must be advariccd
efore empirical analyses will yicld stable and reasonable results. The bottom line for research
in this area according to Pirog-Good (1981:51) is that, "there is a clear need for a more
specific theoretical analysis, as well as a systematic micro-level [individual] empirical analvsis
of the relationship between youth crime and emplovment.”

In closing onc must note that this shift to individual level data is necessary, but not
sufficient in order to unravel the complex linkage between economic deprivation and crime.
One must also move away from conceptualizing the labour market factor-as, "being
unemployed, yes-no." Wiue (1979), Grainger (1981), and Hackim (1982) cach review a wide
range of literature largely employing thi's-aa]otomizcd (un)employed variabic, and state that
it has been singularly unsuccessful at teasing out the contribution that success-failure in the

labour market makes to involvement in crime.
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Echoing earlier empirical research on youths by Erickson (1975), Witte (1979:30)
states, "results seem to indicate that it is,not so much individual unemployment per se which
causes crime. but rather the failure to find relatively high wage satisfving employment,” .
Hackim (1982:440) considers the problem of specifying the unemploymeqt-crime relationship
for young people, one of the primary groups of concern in the current economic recession.
She notes that many voung peo‘ple switch in and out of generally low paying jobs quite
frequently. The designation employed/unemploved at any one point in time may thus almosi
be a matier of chance.

She also notes that the impact of unemployment may vary with the freque_ncy and
duration of unemplovment. Hackim (19%2:440) states that individuals with repeated spells of
short-term unemployment may not experience the same shock at job loss as those witT)no
previous unemplovment experience. However, Hackim (1982:440) notes that they might be
particularly hard-hit, in that the total unemployment experience would have cumulative
effects on their financial and sgcial circumstances, and indeed even their err;ployability.

Hackim (1982) states, as does a major 1984 Canadian Ministry for Youth publication,
that when studying the potential impact of employment on delinquency/crime, the best
approach would be to analyze the early work history of individuals. Here one would keep
track of the total duration of unemployment, as well as the pan'crn of labour market activity
(i.c. cm;’ioyed full/part-time etc.). Individual level research emploving this 'labour market

integration’ variable would appear to provide the best avenue for explicating the relationship

between labour market-based economic deprivation and crime.



Appendix IV

Descriptive Statistics for Labour Market Variables:
Currently Employed and Unemployed Respondents

For the Currently Unemployed:

Length of Current Unemployment

Tablc Al reveals that 58% of samplc members currently unemploved had up to the
time of interview experienced short-term unemplovment, i.e. 1 to 6 months. Tweniy two
percent of cqrremly unemploved respondents could be classified as currently experiencing
long-term unemployment (7-12 months of unemployment) and 19% had currently experienced
uncmployment for greater tifan one vear. A greater percentage of males currcn{lijemployed
had up to the time of interview experienced short-term unemployment; 67% of\ma]es but 42%
of females were unemployed for only 1-6 months. Younger respondents also reported a
greater amount of current short*>term unemployment than older (71% and 38%, respectivelv).

This age difference in respondents’ unemployment experience may partly reflect the
more limited time period in the labour market for younger subjects. However, it may also
indicate that younger workers were willing to take, for a short period of time at least, _
relatively low-paying dead-end jobs (i.e. telephone/counter sales, etc.) The fact that younger
sample members were also more likely than older to report having experienced previous

short-term (1-6 months) unemplovment lends credence to this latter assertion.*

’

**The exact values here are 50% (8) and 18% (4) for younger and older workers,
respectively. Given the low numbers of respondents involved these differences must,
however, be viewed with caution.

.
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TABLE Al

Length Of Current Unemployment

Total
Sub-SJmpl(' Male/Female Older/Younger
1 e 6 months MRG(3Y) 67%(29)/742% (10) 38%(11)/71%(25)
"¢ 12 months 22%(15, 19% 8)/729%( 7) 28%( 8)/20%( 1)
Over 12 months 197013 % 6)29% () 38%(10) 7 9% 3)
Total (N) (67 (43)/(24) (20)/(35)

Have Respondents Been Unemployed Before

As can be seen from Table A2, among thosc sample members currently unemployed
72% had been unemployed for a previous period of time. Males were somewhat more likely
than females to report being unemployed previously (77% of males and 64% of females,
respectively). Perhaps not surprisingly given their greater time period in the labour market,
older sample members were more likely than younger to report having been unemploved
previously (83% and 61%, respectivelv).

The mean number of months of previous unemployment experienced by these sample
members was 12.4. However, females were more likely to expe?ience somewhat greater
unemployment than males, as the avefage nuanber of months of previous unemployment was
13.9 for females and 11.4 for males. Thirty one percent of currently unemploved sample
members reported experiencing 1 to 6 months of previbus unemployment; 46% reported 7 to
12 months of previous unemployment and 23% reported 13 to 48 months of previous

P
unemployment. :
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TABLE A2 -
{ \
Have Respondents Been Unemployed Previously
-
Total . )
Sub-Sample Male/Female Older/Younger
PREVIOUSLY
UNEMPLOYED 72%(46) 17%(30)/64%(16 83%(26)/615(20)
LENGTH OF PREVIOLS
UNEMPLOYMEN
] to 6 months 31%(12) 0% 7N S) 18%( 4)/30%¢( §)
" 10 12 months 465(18) 48%(11)744% ) S (11)/738%( 6)
13 to 48 months 23%( 9) 22%( 5)7258G( 4) 32%(C 7)/13%( 2)
Total (N) ( 39) (22)/(16) (22)/(16)

Number and Length of Jobs Since High School
From Table A3 it can be seen that 14% of currently unemploved sample members had
not had a single job since leaving high school. These individuals were more likely to be

vounger and female. Fifty four percent of those sample respondents currently unemployed

had 1 to 3 jobs since high school and a further 32% of respogdents had over 4 jobs since
leaving school. Females in the sample were more likely thgn males to report having had few
jobs (i.e. up to 3) since leaving high school (83% and 57%, respectively).

In terms of length of previous job held, 53% of the sample members currently
unemployed report having had only short-term jobs previously. ** Thirty three percent report
a combination of short and long-term jobs, wherea?on]y 14% report having had only
long-term jobs previously. Consistent with the already noted greater number of jobs held bv
males, males were more likely than females to report having had only short-term emplovment
after leaving school (59% of males but 41% of females). The majority of younger respondents

had only short-term jobs previously. On the other hand, about two thirds of the older

respondents report having at least some long-term jobs since leaving school.

*In the Edmonton Youth Employment Project dropout data set, short-term jobs
were jobs of 2-3 months duration; jobs longer than this were deemed long-term.



Number and Length of Respondents’ Jobs Since High School

TABLE A3
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Total
Sub-Sample Male{femalc Older/Younger
NUMBER OF JOBS
0 14%(10) 7% 3)/723%1 7) 3% 1)/215( 8)
13l S4%:(40) SO%(22)760%(18) S0%(17)/58%(22)
Over 4 32%1(24) 43%(19)/17%0 §) 47%(16)/721%( §)
Total (N) (73) (44)/(3) (34)7(38)
[LLENGTH OF JOBS
Short-term S3%(39) 59 (26)/41%( 9) 335(11)774%(23)
Short/Long - term 33%(22) 32%(14)/365( 8) 42%(14)723%( 7)
Long-term 14%( 9) 9%( 4)/23%( 5) 24%( 8)./ 3%( 1)
Total (N) (66) (44)/(22) (33)/(31)

Table A4 presents data on the number of jobs applied for in an average week during

the present and/or previous period(s) of unemployment. *¢ Thirty eight percent of sample

members currently unemployed reported applying for up to 3 jobs per week. Thirty five

percent of these sample members repdrted applving for an average of 4-10 jobs per week,

while 27% reported applying for more than 10 jobs per week. Indeed several sample members

report applying for up to 20 or 30 jobs per week. As an analysis of the interview transcripts

reveals, much of this tvpe of extensive job seeking takes place when respondents go from

store 1o store in shopping malls etc. applving for one sales clerk position afte'nher.

As can be seen from Table A4, while many respondents report applyving for a

relatively large number of jobs per week, females are less likely than males to apply for only

up to 3 jobs per week, and are more likely to apply for more than 10 jobs per week. This job

*13% (7) of the sample reported that they did not apply for any jobs in an
average weck of unemployment. However, we must be careful here not to infer that
these sample members are necessarily uninterested in working. bne primary reason
for this assertion is that some workers wanting jobs may become discouraged by the
realities of a recession-plagued labour market, i.e. employers not hiring and/or only

low paying, dead-end jobs available.
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application differential may reflect the fact that gales are more likely to seck relatively scarce
good jobs, which will enablc them to fulfill traditional sex-role expectations of the male as
primary bread winner. Therc were no notable differences between older and vounger dropouts
in terms of the number of jobs applied, for in an average week.

e
TABLE A4
Number of lobs Respondents Applied For Per Average Week

Total

Sub dampic Muic ‘Female Onder Y ounger
NUMBER OF JOBS
Hote 3 IR 427016205 () 3T ML)
S to 1o ISE(ID 3AG(12) /385 6) RICHIEE S ER R S U}]
10 or More 27%(1%) 245 92850 ) 2V )W)
A3
Totwe! (N) (63) (38)(17) (22).(31)

For the Currently Employed:

Length of Time at, Current Job

As can be seen from Table A5, among those sample members currently emploved 59%
had been employed for 1 1o 6 months at time of interview; 18%53‘ been currently emploved
for 7 1o 12 months and 23% had been emploved for over a vear. There were no major
differences in the length of current emplovment for males and females. Younger sample
members were. however, more likely than older members 1o have been currentiy emploved for
a brief period (1 10 6 months) and much less likelv to have been currently emploved for over
a year. The respective percentages here are 46% and 71% for current short-term employvment
at time of interview. For long-term employment the percentages for younger/older sample
mcmbers are 10% and 42%, respectively. We must recognize that the generally shorler tuime in
the labour .narket for younger dropouts may play a significant role in producing these age

differences in length of current job. )



TABLE AS

Respondents’ Length of Time at Current Job

Touwal
Sub- Sample Malie/I'emaic Older/Younge:
LLFNGTH OF CURRENT JOB
1 to - moenths S9G(33) 62%(13)787% (20 NI D VALY
T te 12 months 1851y 4% 320700 ) S R LVE S W L N )
13 10 42 months RRUTORY! 24%( S22 ( v 2% T 3y

lowd (N (S0) (21)(3y) (24) 31

Number of Other Jobs Respondent Has Had and Their Duration

From Table A6 it can be seen that 65% of currenthy emploved dropouts had up 1o 3
previous jobs, while 35% had 4 10 § jobs previously . Sample members currently employed
were thus somewhat less likely than lho:c currently unemploved to have experienced a large
number of previou.: jobs. There were no major male-female differences among currently
employed respondents in terms of number of previous jobs held. Younger samplc members in
this group were, however, more likelv than older 1o report having had few jobs (up to 3)
previously (79% and 51%, respectivelyv). This is perhaps not surprising given the more limited
time in the labour market for vounger sanggle members. )

Thirty nine percent of currently emploved sample members reported having previously
had only short-term (i.e. b months or less) jobs The majority (53%) of these sample

-

’ 1]
members, however, report having previously Mad a sombination of short and long-term jobs.

v

Only 9% of currently employed dropouts repor{ed fiaving had only long-term previous
employment. Sample members currently employed were less likely than those currently
unemployed to report having had only short-term jobs (39% and 53%, respectively). There
were essentially no male-female differences in the length of previous jobs held by currently

emploved dropouts. However, younger sample members were more likely than older to report
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having previously had only short-term employment (56% and 27%. respectively).
TABLL A6
Number of Respondents’ Other Jobs and Their Duration
’ Totai
Sub-Sample Male/Femyle Oler/Younger

NUMBER (p
OTHER JOBS

TR 68745 B ER) 600 (0T SECER) 0 ()

4 100x ING (8 RPN A EE DS B R L O T

lotgi (N) (64 RIS L3N) (5
LENGTH O
OTHER JOBS

Shori-term 2N OIS () 20 NGy

Shor/d ong e SRS SR ASG 2T €208

Long term 0 G0y S DG 4y A

Tota! (N (hd) (26) (38} (37) (27

Have Respondents Ever Been Unemploved/Length of Unemployment

As can be seen from Table A7, among those sample members currenthy emploved §2%
report having been unemploved previously. Males in this group were shightly more likelv than
females to report having been unemploved previously (87% and 78%. respectively). There were

A
virtually no differences between currenthy emploved vounger and older sample members in
terms of their being previoushy unemploved .

Table A7 also reveals that 48% of sample members wio reported being unemploved
previously had experienced 1 1o 6 months of unemplovment; 32% of this sample sub-group
reported experiencing 7 to 12 months of unemployment, and 20% reported having experienced
more than a year of total uncmployment prior to their present job. Currently employed males
were more likely than females to report having caperienced only 1 to 6 months of previous

uncmployment (59% and 41%, respectively). Conversely, females were more likely than males
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to report experiencing both intcrmediate (7 to 12 months) and high (over 1 year) amounts of
previous unemployment. Younger sample members in this group'morc frequently reported
having experienced only 1 to 6 months of previous uncmployment than older respondents
(65% and 37%. respectively ). Older respondents were more likely to have experienced both
more intermediate (7 to 12 months) and high (over | vear) amounts of cumulative previous
unemplovment. no doubt at least i part due to therr greater length of evposure 1o the labour

marke!

TABLLE A7
Have Respondents Fver Been Unemploved /1 ength of Unemployment

Iotal
Stib Sample Muic/bemie Older 7Y ounger

PREVIOUST Y
UNFMPLOYED
Yoy 2% (02 NTH20) TR (36) 847{30)79%(30)

TOTAL LENGIH Of
PREVIOUS UNEFMPLOYMIN]

I to 6 months 80026 SO/ R) 37681 S)
" 10 12 months ) 270 6) 7345 (1) I11)22% )
1300 48 monthy W51 1450 3285 X)) ITC )13 3
Fotal (N) (164) (22)7(32) /23

Were Respondents Satisfied/Dissatisfied With Current Job

While most respondents have already been described as worhing in relatively dead-end
J0bs. as can be seen from Table A8, most report being at least somewhat satisfied (66% ) with
their current jobs. Males were, however, more likely than females to report being satisfied
with their current job (72% and 62%, respectively). There were essentially no differences
between older and younger subjects in terms of reported current job satisfaction.

When currently employed respondents were asked what they liked about their jobs,

35% (22) stated that they enjoyed the job generally, which included simply keeping them
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1

i
busy; 29% (18) stated that they liked the job because of the people that they workcd!vuh,

and 18% (11) stated that they enjoved the work itself . Very few respondents rcp(mcg bcnpg
- |

satisfied with the pay and benefits, the hours, job mobility or their supervisors. Bas upon.
these facts it would seem reasonable 10 propose that most mdwndudls who rcpon l{trﬁg- ¥

. )
relatively satisfied with therr jobs enjoy the opportunity 1o keep busy and to mu;rqu wlg
[ LAY
other individuals. esther co-workers or the public. This sansfaction from wor&mp'm
¥
A
cconomically margimal tobs mav be duc 1o the fac that most currentiv emploved respor.tenis

.

bave expenienced previous uneniployment, which promotes excessive social solation and

,

boredom (¢f Krahn, [ owe and Tanner, 1984)

TABLE AR, 4
Were Respondents Sausfied/Dissanstied With Current Job?

[ oty
¥
Sub Samp - Maw Fermuge Oider Yy oo

{
Satistred 6O ST '3‘}(2‘["‘3"' [\ () -

e )t {2,
¥ N
Hard e 1ol 28520 Moty 3,14) JeToy AT
Dirssatistred 6503 2y ) D0 Yy Yy
[otel (N ) () (4 Ny Yy



