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Techniques of Neutralization: 6 
A Theory of Delinquency 

In attempting to uncover the roots of juve­
nile delinquency, the social scientist has 
long since ceased to search for devils in the 
mind or stigma of the body. It is now 
largely agreed that delinquent behavior, 
like most social behavior, is learned and 
that it is learned in the process of social in­
teraction. 

The classic statement of this position is 
found in Sutherland's theory of differential 
association, which asserts that criminal or 
delinquent behavior involves the learning 
of a (a) techniques of committing crimes 
and (b) motives, drives, rationalizations, 
and attitudes favorable to the violation of 
law .1 Unfortunately, the specific content of 
what is learned-as opposed to the process 
by which it is learned-has received rela­
tively little attention in either theory or re­
search. Perhaps the single strongest school 
of thought on the nature of this content has 
centered on the idea of a delinquent subcul­
ture. The basic characteristic of the delin­
quent subculture, it is argued, is a system of 
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values that represents an inversion of the 
values held by respectable, law-abiding so­
ciety. The world of the delinquent is the 
world of the law-abiding turned upside 
down and its norms constitute a counter­
vailing force directed against the conform-
ing social order. Cohen 2 sees the proci;ss of 
developing a delinquent sulx:uhure as a 
matler of building, maintaining,~in­
forcing a code for behavior which exists by 
opposition, which stands in point by point 
c0fltrad1ct10n to dominant values, particu­
tarly ose o t e middle class. Cohen's 
portrayal of delinquency is executed with a 
good deal of sophistication, and he care­
fully avoids overly simple explanations 
such as those based on the principle of'' fol-
low the leader" or easy generalizations 
about ''emotional disturbances.'' Further­
more, he does not accept the delinquent 
sub-culture as something given but instead 
sys{efffiittcally exammes the function of de­
linquent values as a viable solution to the 
lower-class, male child's problems in the 
area of social status. Yet in spite of its vir­
iues, this image of juvenile delinquency as 
a fonn Of behavior based on competing or 
coUntervaUmg Values and norms appears to /4 
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suffer from a number of serious defects. It hypocrisy in those who conform, utJg_ues-
iS"the nature of these defects anCrapclsSible tioned probit · ikel to win his a roval. 
alternative or modified explanation for a A 1crce attachment to a humble, pious 
large portion of juvenile delinquency with mother or a forgiving, upright priest (the 
which this paper is concerned. former, according to many observers, is of-

The difficulties in viewing delinquent ten encountered in both juvenile delin-
behavior as springing from a set of deviant quents and adult criminals) might be dis-
values and norms-as arising, that is to say, missed as rank sentimentality, but at least it 
from a situation in which the delinquent de- is clear that the delinquent does not neces-
fines his delinquency as "right" -are both sarily regard those who abide by the legal 
empirical and theoretical. In the fir..st ~~ rules as immoral. In a sinlilar vein, it can be 
if there existed in fact a delinguent subcul- noted that the juvenile delinquent may ex-
hii'eSiiCti1llai1fie delinquent viewed his ille- hibit great resentment if illegal behavior is 
gal behavior as morally correct, we ~Id imputed to "significant others" in his im-
rea8onably suppose that he would exhibit mediate social environment or to heroes in 
n ee mgs o m to me at detection or the world of sport and entertainment. In 
con mement. Instead, the major reaction other words, if the delinquent does hold to a 
wouidlenc(in the direction of indignation set of values and norms that stand in com-
or a sense of martyrdom. 1 It is true that plete opposition to those of respectable so-
some delinquents do react in the latter fash- ciety, his norm-holding is of a peculiar sort. 
ion, although the sense of martyrdom often While supposedly thoroughly committed to 
seems to be based on the fact that others the deviant system of the delinquent subcul-
' 'get away with it'' and indignation appears ture, he would appear to recognize the 
to be directed against the chance events or moral validity of the dominant normative 
lack of skill that led to apprehension. More system in many instances. 4 

important, however, is the fact that there is In the third pla~~_Jh_~f~_j_s _ _!n~ch evi-

a good deal of evidence ~uggesting that \denhn~jtl~del~~~ue~t_s .?.~~n dra~ a 
many delinquents do experience a sense of sharp-lme-lJetween those who can be v1c­
guilt or shame, and its outward expression\\ tifll_iZed---and--tltose--wliocannOt:-certain so­
ls not to be dismissed as a purely manipula~ ) cial -grou:ps---are-not-to-be-v-iewed as ''fair 
tive gesture to appease those in authority. game" in the performance of supposedly 
Much of this evidence is, to be sure, of a approved delinquent acts while others war-
clinical nature or in the form of impression- rant a variety of attacks. In general, the po-
istic judgments of those who must deal first tentiality for victimization would seem to 
hand with the youthful offender. Assigning be a function of the social distance between 
a weight to such evidence calls for caution, the juvenile delinquent and others and thus 
but it cannot be ignored if we are to avoid we find implicit maxims in the world of the 
the gross stereotype of the juvenile delin~ delinquent such as "don't steal from 
quent as a hardened gangster in miniature. friends'' or ''don't commit vandalism 

In the second place, observers have against a church of your own faith.''' This 
notedthat the jlJVenile delinquenflre- is all rather obvious, but the implications 
qrtentlyaCCOfilsicfrruratton and ~~s~t __ t_!) have not received sufficient attention. The 
law-=a6@mg ~rs()ns. The ''really honest'' fact that supposedly valued behavior tends 
persciniS ofte0-re~;:C((aii01ftliectelin- to be directed against disvalued social 
quent is sometimes ouerly keen to detect groups hints that the "wrongfulness" of 
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such delinquent behavior is more widely 
recognized by delinquents than the litera­
ture has indicated. When the pool of vic­
tims is limited by considerations of kinship, 
friendship, ethnic group, social class, age, 
sex, etc., we have reason to suspect that the 
virtue of delinquency is far from unques­
tioned. 

In the fourth place, it is doubtful if many 
juvini~cliiiji~~l-ly-immune 
ft'offithe demands for cC:infofOlity made by 
the doinmant soc mi order. I here is"a strong 

VI like~!y-ofthe delinquent 
'} will-agree w®--r.~ctablCS6ciety tfmt de­

linquency is wrong, even though the family 
may be engagecl in a variety of illegalactiv­
ities.'niafTs, the parental post~ condu­
civelOoehnquency 1s 1101ap{lo6ea posi­
tive prodding. Whatever may be the 
influence of parental example, what might 
be called the "Fagm pattern of socializa­
tion into delinquency is probably rare~~­
themfore, .as Red( has mdicated, the idea 
that certain neighborhoods are completely 
del_i~g~~rit.....offering the child_a___nimlel for 
delinque[lt behavior without reservations, 
is simply not supported by the data. 6 

The fact that a child is punished by par­
ents, school officials, and agencies of the 
legal system for his delinquency may, as a 
number of observers have cynically noted, 
suggest to the child that he should be more 
careful not to get caught. There is an equal 
or greater probability, however, that the 
demands for confornuty cannot be counter­
a~ In fact, as we shall see shortly, an un­
derstanding of how internal and external 
demands of conformity are neutralized may 
be cmcial for understanding delinquent be­
havior. But it is to say that a complete de­
~ial of the validity of demands for confqrm­
ity and the substitution of a new normative 
system 1s improbable, in light of the child's 
or adolescent's dependency on adults and 
encirclement by adults inherent in his status 

in the social structure. No matter how 
deeply enmeshed in patterns of delinquency 
he may be and no matter how much this in­
volvement may outweigh his associations 
with the law-abiding, he cannot escape the 
condemnation of his deviance. Somehow 
the demands for conformity musioe· inet 
and answered; they cannot be ignored as 
part of an aliens stem of values and non s. 

n short, the theoretical viewpoint tha 
sees juvenile delinquency as a form of be- kb, 
havior based on the values and norms of a V\ 
devmnt subculture in precisely the same 
way as law-abiding behavior is based on the 
values and norms of the larger society is 
open to serious doubt The fact that t~ 
wor~linqnent is eniliedded m the 
larger world of those who confornicailnot 
be-~ked not can the delinquent be 
eqiia1ecrw)th an adult throughly sOch{~ed 
into a alternative way of life. Instead, the 
juvenile delinquent would appear to be at 
leffl' paritaily committed to the dominant 
socTiuorder in that he frequently exhibits 
guilt or shame when he violates its pro­
scrtphons, accords approval ta certain con­
fOfllling figures, and distinguishes between 
appfopn3te and inappropriate targets for 
his devtance---:Ifis to an explanation for the 
apparently paradoxical fact of his delin-
quency that we now turn. -

AS-MOrris Cohen oiice said, one of the 
most fascinating problems about human be­
havior is why men violate the laws in which 
they believe. This is the problem that con­
fronts us when we attempt to explain why 
delinquency occurs despite a greater or 
lesser commitment to the usages of con­
formity. A basic clue is offered by the fact 
that social ruleSOrflOrinSCaflln'g for valued 
behavior-seldmff·irrvertakelfieform of 
categorkiiriin(leratives. R·at'f1Cr=:--v ues or 
noriilsappearaS'l]Ulliljiedguides for action, 
limited in their applicability in terms of 
time, place, persons and social circum-
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stances. The moral injunction against kill­
ing, for example, does not apply to the en­
emy during combat in time of war, al­
though a captured enemy comes once again 
under the prohibition. Similarly, the taking 
and distributing of scarce goods in a time of 
acute social need is felt by many to be right, 
although under other circumstances private 
property is held inviolable. The normative 
system of a society, then, is marked by 
what Williams has terme~ [lexibiliJ..y; it 
does not consist of a body of rules held to be 
binding under all conditions. 7 

This flexibility is, in fact, an integral 
part of the criminal law in that measures for 
"defenses to crimes" are provided in pleas 
such as nonage, necessity, insanity, drunk­
enness, compulsion, self-defense, and so 
on. The individual can avoid moral culpa­
bility for his criminal action-and thus 
avoid the negative sanctions of society-if 
he can prove that criminal intent was lack-

·1 ing. It is our argument that much delin-
quenty _is based on_ what is essentially an im-

1 
~ecogmzed exte~sw~ of ~efenses to crimes, 
m the form of Justificatwns for deviance 
that are seen as valid by the delinquent but 
not by the legal system or society at large. 

These justifications are commonly de­
scribed as rationalizations. They are 
viewed as following deviant behavior and 
as protecting the individual from self­
blame and the blame of others after the act. 
But there is also reason to believe that they 
precede deviant behavior and make deviant 
behavior possible. It is this possibility that 
Sutherland mentioned only in passing and 
that other writers have failed to exploit 
from the veiwpoint of sociological theory. 
Disapproval flowing from internalized 
norms and conforming others in the social 
environment is neutralized, turned back, or 
deflected in advance. Social controls that 
serve to check or inhibit deviant motiva­
tional patterns are rendered inoperative, 

11,e Social P,fyclwlogy of Deli11quency 

and the individual is freed to engage in de­
linquency without serious damage to his 
self image. In this sense, the delinquent 
both has his cake and eats it too, for he re­
mains committed to the dominant norma­
tive system and yet so qualifies its impera­
tives that violations are ''acceptable'' if not 
"right." Thus the delinquent represents 
not a radical opposition to law-abiding soci­
ety but something more like an apologetic 
failure, often more sinned against than sin­
ning in his own eyes ... We call these justifi­
cations of deviant behavior techniques of 
neutralization; and we believe these tech­
niques make up a crucial component of 
Sutherland's "definitions favorable to the 
violation of law." It is by learning these 
techniques that the juvenile becomes delin­
quent, rather than by learning moral imper­
atives, values or attitudes standing in direct 
contradiction to those of the dominant soci­
ety. In analyzing these techniques, we have 
found it convenient to divide them into five 
major types. 

The Denial of Responsibility 

In so far as the delinquent can define him­
self aslackmg respofiSibility for hiS.deviant 
actions~1sapproval of self or others is 
sharply reducectln effCCITvencss as a re­
straining int1ue'iice. As Justice Holmes has 
said, even a dogdistinguishes between be­
ing stumbled over and being kicked, and 
modem society is no less careful to draw a 
line between injuries that are unintentional, 
i.e., where responsibility is lacking, and 
those that are intentional. As a technique of 
neutralization, however, the denial of re­
sponsibility extends much further than the 
claim that deviant acts are an ''accident'• or 
some similar negation of personal accoiim­
ati1hty. It may also be aSserted that delin­
quent acts arc~ due to forces outside of the 
individual a~i-~eYDrlCrruscmttrol such as ····----------
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unloving parents, bad companions, or a 
slum neighborhood. Ineffect, the delin­
quent apprruiClieSa"bill1ard ball'' concep­
tion of himself i~s himself as 
helplessly propelled into new situations. 
From a psychodynamic viewpoint, this ori­
entation toward one's own actions may rep­
resent a profound alienation from self, but 
it is important to stress the fact that interpre­
tations of responsibility are cultural con­
structs and not merely idiosyncratic beliefs. 
The similarity between this mode of justify­
ing illegal behavior assumed by the delin­
quent and the implications of a "sociologi­
cal" frame of reference or a "humane" 
jurisprudence is readily apparent, 8 It is not 
the validity of this orientation that concerns 
us here. but its function of deflecting blame 
attached to violations of social norms and 
its relative independence of a particular 
personality structure. 9 By learning to view 
himself as more acted upon than acting, the 
delinquent prepares the way for deviance 
from the dominant normative system with­
out the necessity of a frontal assault on the 
norms themselves. 

The Denial of Injury 

A second major technique of neutralization 
centers on the injttt) ~r hann involved in 
the delinqueiiracr.71iectiminal law has 
long m!!_de a _ _g.!['Hn£tion_bet.wee.n. crimes 
which ~reinata in se and ma/a prohibita­
that is between acts that are wrong in them­
selves and acts that are illegal but not 
immoral-andJhe delinquent can make the 
same kin~ of distinction in evaluating the 
wrongfulness of his be1H!Yio!. For the de­
linquent, however, wrongfuln"esS·tnay tum 
on the question of whethe~yone 
has clearly been hurt by his deviance, and 
thiS:-~er is open to a variety of interpreta­
tions. Vandahsm, for exam le, may be de­
fined by · t e delinquent s1m ly as 

"mischief'-after all, it may be claimed, 
the persons whose property has been de­
stroyed can well afford it. Similarly, auto 
theft may be viewed as "borrowing," and 
gang fight~~atequar­
rel, an agreed upon duel between two will­
ing parties, and thus of no concern to the 
community at large. We are not suggesting 
that this technique of neutralization, la­
belled the denial of injury, involves an ex­
plicit dialectic. Rather, we are arguing that 
the delinquent frequently, and in a hazy 
fashion, feels that his behavior does not re­
ally cause any great harm despite the fact 
that it runs counter to law. Just as the link 
between the individual and his acts may be 
broken by the denial of responsibility, so 
may the link between acts and their conse­
quences be broken by the denial of injury, 
Since socie_!X..sometimes agrees with the de­
linquent, e.g., in matters such as truancy, 
"pranks, andSO on, it merely reaffirms 
the tdea"thartlfeaefincjutfnTSfieutfalization 
of social controls by means of qualifying 
the nOfms is an extensioii0f common prac­
tice~7raccthc:eccr"Olth"'acc:n agesture of complete oppo­
sitimr:-

The Denial of the Victim 

Even if the delinquent accepts the responsi­
bility for his deviant actions and is willing 
to admit that his deviant actions involve an 
injury or hurt, the moral indignation of self 
and others mar.~·nelitrahzed b:t an insis­

t~~aj~ryJ~-~ light of 
_the circumstances. _T~.i!:!_ry~.~be 
daimed;-i!fnoneatl}'an injury; rather J.t is 
llfofmofria;~!M_retali@J_j.®....QLPunish­
ment. B)-'.~btle alchemy_the _ _9~1jn.Ql!.ent 
m_oves him$el.r1nto-the-position of an 
aVeflger· and the vict(m.is.tramformed into a 
W.fQ~g-doer:~A.~~;ults QO hmlloiexuals or 
suspe5~~ homo~~xuals~tacks on mem­
bers of._~inority gro~I?"~ _ who are said to 
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have gotten ''out of pl1,1.ce1 '' vandalism as 
revenge on an unfair-1eacheHlt:.school offi­
cial ;-(heft; fr~~ a "crooked" store 
owner-all maY-be-hurts inflicted on a ---· -­transgressor, in the_ ey~l! . .of.tbe delinquent. 
As OiwCIITtiSl}Oinled out, the type of crim­
inal admired by the general public has 
probably changed over the course of years 
and Raffles no longer serves as a hero; 10 but 
Robin Hood, and his latter day derivatives 
such as the tough detective seeking justice 
outside the law, still capture the popular 
imagination, and the delinquent may view 
his acts as part of a similar role. 

To deny the ex~f the victim, 
then,-~>' transforming him into a ~rson de­
serving injury is an extreme form of a phe­
noIDillOii we have mentioned before, 
riame1y·,,h'?rdelinqUeiil s recognition of ap­
propria«rand· iiiijij)r~p~1atetargets for his 
deltfiqUefifacts.ID8ddition, however, the 
eXIStence of the victim may be denied for 
the delinquent, in a somewhat different 
sense, by the circumstances of the delin­
quent act itself. Insofar as the victim is 
physically absent, unknown, or a vague ab­
stradiori (llS iS-Oft"eri thC caSC-in delinquent 
acts COmlllitfei:l··agai:nst p_rop_e_!!Y}_, the 
awaren.eS!fOfthe-vktiID' s·-existence is 

wea_k~~~,:-rnteinalized n;fllJlLID!~ antici­
pil.tiOns of the reactions of others must 

\ 

somehow be activated, if they are to serve 
as guides for behavior; and it is possible 
that a diminished awareness of the victim 
plays an important part in determining 
whether or not this process is set in motion. 

The Condenmation of the Condemners 

A fourth technique of neutralization would 
appear to involve a condemnation of the 
condemners or, as Mccorkle and Korn 
have phrased it, a rejection of the rejec­
tors.11 The delinquent shifts the focus of at­
tention from hiSOwn defiiinfacts to the mo-
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tives and behayiqr of tho~o disapprove 
of his vi01ations. His condemners, he may 
claim, are-hY~!!!~i'--- dev iantS · i □-disguise, 
or impelled by personal spite. This orienta­
tion towaFdlfie-COnforming world may be 
of particblar iffijjortafiCC-Wfien it hardens 
into a bitter-c·yruCtsffi dfrected·agiinst those 
assignel.t the task Of CilfofCing Qr expressing 
the norms ·or the dOriifu3Ilt~ociety. Police, 
it may be-said; arecorrupt;-stUPid, and bru­
tal.1eacnersarways showiaVoritism- and 
parents alWays -••take -_it·outn__ 011__\heir" chil­

dren~ ay·-a Sliii~!r.e~J~i-ision:-tll~reWards of 
conformity"~s_uch as mat.e.r.i_l!l. iuc.cess­
beconii "a-inaue_r .. OfJ);ii~r luck, thus de­
creasing··still-furthermestatui-C-Of those 
who stand on- the-side Ofthelaw-abiding. 
The validity of this jaundiced viewpoint is 
not so important as its function in turning 
back or deflecting the negative sanctions at­
tached to violations of the norms. The de­
linquent, in effect, has changed the subject 
of the conversation in the dialogue between 
his own deviant impulses and the reactions 
of others; and by attacking others, the 
wrongfulness of his own behavior is more 
easily repressed or lost to view. 

The Appeal to Higher Loyalties 

Fifth, and last, internal and external social 
contrOIS-inaybe-neutriiH:ied h}'s'acri ficing 
the demands Of the larger society for the de­
mands of the small el' social groups to which 
the ·aeliriqueTii beforigs· such as th; sibling 
pair, the gang, or the friendship cUgue. It is 
important to riOte· ih8t the delinquent does 
not necessarily repudiate the imperatives of 
the dominant normative system, despite his 
failure to follow them. Rather, the delin­
quent may see himself as caught up in a di­
lemma that must be resolved, unfortu­
nately, at the cost of violating the law. One 
11spect of this situationliiisbeen-,ruclied by 
touffer and Toby in their research on the 
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conflict between particularistic and univer­
salistic demands, between the claims of 
friendship and general social obligations, 
and their results suggest that '' it is possible 
to classify people according to a predisposi­
tion to select one or the other horn of a di­
lemma in role conflict. 12 For our purposes, 
however, the most important point is that 
deviation from certain norms may occur 
not because the nonns are rejected but be­
cause other norms, held to be more press­
ing or involving a higher loyalty, are ac­
corded precedence. Indeed, it is the fact 
that both sets of norms are believed in that 
gives meaning to our concepts of dilemma 
and role conflict. 

The conflict between the claims of 
friendship and the claims of law, or a simi­
lar dilemma, has of course long been recog• 
nized by the social scientist (and the novel­
ist) as a common human problem. If the 
juvenile delinquent frequently resolves his 
dilemma by insisting that he must "always 
help a buddy" or "never squeal on a 
friend," even when it throws him into seri­
ous difficulties with the dominant social or­
der, his choice remains familiar to the sup­
posedly law-abiding. The delinquent is 
unusual, perhaps, in the extent to which he 
is able to see the fact that he acts in behalf of 
the smaller social groups to which he be­
longs as a justification for violations of so­
ciety's norms, but it is a matter of degree 
rather than of kind. 

"I didn't mean it." "I didn't really 
hurt anybody.'' ''They had it coming to 
them." "Everybody's picking on me." 
"I didn't do it for myself." These slogans 
or their variants, we hypothesize, prepare 
the juvenile for delinquent acts. These 
"definitions of the situation" represent 
tangential or glancing blows at the domi­
nant normative system rather than the cre­
ation of an opposing ideology; and they 
are extensions of patterns of thought prev-

alent in society rather than something cre­
ated de novo. 

Techniques of neutralizatio ay not be 
powerful enough to fillly shield the individ• 
ual from the force of his own internalized 
values and the reactions of conforming oth­
ers, for as we have pointed out, juvenile de­
linquents often appea!.J2..fill~~m feel­
ings of guilt and shame when called into 
account fOftheir deviant behavior. And 
some-delfnijiie"nts may be sO isolated from 
the world of conformity that techniques of 
neutralization need not be called into play. 
Nonetheless, we would argue that tech­
niijUCs of neutr~\i_iaiion.are..critical in less­
enifi!ftfie"Cff;ctiveness of_!_ocial controls 

·-·and lffiif they ff~ behind ·a_large _share of d~­
litrquent beha"Vior. Empirical- research in 
this area is scattered and fragmentary at the 
present time, but the work of Redl, 13 

Cressy, 14 and others has supplied a body of 
significant data that has done much to clar­
ify the theoretical issues and enlarge the 
fund of supporting evidence. Two lines of 
investigation seem to be critical at this 
stage. First, there is need for more knowl­
edge concerning the differential distribu­
tion of techniques of neutralization, as op­
erative patterns of thought, by age, sex, 
social class, ethnic group, etc. On a priori 
grounds it might be assumed that these jus­
tifications for deviance will be more readily 
seized by segments of society for whom a 
discrepancy between common social ideals 
and social practice is most apparent. It is 
also possible, however, that the habit of 
"bending" the dominant normative 
system-if not "breaking" it-::c_uts across 
our cruder_ social _c.at~g9_i!~i .. llfld·1s-·to be 
traced m:!~1:\-~_HY _tQ pfilt~IJ1~_.of social inter­
action within the familial circle. Second, 
there is need for a g~_&tif~iiiidersta.nding of 
the iritel"Oal stl"Ucture of techniques of neu­
tralization, as a system of beliefs and a!ti­
tudes, and its relationship to various types 
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of delinquent behavior. Ce11ain techniques 
of neutralization would appear to be better 
adapted to particular deviant acts than to 
others, as we have suggested, for example, 
in the case of offenses against property and 
the denial of the victim. But the issue re­
mains far from clear and stands in need of 
more information. --:-7 

In any case, techniques of neutralization \ 
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Social Learning and 
Deviant Behavior: 
A Specific Test 
of a General Theory 

Introduction 

In the last decade we have seen a dramatic 
shift away from sociological explanations 
of deviant behavior toward developing the­
oretical perspectives on societal reactions 
to and definitions of deviance and crime. 
Labelling and conflict fommlations have 
become major foci of sociological theoriz­
ing as well as the sounding boards for most 
of the controversy and discourse in the field 
of deviance. This shift in focus was deemed 
necessary to redress the previous im­
balance of attention to the deviant behavior 
ilself (Akers, 1968), and it clearly has had 
that effect. Unfortunately, it also has led to 
the neglect of theoretical developments in 
the etiology of deviant behavior. Neither 
labelling nor conflict perspectives has of­
fered a general explanation of deviant be­
havior, although some conflict theorists 
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have offered preliminary but incomplete ef­
forts in that direction (faylor, et al., 1973; 
Spitzer, 1975). There have been other ef­
forts directed toward explaining deviant be­
havior, but these have been fairly narrow in 
scope; they have usually been limited either 
to a specific type of deviant behavior or to a 
restricted range of substantive variables. 
For example, a good deal of attention has 
been paid to the modem resurrection of de­
terrence theory (Gibbs, 1975; 1977; Waldo 
and Chiricos, 1972; Tittle, 1975; Silber­
man, 1976; Erickson et al., 1977; Meier 
and Johnson, 1977; Geerken and Gove, 
1977). The scope of deterrence theory has 
been changed little, however, since its 
statement by the classical criminologists 
two centuries ago and is limited to the ac­
tual or perceived certainty, severity, and 
celerity of formally administered legal 
sanctions for violations of the criminal law. 
Another example is Travis Hirschi' s ( 1969) 
control (social bonding) theory which is a 
more general explanation of deviance than 
deterrence theory, but which is, in tum, 
primarily restricted to infonnal social con-
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