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Prof, Wolfgang nam je poslal pri¢ujodi
sestavek z Zeljo, naj bi bil prvié objavljen
v nadi revijl. Zato ga pricbdujemo v slo-
venskem prevodu in v anglefkem izvirniku,

PROBLEMI INTERPRETATIVNE ANALIZE

V danadnji druzbi je odvzem Cloveskega
fivljenja s premifljenim ubojem al ubojem
iz afekta najbolj ofitno odstopanje od norm
sozitja.r Kot vse Clovekove ponasanje, moramo
tudi takino odstopanje prescjati s stali$éa
kulturnega okolja, v katerem se dogaja. De
Champmneui?, Guerry? in Quetelet? so Ze v prvih
desetletjih 19. stol, Durkheim® pa nekoliko
pozneje, poudarjali nujnost raziskovanje
»druZbene fizike« ogziroma tistih druZbenih
pojavowv, ki jih oznaduje »zunanje dogajanje«,
ée #e hofe znanstvenik razumeti ali razloZiti
hudodelstvo, samomor, prostifucijo in druga
od norm odstopajofa dejanja. Ne vdajamo se
sociclofkemu fatalizmu, vendar bi analiza
sirokih makroskopskih medsebojnih odnosov
lahko zmanj8ala dinami®ne elemente omenje-
nih pojavov in povzrodila ekolosko prevaro, ki
jo omenja Selvin®, Vendar zaradi bogatih
invidividualnih razlik ¥e ni nujne, da naj zgolj
klini¢ni - pristop pripomore, da pridemo do
Webrovega »Verstehen« ali do pomembnega
ter primernega razumevanja pravilnosti, isto-
liénosti in osnov medsebojnega vpliva. In prav

*Predavanje na rednem letnem sestanku
Amerifkega sociolofkega zdiuZenja v New Yorku,
29-—31 avgusia 1960.

! Marshall B. Clinard, Sociology of Deviant
Behavior, New York, Rinehart & Company, 1958,
str. 210; glej tudi str. 23--24.

2 Zanimivo oceno o prispevku-M. de Guerry
de  Champneufa glej v M. C. Elmer, »Cenfury-
Old Ecological - Studies in France«, American
Journal of Sociclogy, 39 {(julij, 1933), str. 6370,

3 A, M. Guerry, Essali sur la statistique
morale de la France, Pariz, 1833.

4 A, Quetelet, Sur homme et le dévelopment
de ses faculiés; essal de physique sociale, Pariz,
Bachelier, 1835. QOdliten povzetek in razlago
vpliva Queteleta, Guerryja in drugi iz prvih
desetletij 19. stol. glej v Alfred Lindesmith in Yale
Levin, »The Lombrosian Myth in Criminology«,
American Journal of Sociology, 42, (marec 1937),
str. 653—671.

5 EBmile Durkheim, Suicide, Gilencoe, IlLi-
nois, The Free Press, 1951.

% IHanan C. Selvin, »Durkheim®s Suicide and
Problems of Empirical Research«, The American
Journal of Sociolegy, 63 (maj 1958), str. 607—619.
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to vrsto razumevanje ii¢emo, ko raziskujemo
bodisi odstopanja bodisi skladnosti z norma-
tivnimi strukturami.?

Ce imamo pred seboj deskriptivno ali
eksperimentalno statistiko, potrjene hipoteze
ali vsaj nekatere elemente domnev, ki se tidejo
osnov za uboj, kot se kaZejo v nedavnih
raziskovanjih®, je nujno, da se lotimo inter-
pretativne analize. Kriminolodki prispevek k
taki analizi mora teZiti za temn, da preidde
sistemn ali pravila ravnanja tistih plasti druz-
be, ki prispevajo majbolj dispirepdrcionalno
ponafanje k tem nasilnim odstopanjem od
pravnih norm. V knjigi »Suicide« (Samomor)®?
poudarja Durkheim sanomijex in =stopnjo
integracije« neke skupine, kateri pripada
posameznik, v knjigi »Cultere Conflict and
Crime« (Kulturni konflikt in hudodelstvo)io
pa daje Sellinovo razpravijanje o normah
ponaianja, 0 konflikiu norm in o »petencialu
odpornosti« morebiti najboli plodno navedilo
za teoretifno razlago odstopani, ki povzemajo
oblike uboja.

Interpretativna analiza vsebuje dve ne-
varnosti: a) nevarnost, da prekorafimo meje
empirignih podatkov, zbranih kot odgovor na
postavljeno hipotezol; b) nevarnost induktiv-
nega posplodevanja iz podatkov, ki ima za po-
sledico nmavadno tavtologijo'®. Glede na prvo
nevarnost lahko sociolog razmislja nekako

7 Kot na primer opisano v Talcott Parsons,
The Sccial System, Glencoe, Yllinoid, The Free
Press, 1951, str. 41—42.

8 Marvin E. Wolfgang, Patterns in Criminal
Homicide, Philadelphia, Penngylvania, Univer-
sity of Pennsylvania Press, 1958.

? Durkheim, nav. d.

¥ Thorsten Sellin, Calture Conflict and
Crime, New York, N. Y., Social Science Research
Council Bulletin 41, 1938. )

¥ Glej C. Wright Millsovo razpravljanje o
»veliki teoriji«, 2. poglavje v The Sociological

Imagination, New York, O=ford University
Pregs, 1959, '
® Kritiki Freudove psibologije kaj hitre

pokaZejo na to nevarnost v tem tecoreticnem si-
stemu. Glej jedrnato analizo Roberta G, Caldwel-
la Criminnology, New York, The Ronland Press
Co., 1956. sir. 194.




»impresionistitno«, »spekulativaow, ali pa ga
zavede predhodna, a v bistvu obrobna raz-
iskava, ki jo potem skuda navezati na dobljene
podatke s pomodjo teorije. To pa najvelkrat
vodi v zmedo, ki zahteva novih raziskav, Gle-
de na drugoe nevarnost pa so omejenost in
problemi tavtologije predobro znani, da bi jih
tu obravnavali. S svoje strani menimo, da bi
bile treba oba pristopa za razlego spojiti le v
tolik3ni meri, da ne bi vsebovala prevare in
nevarnosti obeh pristopov, marved bi zdrufe-
vala le prednosti obeh. Poglejmo, kam nas to
privede glede ra interpretativno analizo uboja
kot oblike najbolj skrajnega odstopanja od
drufbenih norm. PoskuSali bomo ostati v me-
jah, ki jih tvorijo empiri®ne zbrana dejstva,
in poskuSali bomo, da se ne bi izgubili v spe-
kulativnem razmidljanju, ki sicer rado spaja
zbrana, toda nepovezana dejstva brez podpore
empiriénih medsebojnih zvez.

Obstajata dve osnovni vrsti naklepnega
vboja: a) premifljen ubof,’® b) uboj v navalu
strasti ali uboj kot rezultat clovekove namere,
da stori hudo, toda brez namere, da bi ubil.#
Uboj, ki ga je storil nekdo, ki je spoznan kot
psihopat, pravno nepridteven ali abnormen v
psihiatritnem smislu, pomeni hudo klini¢no
odstopanje od norme in tako takina oseba po
navadi ni odgovorna za sveje ponadanje ter je
ne moremo kaznovati. Tak3nih primerov pri
nafem razpravljanju ne bomo jemali v obzir.

Verjetno je manj kot 5% vseh pomanih
ubdjev premisljenih, naértnih in namemnih.
Osebe, ki jih storijo, 50 po navadi spoznane za
epizodiéne storilce kaznivih dejanj, ki niso ni-
kodi poprej imeli opravka s kazenskim zakoni-
kom, Ker gre za.redka kazniva dejanja, ki jih
najveckrat zamislijo racionalno misled¢i posa-
mezniki, navadno ostenejo takini uboji neod-
kriti, Menimo, da bi bilo treba za takine
primere uporabljati drugadno analizo, kot pa

jo uporabljamo v tem sestavku.’s

B William F. Hoffman, Pennsylvania Crimi-
nal Law and Criminal Procedure, 4. izdaja
Wynnewocod, Penna., Wm. F. Hoffman, 1952,
str, 121.

¥ Prav tam, str. 112

5 Bilo bi koristno prouditi umor v »srednjem
ragredu« — epizodiéni, naértni, razumski umor
— =z istega vidika, kakor ga uporablja Cressey pri
raziskavi poneverbe (Donald Cressey, Other

People's Money, Gleneoe, Illinois, The Free Press,

1935). Ce razdlenimo Cresseyjev dokondno revidie
rani zahtevek in ga uporabimo na umor v »sred-
njemn razredus, moremo refi: Te osebe pojmujejo
same sebi kot da imajo problem, ki je neraz-
redljiv. Zavedajo se, da se ta problem lahko
skrivaj redi s kriitvijo norm srednjega razreda.
ZmoZne so uporabili za svoje lastno ravnanje v
tej situaciji takdne racionalizacije, ki jih uporab-
ljajo, da zravnajo svoje pojmovanje o samih sebi
kot osebah, ki so posludne zakonom, s pojmova-
njem o samih sebi kot ubijaleih,

TEORIJA O PODEULTURI NASILIA

V tej razpravi nas zanimajo predvsem
uboji (priblizno 90% vseh primerov v Fila-
delfiji) — hudodelstva iz strasti, nasilni uboji,
ki niso premisljeni ali pa predstavljajo psiho-
ti¢no manifestacijo. Kot Cohen®, ki se je zani-
mal za prestopke, ki izhajajo iz etike delav-
skega razreda, smo tudi mi osredotodli svojo
pozornost na tiste uboje, ki v celotnem gtevilu
cdlotno prevladujejo.

Teze, ki se naradajo na odnos med fru-
stracijo in agresijo, na splofne ekolofke med-
sebojne odnose in na anormijo, ne pojasnjujejo
povsem zadovoljive vseh oblik naklepnega
uboja. Ekologija dobro slu3i, toda le pri skle-
panju, tako da ne more biti pomembna za
normativne strukture drufbe. Anomija, pa
najsi be definirana kot pomanjkanje norm
(kar je dvomljivo) ali kot konflikt 2 normami
oziroma z normativnimi eilji in sredstvi za-
njel’ ali, kot jo ponovnoe definira Powell,
»brezciljnost«, se ne sklada z empiriénimi po-
datki ¢ uboju. Iz koncepta anomije bi moralo
izhajati, da bi morali tisti posamezniki, ki
imajo poloZaj »obrobnih ljudi« glede na druz-
beno organizacijo, ki torej skrivajo v sebi
anomijo v psihiénem pomenu, izvrievati naj-
vifje #tevilo ubojev. Dejstva pa zavradajo
taksno trditev. Anomija kot kulturni konflikt
ali konflikt z normami opozarja, da obstoji ne-
ki druzbeni segment (pretefno sistem vrednot
meféanskega razreda - srednjega sloja), nje-
mu nasproten oziroma z njim v konfliktu pa
manjsi del druZbene skupnosti, oba segmenta
pa sta v isti kulturi. Tak3en koncepti anomije
lahko uporabimo, ¢e govorimo o podkulturah
kot idealnih tipih ali duSevnih sintezah. Toda
{e preneseno ta pristop k normativnemu kon-
fliktu z druZbene mna invidualmo raven, se
ne sklada z oblikami Ze znanih psihologkih
in sociologkih podatkov. Pri takem pristopu
bi morali predpostavijati, da so drufbeno
najbolj gibljivi posamezniki in drugine naj-
veckrat zapleteni v uboje oziroma da so osebe,
ki bi presle iz sistema z niZjimi normami k
sistemu s SirSe veljavnimi normami, najved-
krat storile to obliko nasilnega dejanja. Pri
tak$nem nafinu razmifljanja pridemo do lo-
giénih nedoslednosti, hkrati pa tudi ni nobe-
nih podatkov, ki bi kazali visok odstotek ubo-
jev med osebami, ki teZijo za tem, da bi se
v druzbi vife povzpele.

Y Albert K. Cohen, Delinguent Boys, Glen-
coe, Ilinois, The Free Press, 1955.

7 Robert K. Merton, Social Theory and
Social Structure, pregledana izdaja, Glencoe,
Illingis, The Free Press, sir. 131—1584.

® Elwin I, Powell, »Occupation, Siatus, and
Suicide: Toward a Redefinition of Anomie«,
American Soclological Review, 23 (april 1958),
str. 131—139.
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Strinjamo se, da obstoje nasprotja med
sisterni vrednotenja, to se pravi, da cbstoji
nasprotje med prevladuj ofim sistemom vred-
not v dolodeni kulturi in nekaierimi podkul-
turnimi enotami, Toda uboje med osebami iz
podkulfurnega obmodja, ki se razlikuje od
previadujolega kulturnega obmodja, ne mo-
remo raziofiti s frustracijo, ki naj bi bila
posledica neuspeha pri doseganju visjih nor-
mativnih ciljev, posledica neuspeha, da bi
dolodene rezultate dosegli z normativnimi
sredstvi, niti jih ne moremo razloziti z indi-
vidualnimi psiholoSkimi pogoji anomije. Pre-
tedno Stevilo ubojev se zgodi v relativno
homogeni skupini v katerikoli vedji naseljéni
skkupnosti. Sistem vrednot takine skupine fvo-
ri podkulture nasilja, Tega koncepta sem se le
beino dotaknil v Vzorcih za naklepni uboj.t®
Ce podkultura nasilja obstoji (sku3ali bomo
pokazati, da empiriéni podatki kaZejo na njen
obstoj), moremo predpostavljati, da bo tem
vedja verjetnost za nasilno ponaSanje, &im
vedja je stoppja integracije posameznika v
podkulture nasilja Lahko trdimo, da obstoji
neposreden odnos med §Stevilom ubojev in
stopnjo infegracije s podkulturo nasilja, ki
ji posameznik pripada.?

Podatki o ubojih v Filadelfiji ka¥ejo zna-
gilno?t visok odstotek teh dejanj med dolo-
fenimi drufbenc pomembnimi skupinami:
moski (10,2), nebelci (24,6) in starestna doba
20 — 24 let (12,6). Se ved, nad 90% vseh sto-
rilcev izhaja iz niZjih druZbeno-ekonomskih
plasti.?? Podobne tevilke lahko najdemo tudi
v mnogih drugih deZelah. Induktiivno sklepa-~
nje ki izhaja iz teh podatkow, nas pripelje do
ugotovitve, da mora biti podkultura nasilja
pri eni skupini mnoge bolj olitna kot pri

» Wolfgang, nav, d., str. 328—331. )

20 To se razlikuje od »modi sistema odnosov«;
ki ga obravnavata Henry in Short v svoji analizi

. {Andrew F. Henry in James F. Short, Jr., Suicide
and Homicide, Glencoe, Ilinois, The Free Press,
1954, sir. 1618, 91—92, 124—125). Glede Henry-
jevega in Shortovega predlega glej Wolfgang,
nav. d., str. 278—279, Poskus Gibbsa in Martina,
da bi ocenila Durkheimovo razmerje do »stopnje
integracije«, je pravilna analiza tega problema.
Podkuliura nasilja, integriranega okoli neke po-
samezne vrednote ali sistema vrednot, ima lahko
pokazatelje imtegracije, ki so povsem razhiéni od
tistih, na katere so sklicujefa zgoraj omenjena
avtorja (Jack P. Gibbs in Walter T. Martin,
»A Theory of Status Integration and Its Rela-
tionship to Suicide«, American Sociclogical Re-
view, 23 {april 1958), str. 140—147).

21V originalni $tudiji se nanasa izraz »po-
memben« na statistiko testov, navadno nepara-
metriénih, z mejo verjetnosti pri .05 ali v nekate-
rih primerih pri .01.

22 Wolfgang, nav. 4., str. 65—78; pri primer-
janju specifitnih delefev rase, spola in starosid
jo vigji delei med moSkimi ¢mci cliten. Za sta-
rostna leta 20—24: moSki &rnei (92,5), Zenske
trnke (12.4), modki belei (8,2), Zenske belke (1.2).

drugi skupini, ker ima ena igmued ieh skupin
pomembno vi§ji odstotek ubojev. Crnci na
primer kot druZbeno vidna (fe Ze ne genetitno
spoznavna) skupina imajo znatno vedji odsto-
tek ubojev kot pa belei. Ce se pribliZamo raz-
nolikosti socialnih  variacij s terminologijo
o nara8lajodi specifidnosti, ki jo kaZe homoge-
nost skupin, potem vidimeo, da nara&ajo uboji
v dolodenih skupinah, ki so tipi¢ne po rasi,
spolu in starosti. To dejstvo nam pokaze ekvi-
valentni narast vrednosti nasilja, ki ga najde-
mo v podkulturi, iz katere te skupine izhajajo.
Taka skupina z najviijm odstotkom ubojev
so moiki &rnci v starosti od 20 do 24 let, ka-
terih udelezba pri ubojih znass 92,5%0 v pri-
merjavi s 24,6% vseh ubojev, ki so jih storili
érnci, in 1,8% ubojev, ki so jih storili belci.
Seveda je moinoe da razlefimo ta odkritja na
ved nadinov. V nafem poskusu bi z identifika-
cijo skupin z najvi§jim odstotkom ubojev
nagli tudi najvidjo stopnjo podkulture nasilja.
Ce nadc pozornost osredotodime na to skupino,
bomo morali raziskati vrednost, ki jo ima
Hlovesko Zivljenje v sistemu vrednot te pod-
kulture, reakcije, ki jih lahke pridakujemo
na dolofene vrste draZljajev, splofno struktu-
ro osebnosti itd. V nadi originalni studiji smo
nakazali:

da so sludajno obreganje, malenkostna ne-
primerna opazka ali pa otoZje v rokah
nasprotnika tisti drazljaji, na katere érhei
in belci, mofki in Zenske, razliéno reagi-
rajo. Razlitne druZbene kategorije gle-
dajo razlitno na takSne reakcije in fa
gledanje lahko oznaimo z » definiranimi
situacijami«. Od mogkega pricakujemo po

" navadi, da bo branil ime in ast svoje
matere, kreposti Zenske in da ne bo spre-
jel ponizujotih opazk na radun svoje rase
(tudi od pripadnika iste rase ne), svoje
starosti ali moskosti. Hitra odloditev za
fizitni pretep kot sredstve obrambe, izraz
poguma ali drznosti, je, kot je videti, kul-
turni izraz zlasti moskih obeh ras, ki
pripadajo niZjim druZbeno-ekonomskim
plastem. Sistem vrednot srednjega raz-
reda in vidjih slojev druZbe prehaja v
legalna pravila, ki vefkrat preka¥ajo pod-
kulturne norme, in smatra veding druzbe-
nih in osebnostnih draZljajev, ki povzro-
tajo agresivne razpoloZenje pri niZjih
slojih, za prostafko. Tako obstoji naspro-
je med mnogimi ljudskimi prepriéanji
pri niZjih plasteh druZbe, zZiasti pri mo-
$kih obeh ras, na eni strani in pravnimi
normami srednjega razreda, po katerih
naj bi ziveli, na drugi strani.?

= Prav tam, str. 188—189.
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Obstoj podkulture nasilja ne moremo
~dokazati« drugade kot z raziskovanjem druz-
benih skupin in posameznikov, ki kaZejo naj-
vigji odstotek nasiinih dejanj. Seveda ni po-
trebno, da bi proudevali zgolj eno nacionalno
ali etnifno skupino. Nasprotne, obstoj podkul-
ture nasilja bi morda lahko dobil svojo potrdi-
tewv celo pri skupinah, ki jih 3¢ ne moremo
$teti za kulturne. Vzeli smo uboj za naj-
bolj akufen in najbolj viden primer za
potrditev nade teze, omejujoé naSo amalizo

‘na sociolotke podatke. Najvi§ji odstotki po-
silstev, tfelesnih poSkodb in priporov zaradi
telesnih pofkodb med temi skupinami z viso-
kim odstotkom ubojev so seveda le empiriden
dodatek k razpravijanju o podkulturi nasilja.
Sosei¢ina in skupna nastanitev teh skupin
pa daje sociolofko-psihologki petat integraciji
te podikulture in potrjuje Sutherlandovo tezo
o »diferencialni asociaciji«* oriroma ponovno
peihologko formulacijo iste teorije s termino-
logijo procesa ufenja. Vse to lahko ustrezno
uporabimo, da bi popolneje opisali to podkul-
ture v njeni intenzivnosti, trajnost, ponavlja-
jotem se ravnanju in pogostosti. Cim bolj
temeljito je posameznik prepojen s to podkul-
turo, tem bolj pogosto se oklepa njenih pravil
in jih prisvaja svoji lastni dsebni podkulturi.
Tako je lahko hiter poseg po oroZju nujen
za obrambo pred drugimi ljudmi iz istega
okolja, ki prav tako nasilno reagirajo. Nosenje
nofev ali drugih obrambnih sredstev postane
veljaven simbol pripravljenosti, udelefevati
se masilja in ga pridakovati od drugih, ter
pripravljenosti na maifevanje. Stopnjo inte-
gracije posameznika s podkulture nasilja
lahko ‘merime delno tako, da uporabimo urad-
ne dokuménte o krienju zakona. PrivrZfenost
k nasilju kaZejo poleg ubojev tudi viji odsto-
tek aretacij med skupinami, ki pripadajo
podkuliuri nasilja, zaradi drugih nasilnih ka-
znivih dejanj in visok odstofek povratnistva
prav zaradi teh dejanj.

Tako - postane odkrito {iziéno nasilje
splogno prifakovana reakcija na dolofene
draZljaje. Vendar v tem primeru ne gre samo
za strogo podrejanje zahtevam in pridakova-
njem drugih oseb, kot to menita Henry in
Short® in kar naj bi vedilo k vedji verjetnosti
za uboj. Znatna privrienocst druZin meiéan-
skega razreda sistemu vrednot njihovega so-
cialnega okolja je izzvala mmnoge diskusije.

# Edwin H. Sutherland in Donald Cressey,
Principles of Criminclogy, 5. wdaJa Philadelphia,
Lippinecott, Co., 1955, str. 7481 .

# Henry in Shorl; nav. d., str. 102. Glede
prav iste totke konformmosti glej ugotovitev

Jacksona Tobyja, =Social Disorganization and
Stake in Conformity: Complementary Factors in
the Predatory Behavior of Hoodlums«, Journal of
Criminal Law, Criminclogy, and Police Science,
48 (maj-junij 1957), str. 12—17.
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Nas pa zanima predvsem vrednola nasilnosti,
ki je integralen del podkulture, v kateri sre-
tujemo visok odstotek ubojev. Podrejanje tej
vrednoti, ki je rezultat integracije posamez-
nika s podkulturo in njegove osebne strukture
ne pa le-kruto podrejanje samo po sebi, daje
poseben pomen podkulturi nasilja.

Ce je nasilje sploina podkulturna reakei-
ja na dolo¢en drafljaj, potem mora obstajati
celo kazen za odstopanje od teh podkuliurnih
pravil ponaanja. Scrazmerno nenasilnega po-
sameznika navadne izob&ijo?® Toda & to ni
mogoce docela storith zaradi stanovanjskih
razmery potem ga navadno obravnavajo s pre-
zirom in ravnodugnostjo. Tisti, ki so ga poprej
gteli za pripadnika svoje skupine, a se je tej
uprl oziroma odtegnil njenemu vplivu, po-
stane izoblenee, ki predstavija nevarnost in
se ga je treba izogniti. Ce se taks$ne posamez-
nik odtuji iz prejinjega okelja, navadno ne
storl nobenih opisanih kaznivih dejanj ved,
¢epray jih izvriujejo njegovi prijateiji, so-
rodniki in znanci. Ce pa $e vedno vzdriuje
sitke s prejinjim okoljem, a ne reagira na
morebitne nasilne razmere, kaj lahko postane
Zrtev  nasprotnika, ki priznava vrednoto
nagilja.

-Brez pretiravanja lahko trdimo, da more
celotna kultura sprejeti vrednobo nasﬂ_]a kot
enc izmed oblik svojih norm, da zahteva pri-
padnost k nasilju in odstopanje celo kaznuje.
V primeru vojne sprejme celoten narod nadelo
nasilja proti sovrazniku, Nenasilni dr¥avljan,
ki postane wvojak, sprejme to vrednoto kot
notranjo spodbudo za ubijanje. To je seveda
selektivno ubijanje sovrainika in se v tem
raz.hku_]e od uboja. Vendar je tudi naklepen
uboj lahko selektiven in diskriminacijski. Li-
terature, ki kaZejo na medskupinski znagaj
uboja, je na pretek. In kot v uboiju na front,
kjer nastajajo situacije »ali jaz ali on«, obstoje
podobni odnost in reakcije tudi pri udele-
#encih ubojev. Proutevanje filadelfijskih pri-
merov kaZe, da je imelo 65% ubijalcev in 47%
njihovih irtev popre] opravka s policijo in
so Ze kdaj poprej bili aretirani. Tako poznamo
primere, ko se dva posameznika, ki priznava-
ta vrednoto nasilja zapleteta v boj in
mnogokrat le nakljuéje odloda o tem, kdo je
ubijalec in kdo je njegova #rtev. Po drugi
strani pa je miroljuben dlovek v vsakem pri-
meru kaznovan zaradi drugadmega razpolo-
Zenja skupine, ki podpira nasilje, bodisi tako,
da je izobéen, bodisi izoliran (v priporu zaradi
zavesinega nasprotovanja v asu vojne). Ce
pa Se nadalje ostane v istem okolju, lahko

* Umik iz skupine se lahko izvrdi Do devian-
tovi nameri in Zelji ali pa kot odgovor na reakeijo
skupine. Primerjaj Robert A. Dentler in Kai T.
firickson, »The Functions of Deviance in Groups«,
Social Pmblems 7 (jesen 1959), str. 986—107.




postane Zrtev krogle ali noZa nekoga, ki se
podreja vrednoti nasilja.

Potreba pe agresiji in pripravijenost za
nasilie pri posamezniku, ki pripada podkultu-
ri nasilja, mora imeti psiholoSke osnove v
osebnostnih potezah in ponaSanju. To nas se-
veda wodi k diferencialni psihologiji posa-
meznikov v podkulturi nasilja. Dejstvo, da
posameznik pripada specifiéni podkulturi, ki
jo karalterizira pripravljenost, uporabiti silo,
bo prisililo &loveka, da zavzame posebno sta-
lizte do okolja in njegovih draZljajev. Spre-
membe Vv okolju, neprestana izzivanja in
dnevne frustracije, ki bi jih moral reSevati
prilagoditveni mehanizem posameznika, spoz-
namo v podkulturi nasilja za reakcije v smislu
groZenj, agresivnosti, takojnje obrambe in
protiagresije. S primernimi psiholodkimi me-
todami bi lahko proudili pravkar navedeno
hipotezo. Stagnerjevo® delo o industrijskem
konfliktu kaZe podoben pristop, seveda na
drugatnem podro¢ju. TakSen ugotovljiv pri-
stop bi zelo mnogo pripomogel k raziskavi
psiholos$kih aspektov agresije, o kateri meni-
mo, da jo vedno izzovejo ustrezni zunanji
draZljaji.>®

Individualni, khmcnl pristop k proufeva~
nju delinkventov, ki ga predlaga Di Tullio®,
lahko s pomodjo daljiih raziskav posamezni-
kov, ki pripadajo podkulturi nasilje, poveta

nozografijo te skupine, hkrati pa pripomore

k ostrejSemu razlikovanju med njenimi kom-
ponentarni in pa psihopatolodkimi primeri.
Tudi za to poslednjo skupino lahko podkul-
turni &initelji, ki temelje na nasilnosti in agre-
sivnosti, odigrajo odlofilno vlego v usmerja-
nju abnormnih reakeij proti kriminalnemu
ponaganju.

ZAKLJUCEK IN POVZETEK

V tem sestavku smo na kratke ofriali
tecrijo o podkulturi nasilja kot interpreta-
tivno analizo empiriénih podatkov, ki se na-
nadajo na naklepni uboj. Gre za odstopanje
od sprejetih, zakomitih druZbenih norm, ki
visoko vrednotijo dlovekovo Zivljenje in obve-
zujejo ljudi k nenasilnemu ponaZanju. Na-
vzotnost podkulture nasilja v druzbi smo ugo-

27 Ross Stagner, Psychology of Indwstrial
Conflict, New York, Wiley, 1956.

28 John Paul Scott, Aggression, Chicago,
The University of Chicago Press, 1958, sir. 44—-64.

2 B, Di Tullio, Principi di Criminologia
(linica e Psichiatria Forense, Rim, Ist. di Medi-
cina Sociale, 1960.

tovili iz pemembno visokega odstotka ubojev
med, dolodeniini druZbenimi skizpinami. Skup-
nost pomermbno povezanih wvarijacij te pod-
kulture ckrepljuje hipotezo o njenem obstoju,
Cim bolj je integrirana ta podkultura, tem
bolj globoko je zasidrana vrednota nasilmosti
v posamezniku. Pridakovana oblika nasilnegsa
reagiranja pa se v posebnih okoliddinah ved-
krat spremeni v nenasilno ponsianje in s
tem v odstopanje od podkulture. To odstopa-
nje pa ima za posledico jzob&enje in druge ka-
zni, ki so podobne kaznun za odstopahje od
SirSe priznanih druZbenih norm.

Pri tem nismo poskudali pojasniti, zakej
pride do tak$ne podkulture nasﬂ}a v neki
druZbi. TakSen poskus bi nedvomno zahteval
analizo druZbeno razrednih in rasnith odno-
sov, ki bi zajemal kot pomembne éinitelje tudi
poklie, nastanitev in drugo druZbeno raz-
likovanje, pa tudi izodacijo od doledenih dru-
gih kulturnih skupin. Upodtevanje teorije o
vlogi posameznika, upoftevanje posebnosti
skupin, zlasti pa upoitevanje vzgoje otrok,
ki sloni na fizitnem kaznovanju in ki sprom
zgornje ohjlike agresije®, bi pomagale pri
iskanju vezroénih faktorjev kot tudi metod za
odstranjevanje tak3nih faktorjev, Menimo, da
bi nadaljni poskusi za identificiranje podkul-
ture nasilja kot pomemben prispevek k razu-
mevanju ubojev in drugih agresivaih kazni-
vih dejanj bili najuspe¥nejfi, & bi se v nasi
analizi osredotodili na nastajanje in opisova-
nje sistema vrednot te podkulture.

Razpriitev skupin, ki sestavijajo pedkul-
turo nasilja, bi oslabila nasilnost. Vedje eko-
nomske moZnosti, svoboda naseljevanja, in-
tegracija ¢lanov teh skupin v ostile drusbe
in njen sistem vrednot bi lahko pripemopli k
razbitju ali vsaj omiljenju podkulture na-
silja. V nadrte za resocializacijo, zlasti pri
uporabi individualhe ali skupinske psihotera-
pije, bi morali-vkljuciti tudi poskus, kako bi
odpravili posameznikovo pripadnost podkul-
furi nasilja in njegovo drugafnoe vrednote-
nje sveta.d

30 Martin Gold, »Suicide, Honnmde and the
Socialization of Aggresmon« The American Jour-
nal of Sociology, 63 (maj 1958);, sir. 631— 661
Glej tudi Albert K. Cohen in Jamies F, Short, Je.,
»Research in Delinguent Subcuifiiress, The Jour—
nal of Social Issues, 14 (1958), str. 20—»«37
¥ O perceptualnih faktoriih v strukturi
osebnosti in v tretmanu glej obseZno razprav-
ljanje: Robert R, Blake in G. V. Ramsey (Eds),
Perception: An Approach to Personality, New
York, Ronald Press, 1951, Tudi: Ross Stagner,
»Le Teorie della Per'socnahta« Rassegna di Psico-
logia Generale e Clinica, 2 {1957), sir. 34—48.
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Problems of Interpretive Analysis

One of the most sccially visible deviations
from our conduct norms is the taking of human
life by inteniional murder or by voluntary mans-
laughter.* Like all hurmnan hehavior, this kind of

deviation must be viewed in terms of the cul-

tural context from which it springs. De Cham-
pneui,? Guerry,® Quetelett early in the ninete-
toward emphasizing the necessity to examine
physique sociale, or social phenomena characte-
rized by »externality«, if the scientist is to un-
derstand or interpret crime, suicide, prostitution
and other deviant behavior. Without promulga-
ting a sociological fatalism, analysis of broad
macroscopic correlates in this way may obscure
the dynamic elements of the phenomenon and
result in the ecological fallacy to which Selvin®
refers. Yet, because of wide individual variati-
ons, the clinical, idiosyncratic approach does not
necessarily aid in arriving at Weber’s Verstehen,
or meaningful adequate understanding of regu-
larities, uniformities, or patierns of interaction.
And it is this kind of understanding we seek
when we examine either deviation from, or con-
formity to, the normative strueture.?
Confronted with descriptive and test stati-
sties, with validated hypotheses and some con-

* Paper presented at the 1960 Annual Me-
etting of the American Sociological Asgsociation,
New York, 28--31, August 1960.

i Marshall B. Clinard, Socisiegy of Deviant
Behavior, New York: Rinehart & Company, 1958,
D. 210; see also pp. 2324,

2 For an interesting account of the contri-
buiion of M. de Guerry de Champneuf, seec M.
C. Elmer, »Ceniury-Gld Ecological Studies in
France«, American Journal of Seciology, 39 (July,
1833), pp. 63—70.

2 A, M. Guerry, Essai sur la sialistique mo~
rale de Ia France, Paris, 1833,

4+ A Quetelet, Sur "Homme ef Ie dévelop-
ment de ses faculiés; essai de physique sociale,
Paris: Bachelier, 1835. For excellent summariza-
tion and interpretation of the influence of Que-
telet, Guerry, and others during the early nine-
teenth century, see Alfred Lindesmith and Yale
Levin, »The I.ombrosian Myth in Criminology<«,
American Journal of Sociology, 42 {March, 1937),
pp. 653—671.
enth century, and Durkheim’ later led the way

5 Emile Durkheim, Swnicide, Glencoe, Illi-
nois: The Free Press, 1951, ‘

6 Hanan C. Selvin, »Durkheim’s Suicide and
Problems of Empirical Research«, The American
Journal of Socielogy, 63 (May, 1958), pp. 807—619.

7 As Described, for example, in Talcott Par-
sons, The Social System, Glencoe, Illinois; The
Free Press, 1951, pp. 41—42.

Franco Ferracuti, M. D.

Institute of Criminal Anthropology
University of Rome, Italy

Social Science Research Center
University of Puerto Rico

firmed replications of propositions regarding
patterns in criminal homicide reported in recent
research,® interpretive analysis is now required.
A criminological centribution to such an analysis
must seek to examine the vaiue systemn, or con-
duct norms, of those segmenis of the community
that contribute most dispropertionately to the
incidence of this form of violent deviation from
the legal norms. In Suicide,® Durkheim’s empha-
sis on »anomiex and the »degree of integrations
of the group to which the individual belongs,
and in Culiure Conflict and Crime!d Sellin’s
discussion of conduct norms, conflict of norms,
and the »resistance potential« of norms, provide
probably the most fruitful direction of analysis
for theoretical interpretation of deviation that
takes the form of homicide.

There are {wo eommon inherent dangers in
interpretive analysis: (A) the dahfer of going
beyond the confines of empirical data collected
in response to some stated hypothesis;*! and (B)
the danger of interpretation that produces gene-
ralizations emerging inductively from the data
and that results in tautologous reasoning.!® Re-
lative to the first type of danger, the social
scientist incurs the risk of »impressionistics,
»speculative« thinking, or of using previous pe-
ripheral research and trying to link them to his
own data by theoretical ties that often result
in Eknotted confusion -calling for further rese-
arch. Relafive to the second danger, the limi-
tations and problems of taubclogies are too well
known to elaborate. We are suggesting that
these two approaches to interpretation be com-
bined in small degrees that do not compound
the fallacies or dangers of both, but that unite
the benefits of each. Let us see how and where
this leads us with respect to an interpretive
analysis of criminal! homicide as a form of
extreme deviation. We shall iry to stay within
the limits imposed by the empirical social facts,

8 Marvin E. Wolfgang, Patterns in Criminal
Homicide, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania: Univer-
sity of Pennsylvania Press, 1958.

# Durkheim, op. cit.

1¢ Thorsten Sellin, Culiure Ceonflict and Cri-
me, New York, N. Y.; Social Science Research
Council Bulletin 41, 1938, :

1 See C. Wright Mills' discussion of »grand
theory«, Chapter 2 in The Socielegical Imagina-
tion, New York: Oxford University Press, 1859.

12 Critics of Freudian psychology are quick
to point to this danger in that theoretical system.
See Robert G. Caldwell’'s succinet analysis in
Criminolegy, New York: The Ronald Press Co.,
1956, p. 190.
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yei not become lost in speculative reasoning that
conbines accumulated, but unrelated, previously
krown facts for which there is no empirically
supportive link. .

There are two basic kinds of criminal ho-
micide: (A} premeditated, felonious, intentional
murder;!® (B) slaying in the heal of passion, or
killing as a result of intenf te do harm but
without intent to Kill.1* A slaying committed by
one recognized as psychotic, legally insane, or
by a psychiatrically designated abnormal subject
jniplves clinical deviates who are generally not
held responsible for their behavior, and who,
therefore, are not cinsidered culpable. We are
eliminating these cases from our present discus-
siaon. ‘

‘Probably less tant 5 per cent of all’ known
homnicides are premeditated, planned intentional
kilings, and the individuals who commit them
are most likely to be episodic offenders who have
never had prior contact with the eriminal law.
PBecause they are rare crimes often planned by
rationally functioning individuals perhaps they
are more likely to remain undetected. We believe
that a type of analysis different from that pre-
sented here might be applicable to these casest®

Emergent Theory of a Subculiure of Violp@ce

Our major concern is with the bulk of ho-
micide (zbout 90 per cent of the Philadelphia
cases) — the passion erimes, the violent slaying
that are not premeditated or psychotic manife-
stations. Like Cohen!® who was concerned prin-
cipally with most delinquency that arises from
the »working class« ethic, so we are focusmg o
the preponderant kind of homicide.

THeses related to frustration-aggression, ge-
neral ecologie correlates, and anomie are not
entirely satisfactory in explaining patterns in
criminal homicide. The causal nexus between
frustration and aggression that ends in homicide

13 William F. Hoffman, Pennsylvania Cri-
minal Law and Criminal Procedure, 4h ed,
Wynnewood, Penna.: Wm. F. Hoffman, 1952,
p. 121. )

14 1hid., p. 112.

5.1t may be profitable to siudy »middle
class« murder — the episodic, planned, rational
murder — from the same perspective that Cres-
sey uses in examining embezzlement (Donald
Cressey, Other People’s Money, Glencoe, Illinois:
The Free Press, 1953. Paraphrasing Cressey’s
final revised postulate and applying it to »mid-
dle class« murder, we might say: These persons
conceive of themselves as having a problem
which is non-shareble, are aware that this pro-
blem can be secretly resolved by violation of
the middle-class norm, and are able to apply
te their own conduct in that situation rationali-
zation which enable them to adjust their con-
ceptions of themselves al law-abiding persons
with their conceptions of themselves as slayers.

1 Albert K. Cohen, Delinquent Boys, Glen-
coe, Illincis: The Free Press, 1955.

has not been specified and the different reactions
to furstration of human subjects haVve nof. been
accounted for. Ecology performs a valuable ser-
vice but only inferentially poirts. {0 be impor-
tance of the normative structure. Amncmie,
whether defined as the dbsetice of norms (which
is doubtfu! conceptualism), the eonflict of norms
(either normative goals or means),’” or the rede-
finition by Powell as »meaninglessness<,'® does
not coincide with empirical evidence on homi-
cide. The concept of anomie wotlld have to po-
stulate that those individuals with a »marginal
man« status, who harbor psychic anomie that
reflects (or causes) social anbmie, have the
highest rates of homecide. Data reject this com-
tention. Amomie as culiure sonflict, 6r conflict
of norms, suggests that thefe is one segment
(the prevailing middle class value system) of a
given cullure whose value system is the andi-
thesis of, or in conflict with, another smaller
segment of the same culture. This conceptualism
of anomi¢ is a useful tool for referring to sub-
cultures as ideal types, or mental constructs. But
to fransfer this normative conflict approach
from the social to the individual level, theore-
tically making the individugi a repository of
eulture conflict, again doés net conform to the
patterns of known psychological and sociological
data. Such an approach would be forced to hy-
pothesize that socially mobile individuals and
families ‘would be most fréquently involved ih
homicide, or that persons moving from a for-
merly embraced subvalue system to the predo-
minant communal value system would commit
this form of violent deviation in gréatést niim-
bers. Not only is there logictal inconsistency m
this position, but there are n¢ homicide &
that show high rates among pepsons manifesting
higher social aspirations in terms of oceupational
or other forms of mobility.

That there is 2 conflict of vaule systems we
agree: that is, there is a conflict between a pr&
vailing culture value and some subculiural entity.
But commission of homicide among those actors
from the subeculture ai variance with the pre-
vailing culture canhot be explained in terms of
frustration due to failure to aftain normative
goals of the latter, ini tertns of inability to suc-
ceed with normative procediires (means) for
attaining those goals, nor in terms of an indl-
vidual psychological condition of anomie. There
is a preponderance of homicide, or highest ratgs
of homicide, among a relatively homogeneous
subcultural group in any large urban eommunity.

17 Robert K. Merton, Social Theory and So-
cial Siructure, revised ed Glencoe, Ilhnms The
Free Press, pp. 131—194.

© 8 Elwin H. Powell, »Occupation, Status, and
Suicide: Toward a Redefinition of Anomie«,
American Sociological Rewview, 23 (April, 1958),
pp. 131138,
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The value system of this group, we are conten-
ding, constifutes a subealiure of viclence. One
of us has only briefly alluded to this concept
in Patterns in Criminal Homicide.”™ If there

exists a subculture of violence (and we shall

atiempt to show that empirical data indicate its
existence), then we must further propose that
the greater the degree of integration of the indi-
vidual into this subculture the higher the like-
lihood that his behavior will ofien be violent;
or, we may assert that there is a direct relations-
hip between rates of homicide and the degree
of ntegration of the subculiure of violence to
which the individual belongs.®

The Philadelphia homicide data indicate
significantly® high rates among certain socially
meaningful groups: males (10,2), non-whiies (24,6},
and the age group 2024 (12,6). Moreover, over
00 per cent of all offenders are from the lower
socig-economic classes? Similar figures can be
found for other societies in many countries. In-
ductive reasoning emerging out of these data
suggesis that because some groups have signi-
ficantly higher rates of homicide than do others,
the existence of a subculiure of violence must
be significantly more obvious among the former.
For example, Negroes, as a socially visible (if
not genetically idemtifiable} ethnie group have
significantly higher rates of homicide than do
whites. When we approach a variety of social
variables in terms of increasing specificity of the
homogeneity, we find that the rate of homicide
rises in certain race-sex-age-specific groups; and
this fact in-furn suggests an equivalent rise in
the value of violence found in the subculture
from which these groups. emerge. The single
race-sex-age group with the highest rate of ho-
micide is among Negro males aged 20—24, whose
rate is 92,6 compared to 24,6 for all Negrees and

B Wolfgang, op. cit., pp. 328—331.

2 This is different from the »strength of
the relational system« discussed by Henry and
Short in their provocative analysis (Andrew F.
Henry and James F. Short, Jr., Suicide and Ho-
micide, Glencoe, Illinois: The Free Press, 1954,
pp. 16—18, 81—82, 124—125). Relative to the
Henry and Short suggestion, see Wolfgang, op.
cit., pp. 278—279. The attempt ¢f Gibbs and
Martin to measure Durkheim’s reference to »de-
gree of integration« i1s a competent analysis of
the problem. A subculiure of violence integrated
around a given value ifem or value system may
require quite different indices of integration
than those to which these authors refer (Jack
P. Gibbs and Walter 'T. Martin, »A Theory of
Status Integration and Its Relationship to Sui-
cide«, American Sociclogical Review 23, (April,
1958), pp. 140—147.

21 1n the original study »significant« refers
to test statistics, usually non-parametrie, with
confidence limits at .05 or in some cases, .01.

=z Wolfgang, op. cit., pp. 65—78 comparing
race-sex-age-specific rates, the higher raie amo-
ung Negro males Is gbvious, For ages 20—24:
Negro males (92.5); Negro females (12.4); white
males (8.2); white females (1.2).

1,8 for all whites. Ii is possible, of course, to
multiple these specific findings in any variety
of ways. We suggest that by identification of
groups with the highest rates of homicide we
shall find the most intense degree of a subculture
of violence; and having focuséd on this group
we shall subsequently be required to examine
the value system of this subculture, the impor-
tance of human life in the scale of values, the
kinds of expected reactions fo certain types of
stimuli, the percepfual differences in the evalu-
ation of the stimuli, the general personality
structure, etc. In the original study it has been
pointed out that:

... the significance of & josile, a slightly
derogatory remark, or the appearance of a
weapon in the hands of an adversary are
stimuli differentially perceived and inter-
preted by Negrodés and whites, males and
females. Social expectations of response in
particular types of social interaction resuit
in differential »definitions of the situation<
A male is usually expected to defend the
name and honor of his mother, the virtue
of womanhood... and t¢ accéept no dero-
gation about his race (even from a member
of his own race), his age, or his maseulinity.
Quick resort to physical combat as a measure
of daring, courage, or defense of status
appears to be a cultural expression, espe-
clally for lower socio-economic class males
of both races. When such a culture norm
response ig elicited from an individual en-
gaged in social interplay with others who
harbor the same response mechanism, phy-
sical assaults, alteractions, and viclent do-
mestic quarrels that result in homicide are
likely 10 be common. The upper-middle and
upper social class value system defines and
codifies behavioral norms into legai rules
that often transcend subcultural meores, and
considers many of the social and personal
stimuli that evoke a combative reaction in
the lower classes as »irivial«. Thus, there
exists a cultural aniipathy between many
folk rationalizations of the lower class, and
of males of both races, on the one hand,
and the middle-class legal norms under
which they live, on the other.

We cannot »prove« the existence of a sub-
culture of violence save by examination of the
social groups and of the individuals that expe-
rience highest rates of wviolent manifestations.
This need not be, of course, confined to the study
of one national or ethnic group. On the contrary,
the existence of a subculfure of violence could
perhaps receive even noncultural confirmation.
We have used criminal homicide as the most
acute and highly reportable example of this
type of »proof« limiting our analysis, at this
stage, to the sociological data. Some circularity
of theught is here employed for purposes of
maintaining icgical consistency, because we are
using homicide rates fo specify our dependent
factor (homncide), and also to infer ousr indepen-

2+ ¥bid., pp. 188--180.
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dent factor(s), the existence of a subcuiture of
vioknce. Highest rates of rape, aggravated
assaults, persistency in arrests for assaults
(recdivism) among these same groups with high
rates of homicide are ;however, empirical adden-
da to the contention of a subculture of violence.
Residential propinquity of these samme groups
reernforces the sociopsychological impact of inte-

grafion of this subculture, and Suntherland’s

thesis of »differential association«?* or a psycho-
logital reformulation of the same theory in
terms of learning process could be effectively
to describe more fully this impact in its
intensity, duration, repetition, frequency. The
mors thoroughly integrated the individual
is into this subculiure, the more intensely
he embraces its progseriptions of behavior,
its conduct nomms and integrates them in
his personality structure. Thus, read access
to weapons may become essential for protection
against others in this milieu who respond in
similarly viclent ways, and the carrying of
knives or other proteciive devices becomes a
common symbol of willingness to participate in
and to expect violence, and to be ready for its
retaliation. The degree of integration may be
measured partly by resort to public records of
contact with the law — the codified norms on
the opposite end of a continuum from viplence
to non-violence. Thus, the higher arrest rate
among the groups that form the subeulture of
violence, particularly high rates of assault
erimes ‘and high rates of recidivism for assaulf
crimes, indicate allegiance io the values of vio-
lence. ‘ :
Thus, overt physical viclence becomes =2

common subeulturally expected response to cer-

tain stimuli. However, it is not merely rigid
conformity to the demands and expectations of
other persons, as Henry and Short® suggest, that
results in the high possibility of homicide. Con-
siderable conformity of middle class families to
the value system of their social group is a widely
discussed contemporary topic, Qur concern is
with the value of viclence that is an integral
component of the subculture which experiences
high rates of homicide. It is the conformity to
this value, as a result of iis integration in the
personality struchure of the subject, and not rigid
conformity per se o the expectations of others,
that gives important meanig to the subculiure of
violence.

# Edwin H. Sutherland and Donald Cressey,
Principles of Criminology, 5tb ed., Philadelphia:
Lippincott Co., 1955, pp. 74—8L. :

#% Henry and Short, op. eit, p. 102. On this
same point of conformity, see the statement of
Jackson Toby, »Social Disorganization and Stake
in Conformity: Complementary Factors in the
Predatory Behavior of Hoodlums«, Journal of
Criminal Law, Criminology, and Police Science,
48 (May-June, 1957), pp. 12—17.

1f violence is a common subculiural réqun_se
to certain stimuli, there must exist penalfies for
deviation from this norm. The comparatively
nen-vielent individual may be ostracized® but
if social interaction must occur because of resi-
dential propinguity, he is most likely to be
treated with disdain or indifference. One pre-
viously considered a member of the ingroup who
has rebelled or retreated from the subculiure is
now an outgroup member, a posgible threat, and
one 1o avoid. Alienation or avoidance takes him
out of the normal reach of most homicide attacks
that are highly personalized offenses occurring
with greatest frequency among friends, relatives,
and associates. If social interacfion continues,
héwever, the deviant from the subculture who
fails to respond to a potentially violent situation
may find himself a victim of an adversary who
conforms to the viclence value.

It is not farfetched to suggest that a whole
eulture may accept the violence value, demand
or encourage adherence to it, and penalize de-
viation. During periods of war the whole nation
accepts the principle of violence against the
eriemy. The non-violent citizen turned soldier

" adopts the value as an intimately internalized

re-enforcement for his rationalization tfo kill.
This is, of course, seleciive killing of an enemy,
and in this respect is different from most ho-
micide. But criminal homicide i8 élso »gelectives,
not discriminate slaying. There is abundant lite-
rature showing the intra-group nafure of the
homicide drama. And as in combat on the front
lines where the »it-was-either-him-or-me« situ-
ation arises there are similar attitudes and reac-
ticns among participants n homicide, The original
study on the Philadelphia subjec¢ty found that
65 per cent of the offenders and 47 per cent of
the vietims had a previcus police record of
arrests. Here, then, is a situation not unlike that
of individual combat in which two individuals
committed to the value of violence come to-
gether, and in which chance often dictates the
identity of ihe slayer and of the glgin. On the
other hand, the peaceful non-combatant in both
sets of circumstances is penalized beecause of the
allelomimetic behavior of the group supporting
viplence by his begin ostracized as an oulgroup
member and is segregated (imprisoned, in war-
time, as a conscientious objector). If he continues
to be involved in social interaction (in the publi¢
street or on the fromt line of combat) with the
culture of wviolence, he may fall victim to the
shot or stab from one who embraces the value
of violence.

2 Withdrawl from the group may he by
the deviant’s own design and desire, or by res-
ponse to the reaction of the group. Cf Robert
A. Dentler and Kai T. Erickson, »The Functions
of Deviance in Groups«, Secial Problems, 7 (Fall,
1859), pp. 98107, :
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The internal need for aggression and the
readiness to use viclence by the individual who
belongs to & subculture of viclence should find
their psychological foundations in personality
traits and in attitudes which can, through careful
studies, be assessed in such a way as to lead to
a differential psychology of these subject. Psy-
chological tests have been repeatedly employed
to study the differemtial characteristics of cri-
minals and, if the theoretical frame of reference
of a subcuiture of violence is used, it should be
pogsible to sharpen their discriminatory power.
The fact that a subjéct belongs to a specilic sub-
culture {in our case, a deviant one), defined by
the ready use of violence, will, among other
consequences, cause the subject to adopt a diffe-
rential perception of the environment and of its
stirnuli. The variations in the surrounding world,
the continuous challenges and daily frustrations
which are faced and solved by the adaptive
meéhanism of the individual, have a greater
chance of begin perceived and reacted upon, in
5 subculture of violence, as menacing, aggressive
stimuli, which call for immediate defense and
counter-aggression, This hypothesis lends itself
to objective study through appropriate psycholo-
gical methodologies. The work of Stagner® on
industrial conflict exemplifies a similar approach
in a different field. This perceptual approach is
of great importance in view of the studies on the
physiclogy of aggression, which seem to prove,
in all cases, the need of outside stimulafion in
order to elicit aggressive behawvior.?

The individual, clinical approach fio the
study of criminals, as proposed by Di Tullio,?
may, through inclusive and prolonged examina-
tion of single offenders belonging to a subeculture
of violence, enlarge the nosography of this group,
while at the same time establish a sharper dii-
ferentation between its componenis and the psy-
c¢hopathological cases. For this latter group, the
subcultural factors related to violence and ag-
gression may also play a determining role in the
type of psychopathological symptoms and in the
canalizations of abnormal reactions towards cri-

minal behavior.
Summary and Conciusion

This paper has briefly outlined a theory of
the subeculture of violence as an Iinterpretive
analysis of empirical data that describe a re-
cognized form of social deviation — namely,
criminal homicide. The deviation is from an ac-

27 Ross Stagner, Psychology of Industrial
Conflet, New York, Wiley, 1956.

2 John Paul Scott, Aggressien, Chicago, The
University of Chicage Press, 1958, pp. 44—b64.

20 B Pi Tullio, Principi di Criminclogia Cli-
nica e Psichiafria Forense, Rome, Ist. di Medi-
cina Sociale, 1960.

cepted, prevailing legal and communal nortn
that places high value on human life and non-
violent behavior. The presence in society of a
subculture of violence has been subsumed from
the significantly high rates of homicide among
particular groups. The concomitance of meaning-
fully related variables 1o this subculture
strengthens the coniention of its existence.
The more integrade this subculture is, the
more deeply internalized in the individual
is the wvalue of viclence. Hence, an expected
patiern of violent action and reaction often
makes non-violence, i specifically defined
situations, a form of deviation from the subecul-
ture and resuits in the ban of penalities similar
in type, if not in specilic form, to those found
in penalities attached to deviation from the
larger societal norms.

We have not atiempted 1o explain the cause
of the subculiure of violence, Such an endeavor
undoubtedly involves analysis of sorial class and
race relations that would include residential,
occupational, and other social forms of discrimi-
nation and cultural isolation as important factors,
Some consideration of role theory, reference
groups, and particularly child-rearing practices
that employ physical punishment and promote
early overt aggressive patterns® would aid the
search for causal factors and remedial methods.
At this point we are suggesting that further
probing analysis of the identified subculture of
violence as a meaningful concept in understan-
ding hemicide and other assaultive crimes would
be most produective.if it focused on the creation
and description of the value system of this sub-
culture,

Dispersion of the group that shares the sub-
cultural violence value should weaken the value.
Through wider economic opportunities, freedom
of residential mobility, eic., integration of the
group members into the larger socciety and its
predominant value system should function to
destroy or at least to mitigate the subculture of
vielence. In the correctional environment, the
treatment program, especially when using indi-
vidual or group psychotherapy, should try fo
counterbaiance or to eliminate the allegiance of
the subject to the subculture of violence and his
differential perception of the world

2 Martin Gold; »Suicide, Homicide and the
Socialization of Aggression«, The American Jour-
nal of Sociology, 63 (May, 1958) pp. 651--661. See
alse, Albert K. Cohen and James F. Short, Jr,
»Research in Delinquent Subculiures«, The Jour-
val of Social Issmes, 14 (1958), pp. 20—37.

3t See for a comprehensive discussion of
perceptual factors in persomality siruciure and
in treatment: Robert R. Blake and G. V. Ramsey
{Eds.), Percepiion: An Approach to Personality,
New York, Bonald Press, 1951. Also: Ross Stag-
ner, »Le Teorie della Personalita«, Rassegma di
Psicolegia Generale e Clinica, 2 (1957), pp. 34—48.
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