AKADEMIK BAKI S DERGISI
Sayl: 48 Mart — Nisar®25
Uluslararasi Hakemli Sosyal Bilimlele-Dergisi
ISSN:1694-528Ktisat ve Girgimcilik Universitesi, Tiirk Diinyasi
Kirgiz — Tiirk Sosyal Bilimler EnstitiisGelalebat — KIRGIZISTAN
http://www.akademikbakis.org

THEORETICAL APPROACHES TO VIOLENT CRIMINAL ACTS OF STREET
GANGS IN USA

Bilal SEVING*! irfan CIFTCI?
Abstract

Gang membership and criminal activity continue fmufish in the US communities.
There are approximately 1.4 million gang membergha USA operating in over 33,000 gang
groups such as street gang, prison gang, outlawroyaie gang, and neighborhood/local street
gang. Street gangs could be defined as criminadrozgtions formed on the street operating
throughout the United States. This study examites doncepts of gang membership, gang
delinquencyl/violence in the light of some selectieeloretical approaches and models such as
developmental and life course perspective, riskkofacmodel, selection, social facilitation and
enhancements models, theory of normative ambigudaypomie/strain theory, control
theories/social bonding theory, social learningotlge social disorganization theory, integrated
theory, and organizational theory/network approéicis. not aimed to make in-depth analysis of
each theoretical approach/model or list all findimg the literature; this study aims at explaining
gang membership and violence by linking these qaisde selected theories and models.

Keywords: Gang Membership, Gang Violence, Gang Delinquencyeofetical
Approaches, Theoretical Models.

AMER KA BIRLESIK DEVLETLER I'NDEK I SOKAK CETELER ININ SIDDET
EYLEMLER INE TEORIK YAKLA SIMLAR

Oz

Sokak ceteleri ve sug aktiviteleri Amerikan toplumerisinde artmaya devam etmektedir.
Amerika’da Sokak cetesi, hapishane cetesi, yasamtor bisiklet cetesi ve yerel sokak cetesi
olmak Uzere 33.000 farkh cete ve bunlara Uye yakla.4 Milyon kisi bulunmaktadir. Sokak
ceteleri kisaca, ABD genelinde sokaklarda faalyjyetiten suc¢ orgutleri olarak tanimlanmaktadir.
Bu calsmada, Gelimsel Hayat Seyri Perspektifi, risk faktorleri mdigdsecim, sosyal rahatlik ve
gelisim modeli, belirsizlik teori, gayesizlik teori, sgad sinirlar teorisi ve orgutsel glant
teorileri gibi bazi secilmgi teoriler siginda cetesiddeti ve ¢ete Uyedini analiz etmektedir. Bu
calisma literatrde yer alan her bir teorinin veya htérdeki bulgular derin analizini yapmayi

amaclamamaktadir. Bu ¢gha, secilmy model ve teoriler ile Bganti kurarak cete Uy ve
cetesiddetini aciklamayr amaglamaktadir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Cete Uyelgi, CeteSiddeti, Cete Sucu, Teorik Yaklanlar, Teorik
Modeller
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1. INTRODUCTION

The size of different type of gangs operating ie thSA is more than 33,000 with
approximately 1.4 million members. According to 20MNational Gang Threat Assessment
Report released by National Gang Intelligence Ge(i&sIC), gangs continue to recruit new
members across the USA in urban, suburban, antragians, commit different type of criminal
activities including violent crimes such as hom&i@dnd cooperate with other criminal groups
that allow them to expand their influence over cnah enterprises, particularly street-level drug
sales. NGIC also indicates that an average of 4&peof violent crime in most jurisdictions and
90 percent of other crimes are committed by gaidd,(n. a). Besides, to various research
findings, over 90% of the gang members commit viblimes. In other words, gang members’
delinquency and involvement in violent activitieppaar to be a natural result of gang
membership.

Thornberry et al., (2003) note that 66% of largegesj 47% of suburbs, 27% of small
cities and even 18% of rural areas have diversg garmations in the USA. Although it is
possible to mention several factors affecting gamgansion and violent criminality such as
aggressive recruitment of juveniles and immigraali&ances and conflict between gang groups,
gang members released from prisons, gangs’ usecbhology and communication, and gangs’
involvement in drug business, for many criminolégiand public officials these and similar
factors, however, are not enough to have full exgiian of reasons of increase trend in gang
membership and gang violence (FBI, n.a.; Howel§4)9

There are various gang formations in the USA siisteeet gang, prison gang, outlaw
motorcycle gang, and neighborhood/local street garg the 2011 National Gang Threat
Assessment Report, “street gangs” are defined iasnal organizations formed on the street
operating throughout the United States. On therdthed, “prison gangs” are originated within
the penal system and operate within the corredtitalities; “outlaw motorcycle gangs” use
their motorcycle clubs as criminal enterprises;ighborhood or local street gangs” act in a
specific neighborhoods and jurisdictions and thgesegs are larger and more powerful national
gangs that usually deal with drug distribution aates (FBI, n. a).

Street gangs are mostly well organized delinqueatigs which contain leaders, core
members and peripheral members who are usuallyniias age group. They usually have
names, signs, colors, or/and territory (Sperge84)9Block and Block (1993) define the street
gang as an association of individuals who has aenagaographic territory, regular meeting
pattern, and organized and continuous course ofimality. Nevertheless, these characteristics
might be in varying degrees. Several studies, thgss of time, geographic location, different
methods of data collection and analysis have rededihat delinquency of street gangs is
generally serious and violent.

This study examines the concepts of gang membeesstdpyang delinquency/violence in
the light of some selected theoretical approacmesmodels. In this regard after having very
brief discussion on gang membership and gang welethe theories/models of developmental
and life course perspective, risk factors moddedi®n, social facilitation and enhancements
models, theory of normative ambiguity, anomie/strtieory, control theories/social bonding
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theory, social learning theory, social disorganaratheory, integrated theory, and organizational
theory/network approach will be examined. Therel wibt be in-depth analysis of each
theoretical approach/model and all findings in literature will not be listed. This study simply
aims at explaining gang membership and violencéniyng these concepts to selected theories
and models.

2. A BRIEF OVERVIEW OF GANG MEMBERSHIP AND VIOLENCE

Type of violent activities that street gangs engagédifferentiated as expressive violence
and instrumental violence. In an expressive viagdertbe main goal is injury or violence, and
other motives have secondary position. Converselinstrumental violence, the primary goal is
not to injure, kill, or hurt but to acquire properr money. Street gang related violence often
contains expressive characteristics. For instanbée defending identity through impulsive and
emotional ways, saving the reputation in the gargansion of membership are about expressive
violence; drug related activities that includesngay more money is about instrumental violence.
In many cases, expressive violence is more vidlesuh instrumental type violence (Block and
Block, 1993).

NGIC list the violent criminal activities of stregings in 2011 National Gang Threat
Assessment Report as assault, drug traffickingpreah, firearms offenses, home invasion
robberies, homicide, intimidation, shootings, arebpons trafficking (FBI, n. a.). Deschenes and
Esbensen (1999) defined following crimes as a winbeimes committed by gangs: “1- carried a
hidden weapon for protection, 2- hit someone whthitlea of hurting them, 3- attacked someone
with a weapon, 4- used a weapon or force to geteyan things from people, 5- been involved
in gang fights, 6- shot at someone because you wkt¢o by someone else” (p. 75).

Homicide is one of the serious delinquent acts catacthby the street gangs. Young
adults and Hispanics have been overrepresenteahig lgomicides cases (Cury & Spergel, 1988;
Maxon, Gordon & Klein, 1985; Spergel, 1984); nelekess, there is no consensus as to what
constitutes the gang homicide (Bailey & Unnithar§94). Block and Block (1993) who
examined Chicago gang homicide data classified galaged street crimes and neighborhoods
as: turf hot spots where gangs fight over territoogtrol; drug hot spots where gangs intensively
deal with drug; and drug and turf hot spots whemegs commits both of the crimes. Gang
involvement in violent crimes and homicide was moften turf-related rather than drug-related.
The most deadly gang related crimes were betweestthet gangs and gun has become the main
tool in almost all gang related homicides (BlockB&ck, 1993). Gun ownership is one of the
important predictors of general and violent deli@oey (Thornberry et al., 2003). Street gangs
own gun in order to protect themselves from reapltaang violence, to protect their turf, to
retaliate against rival gangs, and to have goodtagion among others (Decker, 1996; Lizotte et
al,, 2000).

Street gangs intensively involve in drive-by shogs which might have deadly results.
Hutson, Anglin & Pratts (1994) who focused on dibyeshootings in Los Angeles where 400
different gangs with 60,000 members have existesefed that more than 90% of drive-by
shootings have been perpetrated by street gangsm@m purpose of the drive-by shootings is to
terrorize and Kkill rival groups’ members during wiichildren and adolescents are mostly
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victimized. To their finding, in Los Angeles, gamgembers are 60 times more likely to die
because of homicide than members of general populat

Leadership in gangs is an important role that gawegnbers would like to have. Gang
members who have been incarcerated are more li@edgin leadership positions due to the fact
that they are often more respected on the strepiscelly by younger gang members which in
turn make it easier to order younger gang memheiommit crimes. Prisons for these gang
leaders are utilized to make connections and eskalbbntacts and criminal networks in the
community. These connections and criminal netwadk®v them to more successfully control
gang operations. Many gang members released frasongr are usually armed with new
knowledge and improved techniques that might haagative impact in terms of street gang
activity and violence (FBI, n. a).

“Demographic characteristics of the street gangsamother important topic of gang
studies. Findings of many gang related researchated that gangs are overwhelmingly male
(Bjerregaard & Smith, 1993; Esbensen & Winfree,&9%iplett & Meyers, 1995), mostly from
the minorities as African American and Hispanich&ssen & Winfree, 1998; Esbensen, 2000,
Thornberry et al., 2003) and gang members with toseeio-economic status are more likely to
involve in violent crimes compared to those witgter status (Miller, 1966).

NGIC’s 2011 report stresses that the number ofrjieearticipants of gangs has been
growing in many jurisdictions. Juveniles are taegeby gangs for recruitment because they are
vulnerable and susceptible to recruitment tactit®y are likely to avoid harsh criminal
sentencing, and they can be easily directed toemto&ctivities. Immigrant population gives
opportunity to street gangs to recruit new membEspecially, increased gang recruitment of
youths among the immigrant population result inr@ase in the size of gang membership and
gang related violence in a various jurisdiction8I(Fn. a). Accordingly, gang membership is
mostly early adolescence phenomenon (especiallfefoales), and prevalence declines overtime
regardless of the race and ethnicity. Most of thelescents stay in gang groups less than one
year (Esbensen & Huizanga, 1993; Thornberry et2803). While female membership mostly
clusters in early adolescence until mid-adolescemtales’ membership covers adolescence
period with decrease overtime (Thornberry et &03). To various research findings, over 90%
of the gang members commit violent crimes. Howef@nales do not commit violent crimes as
much as males; males are more violent than fen{@leschenes & Esbensen, 1999; Miller &
Decker, 2001; Thornberry et al., 2003). Since femalo not involve in violent activities as much
as males, the rate of being victim of gang relatedence posed by rival gangs is less for
females.

3. THEORETICAL APPROACHES TO STREET GANGS, MEMBERSHIP AND
VIOLENCE

In this part, some selected theoretical approaahedriefly described and then they are
linked to the street gang related issues such asbership, delinquency and violence utilizing
the finds of several empirical studies.
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3.1. Developmental and life course perspective

There are two main concepts underlie the analysifeacourse dynamics. These are
trajectory and transitions. A trajectory might kefided as a pathway or line of development over
the life span of the individuals. School life, wolike, marriage, parenthood, and criminal
behaviors are some of the examples of trajectori@asically trajectories have long term
characteristics. On the other hand, transitionssaree of the important life events such as first
job, first marriage, and first baby. They evolveepwshorter time spans and embedded in
trajectories. Transitions might be either age-gdadenot. The events which are considered as
important are the normative timing and sequencihgote transitions. The period of time
between first marriage and professional status régilt in some earnings in adulthood can be
mentioned as an example. Accordingly, quoting freider (1985, 17), Sampson and Laub
(1999) defines the life-course as “pathways throtigh age differentiated life span where age
differentiation is manifested in expectations aptians that impinge on decision process and the
course of events that give shape to life stagassitions, and turning points” (p.189). We can
see age-graded roles and social transitions amdetfiects on human behavior in this definition.
In other words, main focus points of life coursespective are duration, timing, and ordering of
major life events and their influences on futureialbdevelopments.

Trajectories and transitions may cause turningtpoam changes in the life-course. The
long term view embodied by the life-course focus toajectories suggests a very powerful
connection between childhood events and adulthogmbreences. Successful adjustment into
adulthood can be affected by transitions and tgrpoints. In this manner, trajectories might be
modified by some of the social institutions anck lévents such as work, military service,
marriage, school etc. New conditions and events aiffect the life course so as to change its
direction; so that we can't say that life coursduky determined (Elder, 1985; Sampson and
Laub, 1999). In this context, developmental crinhdgy “refers to the study of a number of
transitions that may occur as one moves along h patude onset, escalation, acceleration,
diversification, stabilization, and desistance. They goal for a developmental criminology
research agenda is to explain these various stgegyh theory and empirical testing” (Hoffman
& Cerbone, 1999, p. 344).

Thornberry et al. (2003) advocate that the liferseuperspective has a lot of implications
for gang related studies. They hypothesize thabléstent gang membership will have a
disruptive on life-course trajectories, leading dff-time and disorderly transitions...Gang
members who remain in the gang for an extendedgeifitime will be more likely to experience
problematic transitions” (p. 166). With regardsatolescent gang membership they stress on
several precocious or off -time transitions such‘d®pping out of school, early pregnancy,
teenage parenthood, living independently from onmésents (early nest leaving), unstable
employment patterns, and cohabiting” (p. 167). Yiswdre expected to make successful transition
into adult roles; during this period, some of tiverds, behaviors, and associations such as gang
membership and delinquency negatively affect apjatgtransitions. That is, social network of
the gangs constrain the behaviors and preventssatag@ro-social networks.
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Thornberry et al.’s (2003) longitudinal panel stugbhvered the ages of 13 through 22
found that gangs have very harmful and even deeffiycts on many aspects of the life-course
development. They see gang membership itself egextory. After entry into a gang, delinquent
trajectories incline towards upward. The transitioto the gangs occurs in different ages, and
period of stay in the gang may differentiate. Stuted position, neighborhood context, family,
school, individual characteristics, peers or coratan of these factors might be the reason for
gang membership that leads to violence. Also, durds important for gang violence that “the
longer anyone remains on any trajectory, the hatderto avoid its consequences, and deviant
trajectories are no exception” (p. 8).

Life course and developmental perspective complémather studies on gang
membership and violence by creating detailed unaeding of street gang phenomenon. They
are also useful in terms of explaining antecedéatracteristics, origins and aftermath of gang
membership and violence, and also estimation of tindered causal models especially when it is
done using longitudinal research design. Howewargitudinal studies have some weaknesses
such as limited ability to study group processluierice of group process on the behaviors of
gang members, and difficulties of distinguishingettter delinquent acts of gang members were
committed as individuals or for the gang. Furtrggneralizability of the findings is another
problem since the study is limited with particulaeation/s, group/s, individual/s, and time.

3.2. Risk Factors Model

According to risk factors model, there are sevaral mostly overlapping risk factors in a
person’s background and they lead to negative teesatluding adversity and criminality
(Cicchetti & Rogosch, 1999; Hill, Hawkins & Battii999; Sameroff et al., 1993; Small and
Luster, 1994). Identification of risk factors is portant in terms of initiating programs for
prevention of possible delinquency and violencéhenfuture. Howell's (1997) study categorized
the risk factors as community, family, school, peeard individual characteristics. Different risk
factors from multiple developmental domains migdatd to gang membership as well as violence
which is the natural result of membership.

Taking gang membership as a dependent variablesnbaoy et al. (2003) found that
several risk factors (independent variables) agmifscantly related to joining a gang. For
instance, neighborhoods with higher proportion dfican Americans, poorer residents, and
higher arrest rate; demographic characteristidseaig African American, less educated parents,
income of family below poverty level; inadequategua child relations and less attachment of
families’ to sons; school problems such as weadchthent to teacher and school, lower parental
expectations; friends who involved in delinquentisadndividual characteristics such as
experiencing negative life events, having depressiimptoms; and prior delinquency increases
the possibility of being a gang member. Among thiestors, especially prior illegal violent
activity increases the risk of being gang member @mmitting violent crimes. However, many
of these risk factors are not significant for feengangs.

In sum, gang members have several disadvantagesuitiple domains of their
development and disadvantages increase the pripalof participation in the gangs.
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Accordingly we can observe multidimensionality @€ Icourse perspective that is affected by
several risk factors.

3.3. Selection, Social Facilitation and Enhancements Madis

In order to understand why gang members commit mmient and serious crimes than
nongang members, Thornberry et al. (1993, 2003j pmBvidual based ‘selection model’, group
based ‘social facilitation model’, and mix of baththem ‘enhancement model'.

3.3.1. Sdlection mode

Selection model is a kind of individual based modeicording to this model, gangs
attract/select their members among the adolesaghts are already delinquent or who have
tendency to offend. To selection model, it is expedhat delinquency rate of gang members will
always be higher than nonmembers and this willhgedase before, during and after the gang
membership.

Selection model proposes that gangs attract adaiesevho lack self-control (which is
the basic premise of general theory of crime) alsd @hose who have no social control.
Accordingly, gang itself does not have effect owmiaet behaviors of individuals in the gang, but
different characteristics of gang members that rembers do not have cause delinquency.

3.3.2. Social Facilitation modd

Group activity is an important element for socetifitation model. This model suggests
that gang members are not different from nonmeminengture. The probability of delinquency
or committing violent crime is not more than nonnhbens for gang members before joining a
gang group. After joining a gang, group dynamicsl gmoup process as well as normative
structure of the group are likely to lead delinguenn other words, gang membership is the
main reason of gang violence or delinquency. Shn@ieency is limited with the duration in the
gang. Some factors inducing delinquency in a gamg &Gang membership legitimizes the
violent behaviors 2- When there is a threat tostatus of gangs and gang members, status is
regained through delinquency and violence, 3- Aggjom is important in terms of ensuring and
maintaining group cohesion and solidarity (Thormpet al., 2003).

Decker (1996, p. 262) explains the developmengasfg violence with a model that
includes 7 steps; “1- Loose bonds to the gang; @le€live identification of threat from a rival
gang (through rumors, symbolic shows of force, ging, and mythic violence), reinforcing the
centrality of violence that expands the number aftipipants and increases cohesion; 3- A
mobilizing event possibly, but not necessarily,lemze; 4- Escalation of activity; 5- Violent
event; 6- Rapid de-escalation; 7- Retaliation.” Bitply, threat against a group from a rival
group creates group solidarity and cohesion; im ftileads to violence as a response to the
threat.

There are parallelisms between social facilitatimdel and findings of various studies:
Deschenes and Esbensen (1999) found that gang mefelidess guilty than nongang members
about committing violent crimes and all gang membegardless of gender approved physical
violence; Miller and Decker (2001) pointed out significance of group process in gangs and
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found that females as males involved in gang rélaielence and in this context 74% of all
sample had attacked someone with a weapon withintleation of injuring them seriously;
Rosenfeld et al. (1999) found that gangs facilitadenicides especially in racially isolated and
disadvantaged neighborhoods; Jansyn (1966) emghsimt delinquent activities of street
corner groups generally emerge as a responsedatshio the solidarity of gang; Decker (1996)
found that in a gang, collective identification tifreat by rival gangs results in increased
cohesion and then leads to violence to cope wiih ttireat, and Thornberry et al. (1993) found
that after joining gang group rates of delinqueang drug use increased and then upon departure
from the group these rates started to decreaséalSacilitation model is also a kind of support
for socialization theories such as differentialogsation and social learning.

3.3.3. Enhancement model

Enhancement is the combination of selection modelsocial facilitation model. To this
model, gangs select their members among the a@olssaho are already delinquent, and then
group process and group dynamics cause individaasgage in more delinquent behaviors. So
group has a facilitator role for the persons wheehalready criminal records. In this model, it is
expected that gang members would have higher thi@s nongang members in terms of
criminality, and criminality rates would speed wgpecially when they are active gang members.

Sarnecki's (1990) study supported the enhancemesdem Sarnecki conducted his
longitudinal study in Sweeden using samples of egt@nts under the age of 20 and all samples
were suspected of having committed crime. He fotlnrad delinquency is directly related with
network of delinquent relations. He also stresdeat t'the stronger the connection to this
network, the more substantial, serious, and lostFg were the delinquency and other
asociality. This network also seemed to be veryoirtgmt with regard to the reproduction of
juvenile delinquency in the municipality. At thedeaf the follow-up period juvenile delinquency
in Borlange had basically the same character abeateginning, even though the juveniles
included in the network were, to a large extenty.n€he young offenders who were central
figures in the new network had successively leathed roles from the network’'s old members”

(p. 32).

Overall, although these 3 models attempt to explestationship between gang
membership and delinquency/violence, empirical imiation regarding validity of these models
Is not enough (Thornberry et al.,, 2003). Nevedbg| previous research findings generally
supported the social facilitation model which agubat violent delinquency and violent
behaviors increase when an adolescent becomesgyarganber.

3.4. Theory of Normative Ambiguity

According to this theoretical approach, gang viokenccurs when one party impugns and
degrades the honor of other party. Gang membetisflia terms of code of personal honor
influences his reactions to perceived insults. M and Schwartz (1974) explain gang
violence benefiting from “theory of normative ambity.” To Horowitz and Schwartz (1974),
three conditions are necessary to name a casgasgaviolence: 1- In the same setting, at least
one party must think that existence of other partliis behavior threatens his safety and dignity,
2- He makes the other party (through his wordstuges and actions) feel that he would like to

265



AKADEMIK BAKI S DERGISI
Sayl: 48 Mart — Nisar®25
Uluslararasi Hakemli Sosyal Bilimlele-Dergisi
ISSN:1694-528tisat ve Girimcilik Universitesi, Tirk Diinyasi
Kirgiz — Tiirk Sosyal Bilimler EnstitiisGelalebat — KIRGIZISTAN
http://www.akademikbakis.org

injure him physically, or he attacks for physicajury, 3- He must be ready to account for his
actions as a member of a gang. In this contexty ‘@ovocative or threatening incident can
become basis for a collectively held grievance., Buatil it does, we feel that physical conflict
between peers should not be classified as gangngef (p. 239).

Honor is an important concept in terms of formatmfiviolence. Miller (1966) who
examined gang violence found that in most assaadeg assaulters and targets were evenly
matched. In other words, “the bulk of assaultiveidents involved contests between peers in
which the preservation and defense of gang honsraveentral issue...Gang members fight to
secure and defend their honor as males; to seadrdefend the reputation of their local area and
the honor of their women; to show that an affranthteir pride and dignity demands retaliation”
(p. 110, 112). Accordingly, gang violence has rataty characteristics. It is a respond to real or
perceived violence against the gang (Decker, 1996).

According to Horowitz and Schwartz (1974), honanpels one to take an unequivocal
stand, to choose decisively and openly betweernrgkve courses of action, and to enforce one’s
claim to deference as a non-negotiable right. Oag even have to defend an inadvertent slip as
a deliberate expression of one’s character. Thatdfere is to be what one wants to be what one
wants others to think one truly is” (p. 243). Aadimgly, Horowitz and Schwartz (1974) argue
that honor has an expressive value and there iBcdypa tendency towards momentum in
situations of normative ambiguity. They also empt®shat individuals initially respond to a
certain amount of provocation by impression managgnHowever, over time, individuals may
insult and then damage other party in order toaedgo violation of personal space. If a gang
member fails to do so, it might be considered agakness. Wolfgang and Ferracuti (1999) in
their ‘thesis of a subculture of violence’ makesirailar point by proposing ‘the adult male who
does not defend his honor or his female companitirbe/socially emasculated” (p. 105).

Congruent with this explanations, Horowitz and Sattw (1974) noted that “...to use the
idiom of the street gang, one’s pride ultimatelystthe precarious balance between honor and
impression management in favor of violence. Thestively minor incidents have a notable
tendency to snowball, and it is this movement talawiolent resolution of perceived violations
of personal space that we call momentum” (p. 2B8}. simply, gang members have to choose
either conventional or honor bound responses. herotvords, conditions may force them to
behave according to the norms of the gang or ofethigmate world. For instance, he knows that
killing or fighting is wrong and illegal act not lpragainst the law and but also against the values
of the society, but at the same time, he may beihg that the honor must be saved regardless
of all negative consequences like murder of otlatyp Horowitz and Schwartz (1974) advocate
that “as long as young man remains in the gangahelyr becomes acutely conscious of this
dilemma. It is only after a variety of circumstaagaish him toward conventional or street career
that he may see that the capacity to operate siyootitwo contrasting social settings involves
what the larger society regards as allegiance tantithetical codes for conduct” (p. 243). In
sum, the idea of “normative ambiguity links thectiuation between conventional and violent
behavior among street groups to the interpersoslations..This tension is never formally
resolved but rather is lived through until one id enough to decide whether one is going to
move away from the risks of street life” (p. 24312
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3.5. Anomie/Strain Theory

Origin of new versions of anomie and strain theogees back to the study of Merton
(1938, 1999) and further to the revisions in Medaheory which are made by Cohen (1955),
and also Cloward and Ohlin (1960). Anomie theord atrain theory are different from each
other but they are related. Today, general stfagory and institutional anomie theory are the
most famous versions of these two theories.

Anomie theory anthstitutional anomie theoryThe main focus of the anomie theory is to
explain why some societies like the U.S. have higitene rates than others. Anomie theory
posits that although there is strong emphasis pantiial success (especially in U.S.), the
emphasis on legitimate ways such as hard work dodagion to carry out this dream is weak.
Since the regulations are inadequate in the pramiesssuring financial success, individuals are
more likely to try and use all the ways regardiaiSiegality or illegality. In this manner, societie
that are unsuccessful to regulate goal-seekingvi@hare characterized by a state of ‘anomie’
(Cullen & Agnew, 1999).

Institutional anomie theory of crime which is theadling version of anomie theory
suggests explanations about high crime rates itJtBe as anomie theory did. The moving point
of institutional anomie theory is same with anortheory that high level encouragement of
people for monetary success (or in other words ‘Aca@ Dream’) without legitimate norms for
achievement such goals result in higher crime ratéise U.S. According to institutional anomie
theory, the major structures such as family, sghpolitical system, culture are dominated by
economy and these structures/institutions becosgeiheportant than economic institutions. As a
result, life of the individuals become economy ot&sl, and institutions such as family, school,
political system become incapable of socializing &raining individuals. In such an environment
even deviant behaviors cannot be sanctioned efédgt{Cullen & Agnew, 1999).

Strain theory and general strain theoryhe main question that strain theory looks for
answer is that why some individuals and groupshaost likely to commit crimes. As an answer,
strain theory posits that when individuals are prégd from achieving cultural goals such as
monetary success and having middle class stataaghrlegal channels, they are pressured into
offending. There are several barriers and obstael#®e social structure and those obstacles and
barriers prevent lower class individuals to camy their goals such as good education, good job
or having middle class status. When these goalsnateaccomplished through legitimate
channels, it creates strain and pressure for iddals and as a result they may respond it by
committing crime. So, illegitimate channels may equpto be solution for reaching the goals.
Classical strain theory has been tested very corynamd many of those studies did not support
the strain theory. Most of the studies that didgigé supportive evidence for strain theory found
that middle-class delinquency as common as lowasscdelinquency (Akers, 2000; Cullen &
Agnew, 1999; Title and Meier, 1990).

Focusing on delinquent gangs, Cohen (1955, 1999esowith different explanation of
strain theory. According to Cohen, as Merton (1988)phasized, goal blockage is important
factor for gang delinquency. However, the reasonasthe blockage of monetary success of
lower class or working class boys. As well as feiahsuccess, respect from others is another
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important issue. Financial goals might be met bynicral activities such as theft, but middle-

class status can not be obtained through same elsarks a result, lower-class and working

class gang boys adapt new status system to haievantent; they create hostility against middle
class; and they establish a status system thaewadwerything that middle-class reject. For
instance, while middle-class value private propemtyl respect for others, gang groups value
destruction, violence, theft, aggression to oth@shen, 1955, 1999). One of the biggest
critiques against Cohen’s approach is that valuesledinquent gangs are not opposed to
conventional values as Cohen claims (Cloward & @QHB99).

On the other hand, extending the Merton and Coheaniks, Cloward and Ohlin (1960,
1999) explain that there are three delinquent duloes. These are ‘criminal subcultures’ that
commit theft; ‘conflict subcultures’ that generafight; and lastly ‘retreatist subcultures’ thatus
drug. The kind of subculture that is adapted depeasrdthe nature of illegitimate opportunities
that are available to them. Put simply, gangs dagvedubcultures depending on illegitimate
opportunities in their environment. Subculturesgahg groups are solution for; 1- problem of
adjustment to middle-class status, and 2- thebilitato obtain monetary success through legal
channels. These subcultures rationalize or legigndielinquent behaviors including violent ones.
So, using strain theory, Cloward and Ohlin (1998flect developmental perspective in
explanation of delinquent subcultures.

There are several critiques against their apprdashinstance, the specialization of gang
members is not limited with the crimes of thefghfi and drug use. Conversely, gangs engage in
broad range of delinquent behaviors. It is alsoessary to consider availability of both
legitimate and illegitimate opportunities to hauel fexplanation of crime (Cullen & Agnew,
1999). Agnew (1999) also lists several weaknes$esbovementioned classical strain theory
approaches. These theories “1- are unable to exple extensive nature of middle-class
delinquency, 2- neglect goals other than monetacgess/middle-class status, 3- neglect barriers
to goal achievement other than social class, ardb4aot fully specify why only some strained
individuals turn to delinquency” (p. 152). Takingo consideration these weaknesses, Agnew
created a new version of strain theory nametAgsew’s general strain theory’General strain
theory is social psychological version of straiedty. According to Agnew’s theory, crime and
delinquency were considered as an adaptation éssstregardless of the source of that stress.
Agnew (1992 and 1999) argues that strain resuts fnegative relationship with others. In other
words, when an individual is not treated by othesshe or she would like to be treated, strain
occurs. This negative relation might be in threemfg “relations where others: 1- prevent or
threaten to prevent the achievement of positivalyed goals (e.g., monetary success, popularity
with peers), 2- remove or threaten to remove pasitivalued stimuli (e.g., the loss of romantic
partner, the death of a parent), or 3- preserir@aten to present negatively-valued stimuli (e.g.,
insults, physically assault, overwork)” (1999, [20)L Cullen and Agnew (1999) explain that
there is tentative support to general strain the8ky far, researchers examine certain types of
strain and therefore further research is need@éduce out what kind of strain is mostly related to
crime. Although, today, strain and anomie theorg ao longer popular theories to examine
causes of crime, it has become one of the mostanfial theories of crime.
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Paternoster and Mazerolle (1994) conducted a testgulongitudinal sample of
adolescents and found that several dimensions otrgk strainare positively related to
involvement in a wide range of delinquextts. They observed that strain has not only actdire
effect but also it has indireefffects on delinquency. Through indirect affectwigakens the
inhibitions of the social bond ardcreases possibility of involvement with delinqugeers.
Mazerrolle (1998) also observed gender differenoestes of property and violent crimes by
using general strain theory. He found some evidesfcgender differences in the effects of
negative life events and experiences on violemhesi and property related crimes. In order to
explain potential pathway of delinquency escalatioearly and mid-adolescent, Hoffmann and
Cerbone (1999) used general strain theory. Theieaieh revealed that there is a relation
between exposing a relatively high number of stuédse events and a significant growth of
delinquency.

Agnew’s general strain theory appeared to be maceessful than more limited versions
of strain theories of the past. However, in ordemiake adequate evaluation about its empirical
validity and power, there is a need for additiamslearch on gang violence.

3.6. Control Theories/Social Bonding Theory

Unlike other theories focusing on reasons of comimgitcrime, control theories explain
why people do not commit crime. The basic assumptiothe control theories is that everybody
is likely to involve in delinquency and there is malividual variation in motivation to commit
crime. Hence individuals need to be controlled toobe offender. Accordingly, social control
theory proposes that delinquency occurs when tleealsand cultural constraints over human
behavior become weaker and less effective. Whenctimtrol weakens, it results in several
unacceptable behaviors such as school dropouthalsm, mental illness, delinquent and
criminal careers, or some combination of theseaugs. Even it may end up with more violent
crimes and especially serious prolonged delinquéA&ers, 2000; Hirschi, 1969; Sokol-Katz et
al., 1997).

Some other control theorists have thought diffdyeat in the example oReckless’
Containment Theory. Recklegddntainment theory incorporated the crime motigafectors of
personality, social environment and situation. Tthisory proposes that inner and outer pushes
and pulls toward deviance will produce delinqueahdvior, unless they are counteracted by
inner and outer containment. In other words, if thetivations to deviance are strong and
containment is weak, it is likely that an individiigawill commit crime. “Pushes” that lead to
delinquency might be poverty, deprivation, blockegportunities etc. “Pulls” are positive
inducements toward delinquency such as delinquésdudtures, gang structure, attractiveness of
gang group etc. Some of the outer containmentsareol or parental supervision and discipline,
strong group cohesion, and a consistent moral .fltaner containments are strong conscience or
a good self-concept (Akers, 2000).

Hirschi's control theory is usually referred tosxial bonding theoryBasic proposition
of social bonding theory is that delinquency ocauhen an individual’s bond to society is weak
or broken. Hirschi's social bonding theory propodesypes of bonding to other&ttachment,
commitment, involvemerdndbelief These are strongly intercorrelated. If these Adbmy are
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stronger with family, school, adult and peers, ¢hweill be more conformity and less criminality.
Attachmentto parent and parental supervision are very importar controlling delinquency.
Peers also have the same effect. In fact, it dagésmatter to whom one is attached. Even
attachment to delinquent peers, friends or devianénts reduces the possibility of criminality
(Hirschi, 1969, 1999). However, contrary to sotiahding theory, later research has found that
attachment to delinquent friends (Linden & Hackl#9,73; Josine, 1992) and deviant parents
(Jensen & Brownfield, 1983) resulted in delinquen&ttachment to peers leads to conformity
only when peers and parents are not delinquent.gGatated research does not support
attachment related approach of social bonding thédecause being a gang member and strong
attachment to the gang group is most likely to lteaaunvolvement in violent activities.

Commitments about investment in conventional educational @acxipational endeavors.
The stronger the commitment, the stronger to comtyr Involvementis about spending time
with conventional activities such as being togethéth family and joining several social
activities (sport, hobby, recreation activities)etBelief might be defined as endorsement of
general conventional values and norms. If a pebsieves these formal and informal norms, it
is less likely that he/she will be a delinquent.afpfrom abovementioned shortcomings about
attachment variable, in general, research findmnegealed that the magnitude of the relationship
between social bonding variables and deviant behdas ranged from moderate to low. High
correlation is not too often. In sum, many resedrat supported social bonding theory to some
extent (Akers, 2000; Hirschi, 1969).

According to Elliot, Huizanga, & Ageton (1985; St#atz et al., 1997) the possible
reasons of weak social control are failure of depiglg internal controls during the childhood;
breakdown or reawakening of previously establisheigrnal controls particularly during
adolescence; and social disorganization in somialsamits such as family which results in weak
external controls.

Rate of female gang members’ serious and violenmes is less than male partners;
females generally have the role of helpmate in ca@sion of crimes; females generally do not
commit violent crimes alone, and more serious aontent type crimes are committed by males.
These differences between females and males insafsettings have theoretical support. In this
context, according to social control theory, theeleof supervision that children receive is
important in terms of delinquency and violent crimé is believed that while boys are given
more freedom, girls are restricted much more thapshby their families especially during
adolescence period. In this manner, the more fesmaie closely supervised, the more their
opportunities for offending a crime are limited. odedingly, high level of supervision for
females creates gender differences in terms ohaiedincy and violent crimes (Hirschi, 1969;
Mawby, 1980). These statements support the findiegarding gender differences in the street
gangs discussed above.

In this manner, variations in the weakness ofadmnds directly impact on crime rates
and frequencies between genders. Accordingly, fesnakave lower rates of delinquency and
violent crimes since they have stronger attachrteefamily, school, positive peer relations and
involvement in conventional school activities. Angatmose factors, strong social bond to family
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was found as the most important insulator for femaihan males, and further, influence of family
decreases for boys faster than girls as they getr ¢Deschenes & Esbensen, 1999). The role of
family attachment is important that it helps intdizing of norms for conventional behaviors
(Hirschi, 1969).

3.7. Social Learning Theory

There are two important theories within the framgwof social learning theory;
Sutherland’s Differential Association Theory ande#d& Social Learning Theory. Akers’ social
learning theory is a kind of behavioristic reforamidn of Sutherland’s differential association of
crime (Akers, 2000; Burgess & Akers, 1966).

Differential association theorySutherland’s differential association theory is &rm
level theory. There are nine propositions of thisary; “1- Criminal behavior is learned, 2-
Criminal behavior is learned in interaction withhet persons in a process of communication, 3-
The principal part of the learning of criminal belwa occurs within intimate personal groups, 4-
When criminal behavior is learned, the learnindudes (a) techniques of committing the crime,
which are sometimes very complicated, sometimeyg sinple, and (b) the specific direction of
motives, drives, rationalizations, and attitudes]Tbe specific direction of motives and drives is
learned from definitions of the legal codes as fabte or unfavorable, 6- A person becomes
delinquent because of an excess of definitionsréde to violation of law over definitions
unfavorable to violation of law, 7- Differential siations may vary in frequencies, duration,
priority, and intensity, 8- The process of learnargninal behavior by association with criminal
and anti-criminal patterns involves all of the ma&aisms that are involved any other learning, 9-
Although criminal behavior is an expression of gah@eeds and values, because non-criminal
behavior is an expression of the same needs amgs/a{Akers, 2000; Sutherland & Cressey,
1999). The core proposition of the theory is thehsone which basically indicates that exposure
to others’ definitions which are favorable to cnmm@i behavior is important in terms of formation
of criminal behavior. The seventh proposition maitedear. That is, if a person is exposed to
law violating definitions more frequently, in lorrgéme periods, more intensively and as a
priority than law abiding definitions, it is prodalihat he/she will violate the law. So it is nasf
an easy learning period (Akers, 2000).

Akers’ social learning theoryAkers’ social learning theory is not competitivethwi
differential association theory. Conversely, ibi®ader version of differential association theory
that it integrates Sutherland’s theory with differel reinforcement and other principles of
behavioral acquisition, continuation, and cessatiorother words, if a research findings support
differential association theory it also supportseAK theory. Differently, Akers’ theory includes
more behavioral terms, and concepts from behavieaahing theory that makes it soft version of
behaviorism. So it does not simply mean that crahbehavior is learned (Akers, 2000).

There are four big concepts that take place inAkkers’ theory; differential association,
definitions, differential reinforcement, and imitat. First concept-differential association is
similar with Sutherland’s approach with some addisi that differential association has both
behavioral interactional and normative dimensioi&econd concept- definitions are an
individual's own attitudes or meanings that areadied to given behavior. Based on
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rationalizations, definitions of the situation, ethevaluative and moral attitudes, an act can be
defined as right or wrong, good or bad, justifiadumjustified, doable or undoable. If many
individuals define the behavior as good (positivedirdtion) or at least justified (neutralizing
definition) rather than as undesirable (negativéndmn), it becomes more likely that those
individuals will engage in that behavior. Third cept-differential reinforcement means the
balance of anticipated or actual rewards and pumesits which come after or result of a
behavior. Possibility of committing crime dependstbe past, present, anticipated future rewards
and punishments for their actions. While rewardtpes reinforcement and avoidance of
punishment/negative reinforcement strengthen thevaer, aversive stimuli/positive punishment
and loss of reward/negative punishment weakendinfBrcing sources are those groups which
control individuals’ major sources of reinforcemeatd punishment and expose them to
behavioral models and normative definitions. Sistlif family and peers-friends, then schools,
churches, and other groups are some important aindgese groups. Last concept-imitation is
about exhibiting same type of behaviors after obsgr others’ behaviors. Accordingly,
observation of behaviors in a group may affectragividual’s behaviors (Akers, 2000; Akers,
1977 cited in Morash, 1983). To Akers et al. (1938¢ial learning theory is complementary to
other sociological theories and it can be used @eehmore comprehensive explanations of
deviant behaviors.

Although variables of differential association, idéfon, imitation, and differential
reinforcement are directly related to gang membprahd violence, among them, perhaps the
most important exploratory variable which have Itokgang research is differential associations
(Winfree et al., 1994b). In this context, Battinadt (1998) found that adolescents who have
delinquent friends are more likely to engage inimdglent behaviors. Moreover, if an
adolescent’s friends are members of a delinqueng,géhe possibility of that adolescent’
involvement in delinquent activities increases doegroup process and norms favorable to
violence within the gang. Gangs encourage andarafparticipation in violent behaviors and
produce more frequent, intense and enduring agswciaith delinquent friends.

In addition to the study of Battin et al., Winfrekal. (1994a; 1994b) in their work found
that gang membership and delinquency could be equaby social learning variables of
attitudes (toward gangs and gang activity), sooghforcers and punishers, and differential
association. These results were true even comtgotiemographic variables such as ethnicity,
gender, and place of residence (Winfree, 1994al).siaply, operation of the social learning
variables offer critical insights into the ties ween gangs and crime (Winfree, 1994b).
Benefiting from Akers’s social learning theory, Msh (1983, p. 313) hypothesized that
regardless of whether the peer group is like a gamirrespective of the community context or
youth, peers’ delinquency is itself predictive oflividual's delinquency. As a result of the test,
she verified her hypothesis.

Deschenes and Esbensen’s (1999) findings are alsistent with propositions of social
learning theory. They used integrated approach eahthe varying perceptions of violence of
males, females and gang members. They especialyinto account the social learning variables
considering that they are significant correlatesiofent crimes. They found that adolescents use
techniques of neutralization to justify violent b&lor. In this regard while few adolescents
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approved of violence, many of them accepted theafiséolence in specific conditions. For
instance, majority of youths justified hitting ifL~ one is hit first, 2- it is necessary to protect
yourself, 3- there is a threat to family or friend@p. 85-86). However, differences in perceptions
of guilt and the ability to neutralize violent bef@ are particularly important when looking at
gang versus nongang youths. While both male ana@léeapproved physical violence in gangs,
in non-gang members males were more likely thanafesnto accept physical violence.
Accordingly, Deschenes and Esbensen (1999) emghtsaz the most plausible explanations of
this gender difference of violence relate to “diieces in learning and reinforcement of
behaviors through the process of socialization5{p68). In sum, gang membership seems to be
significantly related to neutralization of violenead lack of guilt, for both males and females.
Another study by Esbensen and Deschenes (1998aleslv¢hat social learning models helps
more than social bonding models in terms of distisigng between gang and non-gang
members including both male and females.

Similarly Bjerregaard and Lizotte (1995) who exaetdnthe relation between gun
ownership and gang membership found that youth jin@d the gang exhibited higher rates of
tendency to gun ownership and other delinquent\netge But these delinquent behaviors are
generally limited with their presence in the galBgcause of the fact that their gun subculture and
delinquent behaviors have decreased when theytHeftgang. They noted that gang milieu
facilitates illegal activities and there is an u#hce of social learning process on the illegal
activities. “Gangs provide youths with both an eamment which is conducive to learning
criminal values and behaviors and to techniquegrgaging in those activities” (p. 52).

Social learning theory is one of the mostly tested preferred theories in the general
crime related literature despite some critiquest.ofor instance, it has been argued that the
testability of basic learning principles which imporated in social learning theory is tautological.
That is, the statement of ‘if behavior is reinfatéewill be strengthened” is tautological. Another
criticism is about temporal sequence of eventsh&lgh social learning theory states that
delinquent associations cause delinquency, someearthat delinquency causes delinquent
associations. Contrary to criticisms, Akers empteasbithat almost all research conducted using
social learning theory has found strong relatiopshbetween social learning variables and
delinquent behaviors as theoretically expected.e&isfly, findings of several social learning
related studies’ revealed peer effect and alsadepdrent interaction as a strong predictor of
deviant behaviors. So, the big amount of reseattenature figured out the importance of
differential associations and definitions in expiag crime (Akers, 2000).

3.8. Social Disorganization Theory

Social disorganization theory was first developgd3haw and McKay (1999) in the
studies of urban crime and delinquency. This thdwmy generally been applied to urban crime
and deviance. Social disorganization theory assuhwsif there is less solidarity, cohesion or
integration within a society, community, or group,is likely to observe higher rates of
criminality. The rates of delinquency in the lowgass neighborhoods are high especially near
the inner city and it decreases toward the moreatft areas. In inner cities, the conventional
institutions becomes weak and value system suppaooficrime is nurtured. Although families or
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other adults in this disorganized inner city comitias try to teach children moral values, they
meet difficulties because of several criminal isfiges such as gangs and adult criminals. Most
badly, when delinquent traditions take hold, itr@nsformed from one generation to the next,
especially through interaction in neighborhood pgeups. In the areas where crime rates are
high, it is most likely to observe poor housinggcamplete and broken families, high rate of
illegitimate births, and unstable population, afygcal decay. The residents have lowest level
socio-economic status with low income, educatiott @ccupation. These areas are characterized
by high rates of adult crime, drug addiction, al@i@dm, prostitution, and mental iliness. These
are the result of social disorganization in thesas In addition industrialization, urbanization,
and other social changes cause social disorgamizédhaw & McKay, 1999; Akers, 2000).

According to Spergel (1984), social disorganizatioaory may be the best one in terms
of explanation of development of violent gangs. réfare, Pizarro & McGloin (2006) examined
the distinction between gang and non-gang homiciddsey focused on the etiological
differences between these homicides at the muiltitear level benefiting from social
disorganization theory and Decker's (1996) colechehavior hypothesis of gang violence. They
found significant differences between gang and gamg homicides at the incident level.
Although poverty was a significant predictor, tlueial disorganization measure did not predict
gang homicide.

Curry and Spergel (1988) examined the gang andgaog-homicides that occurred in the
city of Chicago from 1978 to 1985 within the reathsocial disorganization approach. They
found that gang homicide rates were ecologicalltinict from non-gang homicide rates. This
result was fitting nicely within a social disorgaation framework. In order to operationalize
social disorganization theory they used followiragiables: 1- Economic disadvantage factor (the
percentage of people living below the poverty lirtee mortgage investment per dwelling, and
the unemployment rate; 2- A measure of the conagalr of Hispanics in a community. Their
findings revealed that the concentration of Hispsnin a community and poverty were
significantly related to gang homicides. Rosenfeidal. (1999) also found that neighborhood
disadvantage was predictor of both gang and nongdatgd violence.

On the other hand, according to Akers (2000), tatwdegree social disorganization has
influence on crime is unclear. Often, it is not sw@&d carefully. Even in the most disorganized
areas, only a limited number of youth involve im@. Moreover, it is not so clear exactly what
physical, economic, population, or family condiaconstitute social disorganization.

Also, there are still concerns about the strengtid aelevance of some social
disorganization variables such as economic statusily disruption, residential mobility,
urbanism, and ethnic heterogeneity in explainingnicae rates within geographic areas.
Moreover, no social disorganization variables hess@nted a consistently positive relationship
with homicide rates in geographic areas in almdsitadies (Land, McCall, &Cohen, 1990). In
this regard, although many studies found that econistatus and family disruption were related
to homicide rates within geographic areas, somerstbould not find any relations (Loftin &
Parker, 1985). Many other researchers found caimjeevidences in terms of strength, direction,
and relevance of other social disorganization wéem such as residential mobility, ethnic
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heterogeneity and urbanism, and gang homicide (Letndl., 1990; Loftin & Parker, 1985;
Peterson & Krivo, 1993).

3.9. Integrated Theory

There are also some studies that prefer integtiisaly approach with several reasons.
The advocates of integrated theory mainly indi¢htd single theory is not enough to explain all
variations in crime. Also, to supporters of inteagrhtheory, classical theories generally predict
similar outcomes and they do not provide a firmidbakevising crucial tests. Since classical
theories generally contain single explanatory \@eiathey exhibit poor performance; however,
the causes of crime and delinquency are multipleature, and therefore it is necessary to
combine different theories in order to find outedusal variables (Elliot et al., 1999; Liska et al
1989). In this regard, Liska et al. (1989) noteethtypes of integration: Side-by-side integration,
end-to-end integration, and up-and-down integrati®®ide-by-side integrations the most
common form of integration that partitions casesrohe by the theories that best explain them...
End-to-end integrations about specifying the temporal order between aavariables, so that
the dependent variables of some theories constihgeindependent variables of others. For
instance, the variables from social control do dicgctly affect deviance but affect the variables
from differential association theory, which in tudirectly explain deviance..Up-and-down
integrationis also known as deductive integration. It is awplished by identifying a level of
abstraction or generality that will incorporate ®oof the conceptualization of the constituent
theories” (Liska et al., 1989, p. 7-14). Anotheasdification is as conceptual integration and
propositional integration. While the former meahattconcept from one theory are shown to
overlap in meaning with another theory’s concepk® latter might be made by placing
explanatory variables from different theories istame kind of causal or explanatory sequence.
Also there is a ‘small or middle range integratidm’ this type integration theories are perceived
as general theories rather than as parts of angametheory (Cullen & Agnew, 1999; Lizka et
al., 1989).

Baskin and Sommers (1993) who examined violent esimmphasized different studies
on initiation into the violent crime “ignore the\ahces in criminological theory and research
based on the integration of control, strain, laagnand ecological approaches” (p. 562). In their
study they found that neighborhood, peer, and éiddi¢actors are some important variables that
impact on initiation into violent crimes of both las and females. In addition, depending on age
at first crime, different configurations of thesetors facilitate the initiation of violent offermd.
Deschenes and Esbensen (1999) examined relativebeion of social-bond, self-control, and
social learning concepts to the explanation of gaimjence. Their findings pointed out the
importance of several variables such as poor paremnitoring, low commitment to school, and
gang membership as a predictor of gang violenceth&y peer groups and gang membership
appeared to be important factor for especially nralelvement in violence.

Spergel (1984) who examined development of viogartgs in Chicago emphasized that
social disorganization theory might best account development of gang violence; culture
conflict theory is good to explain the creationirdegrated gang type; and further strain or anomy
as well as social disorganization might be bestiooptfor explaining segmented gangs’
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development. In order to establish his model hepgsed several propositions benefiting from
these theories. The first proposition contends tha violent gang is a natural, lower-class
interstitial institution, resulting mainly from thereakness of secondary institutions, such as
school, local communities, and ethnic organizati@s to some extent from the weakness of
primary institutions such as family, to provide gdate mechanisms of opportunity and social
control, particularly in the transition of malesorn youth to adulthood” (p. 202). Second
proposition indicates that “the violent gang isesgmlly a young adult adaptation, generally
following upon the individual’s prior delinquentastis” (p. 202). Since older and less educated
adolescent who are generally from minority groumigrouble to find job and thus violent gang
becomes an option for him to obtain alternate ine@nd status. The last proposition posits that
for violent gang adaptation there appear commustityetured routes such as integrated and
segmented. The integrated type is more prevalehican be observed in unstable newly settled
locations where lower-class people like Hispanicd Asians live. In contrast, segmented type
produces lower gang violence and they are mos#plstbut very poor locations where poor
Blacks and sometimes Hispanics live. Spergel (1984hd that larger societal processes of
segmentation and integration may create differeaklent gang associational patterns among
offenders and victims. These patterns of assoaiaifferentiate by age, race and ethnicity in the
several gang types and subcultures. He also attpaeavhile there are heterogeneous patterns in
the integrated subculture, it is more homogenoukersegmented subculture.

Elliott et al. (1999) used end-to-end integrationd®l and integrated strain, social control
and differential association/social learning thesiin their study. They described 2 big pathways
to delinquency: 1- Low social control increases likelihood of association with delinquent
peers that increases the likelihood of delinquerzeyif individuals have high social control it
creates strain which reduces their level of contadiich increases their likelihood of association
with delinquent peers that results in delinquency.

Hirschi (1979) is one of the biggest critiques bisttheory. He emphasizes that such
approaches generally do not take into consideratifiarences in the assumptions especially in
the end-to-end type integrative theories. So, nattegn does not become in meaningful sense.
According to Liska et al. (1989) theoretical int&gon is not always persuasive. Although
integrative approach criticizes that crucial testame and deviance are rarely definitive and so
offers integrative theory, Lizka et al. stresses this unrealistic to expect definitive resultany
form of hypothesis, hence it does not form a gosakson to adapt an alternative strategy for
theorizing. However, Lizka et al. (1989) think thia¢re is a need for theoretical development and
it can be carried out through theoretical integrati

3.10. Organizational theory/Network & Group Approach

Group is one of the most important dynamics forggdelinquency and violence. As
argued in different part of this paper, it is lijkéb see group influence in different models sugh a
social facilitation or enhancement model, and ffedént theories such as social learning theory.

The solidarity is important for the gangs. Wherr¢his decline in the solidarity it starts to
threaten gang members. The way to respond to hingstt is group activity that group activity
arouses interest, attracts, and re-involves thepgneembers. The meaning of a group is a kind of
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defense for them against enemy. These enemieseseraily other adolescent/gang groups,
groups from other locations or neighborhoods. Heason is not a member of any group, it is
most likely to be harassed by any of the numereoggs in the area (Jansyn, 1966).

Peer group influence, particularly the influencalefinquent peers, is one of the strongest
predictor of delinquency and violent behavior. histcontext, social network theory seems to be
one of the most appropriate approaches in termexpfaining group effect on delinquency
(Thornberry et al., 2003). According to social netk theory, social networks constrain the
behavior of members who participate in the grouphsas street gang. Groups want their
members’ behaviors to be consistent with the gmuBminant behavioral themes. Network
approach also helps some basic theories such aal sontrol, differential association, or
Agnew'’s social learning theory to explain delinquéehavior. In this manner, social control
theory’s explanation about the constraining effeét social integration; and differential
association and Agnew’s social learning theory'leasis on the interaction among actors and
their associates are consistent with network ampredasic premises. The social network also
takes into consideration the content of norms agtthbiors which exist in the personal network.
In addition, network approach is effective in teraisexamining the structural characteristics of
personal networks and their implications for thedgtof delinquent behavior (Krohn, 1986).

Taking into account the network approach, Thornbetral. (2003) suggested that gang
groups are expected to have stronger and quaéitatimore different criminogenic influence on
their members than nongang criminal groups. As tigyected, their study revealed that the
impact of gang membership is greater than the impé®ther delinquent groups including
highly delinquent ones in terms of violence andegahdelinquency. To them, the reason might
be the gang structure and group process which ame rfiormal and hierarchical than other
adolescent peer groups. Accordingly, unlike nonggrmups, this structure of gangs creates
conditions for violent delinquency. Further, gangups are territorial that it causes conflict and
violence in order to protect the turf. On the othand, strong group process which includes
violence and aggression contributes cohesion aldiasity and more violent crimes as well. It
appears that association with delinquent peers isn@ortant predictor of general and violent
crimes of street gangs.

In this regard, Papachristos (n.a.) used netwopkageh to describe and analyze gang
related homicides. He basically argues that musdeot a property of individuals. Conversely, it
is a property of social networks and it occurs tigto an epidemic like process of contagion in
which violence diffuses among connected individuasl groups. “In short, social order of
murder is defined by the manner in which socialvoeks are constructed and by the people’s
placement in them” (p. 3). His findings revealedtttgangs are not group of murderers per se,
but rather social networks in which violence ricetshback-and-forth” (p. 5).

4. OVERVIEW AND CONCLUSION

Gang membership and criminal activity continuesfléarish in the US communities.
According to NGIC’s 2011 National Gang Threat Assesnt Report, overall increase in gang
membership, expansion of criminal street gangs’trobnof street-level drug sales and
collaboration with rival gangs and other criminaj@nizations are some of the most prominent
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recent gang related facts. Gangs not only involveiolent activities to defend their territory
from rival gangs, but also they are likely to esibnew alliances between rival gangs by
suspending their former racial ideologies in pursdi mutual profit. Gangs always seek new
tactics to enhance their criminal operations. Is tegard, they develop new tactics against law
enforcement tactics, diversify their criminal aggvand commit lower-risk and more profitable
crimes, employ new strategies utilizing communaatiand internet technologies, establish
associations and alliances with other gangs andimal organizations both domestically and
internationally (FBI, n. a).

NGIC further reports demonstrate that gangs hasreasingly involved in non-traditional
crimes such as alien smuggling, human traffickang] prostitution. Besides, currently, gangs are
also engaging in white collar crimes such as coteitang, identity theft, and mortgage fraud due
to higher profitability and lower risk of detecti@and punishment compared to crimes such as
drug and weapons trafficking in the US (FBI, n.Based on the NGIC’s recent report, it can be
asserted that gangs’ engagement in uncommon amabekinary crimes require more empirical
examination. These new trends also seem to neee theoretical inquiries in order have
detailed understanding of the phenomenon.

Understanding of what brings individuals togetheas to lead violent activities clouded
somewhat by the lack of adequate level of agreenmetite gang related scientific literature.
Nevertheless, based on the data collected throatfhdualitative and quantitative methods such
as observational studies, official reports, andreyrmresearch, it is possible to emphasize that
there is a strong relationship between gang meriperand delinquency and violence. In other
words, gang membership facilitates delinquent antent activities, and gang violence appears
to be a natural result of gang membership (Bjeasy& Smith, 1993; Curry & Spergel, 1988,
1992; Esbensen & Huizinga, 1993; Fagan, 1989; Rekkat al., 1999; Thornberry et al., 2003).
Accordingly, Thornberry et al., (2003) found th&8.P% of the gang members involved in
general delinquency and the percentage for invodrdgnm violent crimes is 90.6%. Furthermore,
when compared with non-gang members, gang memisysaacount for larger proportion of
violent and other type of crimes for both males &amdales and the longer they stay in the gang
the more they commit all types of crime (Esbensddi&anga, 1993; Thornberry et al., 2003)

There are several risk factors in individuals’ Itfeat might lead them to participate in
gang groups such as family, peer, neighborhood,alsoenvironment, or background
characteristics. It is important to take into cdesation these and other possible risk factors in
terms of preventing negative effects of these fettors, and creating adequate policies and
strategies against street gangs.

It is for sure that no theory has perfect explamapower, especially the measurement of
very sensitive topics such as gang membership and golence. In fact, in many cases it is not
possible to use only one theory to explain wholecpss. Each theoretical approach and model
covers different aspects of gang concepts and hafpshave different aspects to gang
phenomenon. On the other hand, propositions of stwe@retical approaches are supportive of
each other. For instance, the proposition of sofaailitation model which contends that
participation to a gang is most likely to resuldielinquency and this delinquency is limited with
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the active membership period in the gang mighirdestl to socialization theories of differential
association theory and social learning theory.

Most of the studies, especially those that redesicriptive information such as size of
the groups, and increases and decreases in theemumddy on surveys of law enforcement
agencies. So, it is most likely that findings ob&al through these surveys are biased. For
instance, increase in the gang violence might leerésult of heightened awareness of gang
related problems, new policies of several orgaimmatsuch as police agencies or government
against gang groups, public’s interest towardsaoggproblem that forces authorities to make
detailed research etc. (Thornberry et al., 2003).
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