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lemimst activisme on the decision o grant  tile cultural ind political enviconment
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mishehavior of working- or lower-class male  person in need of supervision,” "minor n need
of supervision.” being “incorngible,” “beyond

vouth fail to capture the full nare of delin-
quency In America; and, more 1o the point, are  control.” truant, in need of “care and protection,”
woelully inadequate when it comes Lo explaining  and so on, Juvenile delinquents, then, are youths
female mishehavior and official reactions to girls'  arrested for cither criminal or noncriminal status
deviance. offenses: and, as this discussion will establishi
To be specific, delinquent bebavior invalves the role played by uniquely juvenile offenses 1
o range of activities far broader than those com- by no means insignificant, particularly when cons
mitted by the stereotypical street gang. Moreover, sidering the character of female delinquency,
many more young people than the small visible Examining the types of offenses for which
group of “troublemakers™ that exist on every in-  youth are actually arrested, it is clear that again.
termediate and high school campus commit some  most are arrested for the less serious criminal uets
«ort of juvenile offense and many of these youth and status offenses. OF the ane and a half miflion:
have brushes with the law, One study revealed,  youth arrested in 1983, for example, only 4.5%
for example, that 33% of all the boys and 14% of of these arrests were for such serious violent ofs
the girls bom in 1958 had at least one contact fenses as murder, mpe, robbery, of aggravated
with the police before reaching their cighteenth assault (McGarrell and Flanagan, 1985, p. 479
hirthday (Tracy Wolfgang, and Figlio, 1985, p. ). Incontrast, 21 % were arrested for a single offense:
Studies that solicit from youth themselves the  (larceny theft) much of which, particularly for
volume of their delinguent behavior consistently girls, is shoplifting (Shelden and Horvath, 1986),
confirm that large numbers of adolescents engage Table 1 presents the five most frequent OIS
in ot least some form of misbehavior that could  fenses for which male and female youth are s
result in their arrest. As o consequence, it is  rested and from this it can be scen that whils
largely trivial misconduct. rather than the com- trivial offenses dominate both male and femil
mission of serious crime, that shapes the actual  delinguency, trivial offenses. particularly stafi
nature of juvenile delinguency. One national  offenses, are more significant in the case of girky
study of youth aged 15-21, for example, noted  arrests; for example, the five offenses __u.u.._\
that only 5% reported involvement in 4 serious Table 1 account for nearly three-quarters of &
assault, and only 6% reported having participated male offenses and only slightly more thun hall's
in u gang fight, In contrast, 815 admitted 10 hav-  male offenses.
ing used alcohol, 44% admitied to having used More to the point, it is clear that, though 1
marijuana, 37% admitted 10 having been publicly  tinely neglected in most delinguency res
drunk. 42% admitted to having skipped classes  status offenses play a significant role in girls" ol
(truancy), 44% admitted having had sexunl ine  cial delinquency, Status offenses accounteds
tercourse, and 15% admitted to having stolen  about 25.2% of all girls’ arrests in 1986 (as
from the family (McGarrell and Flanagan, 1985, pared 10 26.9% in 1977) and only about 8.3
p. 363). Clearly, not all of these activities are as  boys’ arrests (compared 10 8.8% in 1977). 1
serious as the others, It is important to remember  figures are somewhat surprising since
that young people can be arrested for all of these  declines in arresis of youth for these ofl
behaviors, might have been expected as a result of the
Indeed. one of the most important points to  sage of the Juvenile Justice and Delinquency
understand about the natare of delinguency, and  vention Act in 1974, which, among other i
particularly female delinguency, is that youth can  encouraged jurisdictions to divert and dein
be tken into custody for both criminal scts and & tionalize youth charged with nonerimis al
wide variety of what are often called “status ol- fenses. While the figures in Table | do sl
fenses” These offenses, in contrast to criminal  decline in these arrests, virtually all of this &
violations, permit the arrest of youth for a wide oceurred in the 1970, Between 1982 an
girls’ curfew arrests increased by S.0% u

range of behaviors that are violations of parental
" “heing 1 away arrests increased by a striking

authority: “running away from home,

1
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TABLE 1

Rank Order of Adolescent Male and Female Arrests for Specific Offenses, 1977 and 1986
Male Famale
a +f

v C

* of “of
Total Total Total
1977

“Sof
Arrosts 1986 Arrests 1586

Total
Arrests

Arre

1977
1) Larceny Thef) LR

N 1) Larceny-Thelt 204

Y

204 1) Larceny - Theft 27.0 1) Larceny - Theft 25

2) Onher Offernes 15 Y} Onther Offenses 165 2) Runawa 29 2) Runaway 20.5
i) Burglary LR (3) Burglary B 1) Other Offenses 42 §) Other Otffenses 4.5
1) Drag Abuse Violations 65 (4) Drug Abuse Violution 70 }) Liquor Laws 5.5 §) Liquor Law 84
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the upward trend continues; arrests of girls for Specifically, it appears that girls charged with
running away increased by 3% between 1985 and  these noneriminal status offenses have been and
1986 and arrests of girls for curfew violations in-  continue (0 be significantly overrepresented in

creased by 12.4% (Federal Bureau of Investign-  coun populations.
tion, 1987, p. 171). Teilmann and Landry (1981) compared girls’

Looking @t girls who find their way into juve-  contribution 10 amests for runaway and incorrigi-
nile court populations, it is apparent that status  bility with girls” self-reports of these two activ-
offenses continue to play an important ole in the  ities, and found a 104% overrepresention of
chameter of girls' official delinquency. In total,  females among those arrested for ranaway and i
1% of the girls, but only 12% of the boys, were  30.9% overrepresentation in arrests for incorrigis
referred 10 court in 1983 for these offenses (Snyder  bility. From these data they concluded that girls
and Finnegan, 1987, pp. 6-20), Stating these fig-  are “nmested for status offenses at o higher rute
ures differently, they mean that while males con-  than boys, when contrasted to their self~reported
stituted about 81% of all delinquency refermals,  delinguency rates”™ (Teilmann und Landry, 1981,
females constituted 46%: of all status offenders in  pp. 74-75). These findings were confirmed in an-
courts (Snyder and Finnegan, 1987, p. 20). Similar  other recent self-report study. Figueira-McDonough
figures were reported for 1977 by Black and Smith (1985, p. 277) unalyzed the delinguent conduct af
(1981). Fifteen years carlicr, about half of the girls 2,000 youths and found “no evidence of greater ins
and about 20% of the boys were referred to court  volvement of females in status offenses.” Similarly,
for these affenses (Children's Bureay, 1965), These  Canter (1982) found in the National Youth Survey
data do seem to signal o drop in female status of-  that there was no evidence of greater female it
fense refermals, though not as dramatic a decline as  volvement, compared to males, in uny category
might have been expected. delinquent behavior. Indeed, in this sample, males

For many years statistics showing large num-  were significantly more likely than females
bers of girls amested and referred for status  repon status offenses,
offenses were taken to be representative of the Utilizing Canter's national data on the extens
different types of male and female delinguency.  siveness of girls self-reported delingquency ans
However, self-report studies of male and female  companng these figures to official arrests of gi
delinquency do not reflect the dramatic differ-  (see Table 2) reveals that girls are unde
ences in misbehavior found in official statistics.  sented in every arrest category with the exce

TABLE 2 Comparison of Sex Differences in Self-Reported and Official Delinguency
for Selected Offenses

Self-Report* Official Statistics”
M/F Ratios M/F Arrast Ratio
(1976) 1978 1886
Thelt 151 (Felony Thefty
341 (Minor Thelt) 251 274
Drug Vielstion 11 sl 6.0
(Hand Drug Used 1 Drug Abuse Viokut
Vandaliwm LN 1231 ool
Disotdlerly Conduct pAH 450 Al
Setious Asaault 15 se0l 550
(Felony Assault) (Aggravated Assa
Mimor Assaul AL R AR A 14
Statun Offemnes 1.6:1 1310 (MH

(Runawiy, Curfow

» Exrracied I Rachelle Cantes (19K2, p. 3831
b Compiled from Federal Huseau of Investigation {1957, p 1%
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Hght of girls® situation in patriarchal society.

OF status offenses and larceny thefl. These figures 1
““ﬂhﬁ_.w .,.:smnnh.._ __5_.::.55_ practices tend .m. A m“.n_“ _Nau_n_.h: ..._.-&._ﬂ."
_‘.:_.,_._n_:.c:n:p% played by status offenses in “h_..nﬁ... on. the juven|
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h_*...._==._:,.w.u,_.”_h___n sw_n.___.”mn:nn_.r.wa P:n”_ 10 pursue  obedience of all you
s ol :
stdies nu::::..:m gender &:....Ha-ﬁ.un_. q.n..samn_.u-_-w wﬁ.ﬂﬂgn_ —
uent :%E._cq. Indeed. most delinguency theo- s
nes have ignored status offenses. As 8 conse-
“._,.“—...a.___r.m- __.M:" Is considerable question as to The Romance of
3 existing .1_252 that were admittedly the West Side St
developed to explain male delinquency can ade-  From the
quately explain female delinquency. Clearly, these qoncao_nr n vishlal
Iheories were much influenced by the notion that ::nm | aﬂ«;.e_o '
class and protest masculinity were at the core e.us__.uﬁ: oy«
of %_:z_.m_n._&. Will the “add women and stir 5:8._2 .s—vcg.naau. vy
.x-“....m___..r.“:nwm ““_-H_&.nz_q Are these really theories R, m:%i:...a._ zoaﬂu.& h
avior us J i i ili
400 Algaer, 1980) oo m_ﬁ H.,....._.m (Simons, Miller, in hcue. utilized an o
This article will suggest that they are not. The w..“.x_w ch_.“.ccds:o e
_o.w_”“u.ﬂ_.”.:.ﬂ __..........:' a“: Ja_n delinquency and the inat- ..:1:. _... _Manw._ﬁ“w&s::-ﬂ
role played by patrn -
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.._..w conformity EE rendered the major deline  much o.q. :.ne».ﬁ&s«.
“.....w.z v :_3:2._ tundamentally inndequate to the quency. In :.M._. o
..... of explaining female behavior. There is, i and Zr“__o. _._oﬂc_o._
L irgent need (o rethink current models in+— on male ._w_ﬂ_u:w.ﬂaa -9:

referred
To understand why such work must oceur, it is (though ___,”w_c_ﬂ“.rﬁm

finv necessary to explore briefly the dimensions erence 1o data on fem

Ihe androcentric bins found in the dominant
.._:__E::E_ .._n_:_s:n:nv_ theories. Then the m.h._._ﬂ_.an“_n =ﬁm.aw..d”s
i ...p.« .M hﬂﬂ.._.ﬁw. ”wann_,ﬂ.nﬂu_am .Mn::....ag with the law; in Brothe
: !
nee on girls” offending. ._._zw &nﬂﬁ“@ﬂ_ﬁ__ﬂ M_“aa ﬂo“_aaa"”::hizh .
S.ﬂa_x_u:__ =,=.= the proposed overhaul of delin-  these WOrks wiis ng
!.wr.aza IS NOL us some might think, solely  equation of male &_w.
temic exercise. Specifically, it is incorrect Early fieldwork
me that because girls are churged with less set :x.wz { e
_.Rcagz? they actually have few problems  seurch <“.nn._nﬂ 100
_.85_. gently when they are drawn into only 5 talking |
Juvenile justice system. Indeed. the extensive  studied over ._BE...-!._
o disadvantaged males in public settings  during a.i”_. the
Aneant that giels’ victimization and the pela- McKay' 5
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cally ignored, Also missed has 1 e
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tatus oftenses and larceny thett. These figures and the criminalization of eir) ivival stral
n and ron uggest that othicial practices 1end 10 ex gies. Final vill be suggested that the official
ed in e tl e played by status olfenses i whons ol the juvemie justice system shoulil b
rls” delinguency understood yor lorces o girls” oppi \on
pared girl Delinquency theory, because it has virtually % they ha nically ved to remforoe the
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VicDanough I rotest masceulimity were ot the core ' of terms, Take, for example, the ex
i luct ol Will th wdd women and stit Y 1 tunt and influential work of Clifford
| greaier in utheient? Are these really theories R, Shaw and Henry D, McKay who
Similarly f behavior ome (Simons. Miller,  in 1929, utilized an ecological appt
n SUrve) nd Argner, 1980) have tudy of juvenile delinguency, Their impressive
i s an il sy work, particularly Juvenile Delinguency in Urban
y ry ol lens focus on mal Yreas (1942 I miensive biographical case
mple, mal ton 1o the role pl studhies such ¢ thers in Crime (1938)
cimales (0 nes i the genermtion of adolescent delinquency ind The Jack ler (1930), set th tage for
d conformmty has rendered the mmor delin much ol the subcultural research on gane delin
_ i theor fundamentally madequate 10 the  quency. In their ecological work, however. Shaw
nguency and plaining female belmvior There s, in and McKay analyzed only the official arrest data
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T iy (o explore briefly the dimension erence 10 data on female delinguency ) (see Shaw
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il 1 plored | revi n I the delingu nd crimunal carcers of five broth
ks offending. This discussion wil ors were lollowed for fifteen vears. In none ol
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iency theory 101, as some maght think, solely  equation of male delinguency with deli quency
| dem | Ny Beally, 1t s Incormmect Early heldwork on delinguent gangs in Chicago
, ssume that becan irls are charged with less I e stage lor another style of delinguency e
. nous olfenses, they actually have few problem warch, Yet here 100 research Nere interesied
e reated gently when they are drawn into Wy in talkineg to and fo the boys, Thr
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hip between thit ex) fee and girls" cnime  He spent approximately one page out of 600 on
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he felt accounted for the lower number of girl  the author concludes, predispose poor youth (par-
gangs: “First. the social pattems for the behavior  ticularly male youth) to criminal misconduct,
of girts. powerfully backed by the great weight of  However, Cohen’s comments are notable in their
tradition and custom, are contrary to the gang and  candor and probably capture both the allure that
its sctivities: and secondly, girls, even in urban dis-  male delinquency has had for at least some male
organized arcas, are much more closely supervised  theorists as well as the fact that sexism has rens
and guarded thun boys and usually well incorpo-  dered the female delinguent as irelevant to their

rated into the family groups or some other social — work.
structure,” Emphasis on blocked opportunities (sometimes

Another major theoretical approach 1o deline  the “strain™ theories) emerged out of the work of
quency focuses on the subculture of lower-class — Robert K. Merton | 1938) who stressed the need o
communities as 4 generating milieu for delin-  consider how some social structures exert i defis
quent behavior. Here again, noted delinquency  nite pressure upon certain persons in the society to
researchers concentrated cither exclusively or  engage in nonconformist rather than conformist
nearly exclusively on male lower-class culture.  conduct. His work influenced research lurgely
For example, Cohen's work on the subculture  through the efforts of Cloward and Ohlin who dis-
of delinquent gangs, which was writlen nearly  cussed access to “legitimate” and “illegitimate’
twenty years after Thrasher's, deliberately con-  opportunities for male youth. No mention of fe«
siders only boys' delinquency. His justification  male delinquency can be found in their Delin

for the exclusion of the girls s quite illuminating: — quency and Opportunity except thiat women
blamed for male delinquency. Here, the familing

notion is that boys, “engulfed by o feminine world:

My skin Has nothing of the quality of down ot silk, g S - A ) N
there ix nothing limpid or flute-like about my voice, | and uncertain of their own identification . . . tend

am a total loss with needle and thresd, my posture and 10 "protest’ against femininity” (Cloward  and®
carriage ure wholly lacking in grace. These imper-  Ohlin, 1960, p. 49), Early efforts by Ruth Morris
fections cause me no distress—if anything, they are (o test this hypothesis utilizing different definitions
grutifying—because | concelve myself 1o be amanand  of success based on the gender of respondents et
want people to recognize me an 4 full-fledged. un- itk mixed success. Attempting to assess bo .
equivocal representative of my sex. My wife, on the e antiony about access to econarmic power statik
other hand, is not greatly embarrassed by hes ::..z_._: while for girls the variable concemed itself with
1o tinker with or talk about the internal organs of a car, s : . SR

the ability or inability of girls to maintain effectiv

by her modest atainments in anthmetic or by her in- - pes . 4
ability to lift heavy objects. Indeed, | am reliably in- relationships, Momis was unable to find

formed thut muany women—I do tol suggest that my :
wife is among them—often affect ignorance, frailty  quency (Morris, ,
and emotional instability becanse i do otherwise The work of Edwin Sutherland emphasized (N

would be out of keeping with & reputation for indu-  fact that criminal behavior was learned in intiny
bitable femininity. In shor, people do not simply want — personal groups. His work, particularly the noti
to excel; they want 10 excel as i man of as & woman — of differential association, which also influené
|Cohen, 1955, p. 138]. Cloward and ONlin's work, was similarly
ortented as much of his work was affected by &

From this Cohen (1955, p. 140) concludes that  studies he conducted of male criminals. Indeed,
the delinquent response “however it may be con-  describing his notion of how differenual asso
demned by others on moral grounds. has at least  tion works, he utilized male examples (e.g., %
one virtue: it incontestably confirms, in the eyes  arca where the delinquency rate is high a boy
of all concerned, his essentinl masculinity”” Much  is sociable, gregarious, active, and athletic IS W
the same line of argument appears in Miller's in-  likely 10 come in contact with the other ba :
fluential paper on the “focal concerns™ of lower-  the neighborhood, leam delinguent behuvior |
class life with its emphasis on importance of  them, and become i gangsier” [Sutherland, I
trouble, toughness, excitement. and so on. These.  p. 131]). Finally, the work of Travis Hinsehi

relationship between “female”™ goals and del _
1964), _
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_“n".n,.sr.n_.:z about girls' immoral conduct were
y Al the center of what some have called the

|‘]

_.__n social .x.:.,._,. that control delinguency (“social
control theory™) was, as was stated earlier, ._...:.f.o.._
“...,._.. ”; research on male delinguents (though he, ut
:.._.._.. ”n.:n.”q_.n.._.mn__:c:n:. behavior as reported .3.
b =”u.”......”_ “.“..._2 than studying only those
Stch a persistent focus o ctal ¢
such an absence of interest m” M.M.r,.gn“.‘..m_“..ﬂnm:g
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.s._:r of Hirschi demonstrated, and as later m._:_..u
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R e e [T _5... little interest in female Studies of earl u_.n v v
i Erwnn ...E:n could not be said for the virtually all :.nv. Foe ag_il
n..._c. I system. Indeed, work on the carly  were charged e
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1978; Shelden, 1981), Mo
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weete also twice us likely g8 males 1o be detained
where they spent five times as long on the aver-
age as their male counterpants. They were also
nearly three times more likely w0 be sentenced
10 the trmming sehool (Chesney-Lind, 1971), In-
deed, girls were half of those committed to train-
ing schools in Honolulu well into the 19505
(Chesney-Lind, 1973).

Not surprisingly, large numbers of girl’s refor-
matories and trmining schools were estabhished
during this penod as well as places of “rescue and
reform” For example, Schlossman and Wallach
pote that 23 facilities for girls were opened dur-
ing the 19101920 decade (in contrust to the
18501910 period where the average was 5 refor-
mutories per decade [Schlossman and Wallach,
1985, p. 70, and these mstitutions did much to
set the tone of official response to female delin-
quency, Obsessed with precocious female sexual-
ity, the institutions set about 1o isolate the females
from all contuct with males while housing them in
bucolic settings. The mtention was 10 hold the
girls until marmageable age and to occupy them in
domestic pursuits during their sometimes lengthy
incarcerntion,

The links between these attitudes and those of
juvenile courts some decades later are. of course,
arguable: but an examination of the record of the
count does not inspire confidence. A few examples
of the persistence of what might he called a dou-
ble standard of juvenile justice will suffice here.

A study conducted in the early 1970s in o
Connecticut training school revealed large num-
bers of girls incarcerated “for their own profec-
ton” Explaining this pattern, one judge ex-
plained, “Why maost of the girls | commit are for
stutus offenses. | figure if o girl 1s about 10 get
pregnant, we'll keep her until she's sixteen and
then ADC (Aid to Dependent Children) will pick

her up” (Rogers, 1972). For more evidence of of-
ficial concern with adolescent sexual misconduet,
consider Linda Hancock's (1981) content analy-
sis of police referrals in Australia, She noted that
A0% of the referrals of girls o count made spe-
cific mention of sexual and moral conduct com-
pared 1o only 5% of the referrals of boys. These
sorts of results suggest that all youthful female
mishehavior has traditionally been subject to sur-
veillance for evidence of sexual misconduct.
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Gelsthorpe's (1986) field research on an Engs
lish police station nlso revealed how everyday
police decision making resulted i disregard of
complaints about male problem behavior in cons
trast to active concern about the “problem behavs
jor' of girls. Natable, here, was the concert
about the girl’s sexual behavior. In one case, she
describes police persistence in pursuing a “ma
danger” order for a l4-year-old picked up in 8
truancy run. Over the objections of both the gis
parents and the Socinl Services Department
in the face of a written confirmation from a su
geon that the girl was still premenstrual, the
officers pumsued the application because, in one
officers words, I know her sort . . . free and easy
I'm still suspicious that she might be pregnag
Anyway, if the doctor can’t provide evidene
we'll do her for being beyond the care and contrd
of her parents, no one can dispute that. Runniy
away is proof™ (Gelsthorpe, 1986, p. 136). Thi
sexualization of female deviance 1s highly signil
weant and explains why criminal activities by girls
(particularly in past years) were overlooked
long as they did not appear o signal defiance @
parental control (see Smith, 1978),

In their historic obsession about precocio
female sexuality, juvenile justice workens |
reflected on the broader nature of female mish
havior or on the sources of this misbehavior, It
enough for them that girls” parents reported thed
out of control. Indeed, court personnel tended
“sextulize” virtually all female detiance that i
itself to that construction and ignore other mish
havior (Chesney-Lind, 1973, 1977; Smith, 199
For their part, academic students of delingues
were so entranced with the notion of the d¢
quent as a romantic rogue male challenging & ol
and unequal class structure. that they spent |
time on middle-class delinquency, mivial offe
ers, or status offenders. Yet it is clear that the
bulk of delinquent behavior is of this type.

Some have argued that such an imba
theoretical work s appropriate o8 minor o
conduct, while troublesome, is not a threat W
safety and well-being of the community. This
gument might be persuasive if two additig
points could be established. One, that some
number of youth “specialize” in serious crim
behavior while the rest commit only o

]
sl
.

iy, serious v {
Yy, s violem offendi
Sinbedde e

Wide range of seri
enous and non-
Ailhion, .

ey went so Tur us

ders reflect van

WEined. Efforts 1o

—

..._..”.._... ._s... that the juvenile court rapidly releases
¢ youth that come 1o its purview for the
o offenses, thus feserving resources fo ._8.
._x.w._ serious youthful offenders, S
_r.:.ﬁ_ ”..-” MMMMM _.“” ﬂz._ﬂa on both of these points,
s 1o loc s Userious quy

Oliender™ have failed 1o _MH...M_”. m“ﬂwﬂ...__._mnn a_.“n
s who specialize only in serious e..:nz_n:..
fonses. For example, in a recent unalysis .._: .
.......:_:._ sell-report data set, Ellion and his uss 2
Vlates noted “there is liftle evidence for s nm:_..
Wation in serious violent offending: to ._8_82“_”
appears
din 4 more general .:E“....nn._.u:.:“:v“
rious offenses”
1987). Indeed,
to speculate that arrest histo-
E__,__n:. _E.::.:_,: types of of-
anons in police poli B
%, i processes of ==nc<ww=n pw...._..nnw,._“:»__
Uiiderlying offending patterns. :
More 1o the poim, police and court personnel
V1 TS out, far more interested in w:::. __,ne

© with trivial or status olfenses than "_zv.._aw..
vy na.E:E::E._......n “stutus of-
Or example, mn afoul of Juvenile jus-
monnel who had little interest in releasi
I guilty of noncriminal offenses .ﬁ:n...anam
il 1988). As has been established, much w.

Opponents have alsa i
tinued intervention into the
ens by suggesting that with
the youth would “escalite’
Yet there is little evidenee
escalate 10 criminal offense
particularly weak when con
quems (particularly white
(Datesman and Aickin, |08

1o is occurring, it is like
Justice system's insistence
fense laws, thereby foreing
lives of escaped criminals,
The most influential
however, have largely dick
and trivial offenses and, us
glected the role played by i1y
control (police, probation off
Judges, detention home we
school personnel) in the sh
quency problem.” When conf
a..a::..... picture thu cmerges
tribution of delinguent bely
n:an..:.,...:: that agents of
considerable discretion in Iy
not to label particular behiyio
incscapable. This symbiotie gy
delinquent behavior and the &

Huizinga, and Morse,

5 that tend 10 hi

M 0 product of the system'’ that behavior iy pani

: . ystem's histo . : particulurly

ed court officers 10 involve .Eﬁq.wx_“ﬁn n“___ question of female ..n.:.._..oa.“
) :“::.._:._ behavior of youth in order 1o

o e from a variety of social ills, Toward a Feminist

. ...h.hnﬂ_._ﬂ.. can be found between e ©F Delinquency
To skeich out completely

. A deli beyond i
" _...M,._.."._H:_M” Mﬂﬂuﬂ“o _.w.w.mnn. and Delin- :n_on.:“"sa:n.“ "”ngen.nmﬂg al |

. 5 X ’ LRLLE L
hte with their celebration of family fw.._v..._“ ol o

attempts 1o adapt male
female canformity and ¢
of these is the fact thar ull exis

developed with no coneem
cation.

s about youthful indepen

W Iguments against the sn._..._"p.wo w.“ﬂ Mw..“
Wy gave children the “freedom 10 un

AOftice of Juvenile Justice and: Delin-

 Prevention, 1985) and that it has ham-

UGN of “rmiceinat Note that thi _
W of “missing” children with 1 s In not
HOMlice of Juvenile Justice, 1986). m:.u.Mq n”“_.“..q u.n gsot._n:”e&“ o

teen sexuality are reflected in

' about the control of teen it
, prosutution  powerful 4 system :
4 pornography. 10 delinquency =.8ﬂ-_.

20de? POl = —



epurtment and
o from o sur
strual, the

au in one
free and casy
il

hat. Running
: 1360, Ths
12nii

clhivities by oirls

behavio

151 ﬁ_;.,._

fance
ore other st

Jelin

o rgd

ey spent littde
F

i) offend-

lear that the vasl

this (Y

nee i
womis
ot o threat 1o the
gmunity, This ar

{ 1wo additional
thit some small
y serlous eriminal

Vo nor aets,

ind. two, that | entle coun

Se youth that come nto its purview for these
minor offenses, thus re

£ resources lor the

nost serous voutl

Fhe evidence

SC points
Determined efforts 1o locat

e USETIOUS Juvt
ol oftend-

olfender™ have lailed 1o locate

ze only

¢s. For example, in

crs wWho specs

\ __Lz:_ ol

Uysis ol o

t and his asso

national self-report d

noted '

¢ lor special

non senous violent «

1o the con-

trary. senous violent offending
'mbed

d m a4 more general involy
vide range ol senous and 1
Elhot, Huiz 1, and Mo

M=SCHIOus |

se, 1987), Indeed

lenders reflect variations in ps

tces, and processes ol uncoveri

patiemms

s underlying offendin
More to th

e, mnums

. pohice and court personnel
ith they
1 YO
s ol
venile jus

nierest in rele
il otlenses (Chesn

r more iterested min

vl or sta
gined. Eflort: Finstitu
fenders, for example.
nnel who hod |
guilty ol

Limdd, TYSK). A

harge with 1

15 ollenses

iz sH

estublished, much of

hi a product of the system’s history that en
aged court officers o involyve the 1]
noncrimimal behavior of vouth in r (o

‘m from a vanery of social i

parallels ¢ x wnd between 1
essive penod and current national
challenge 1ty T

ol the ile Jus
Prevention Act of 19
with tl

on ol |

i youthiul n
unst 1l
children 1
wiy (Ofhice of Juvenile Justice and Delin
y Prevenuon, 1985) and that it has |

cumons of “missing children with the
parents (Ofhce of Juves

s alx

lustice, 1986). Sus

A0 S ire reflected in exce

Ve concern about the control of teen prog

ind child pornography

have also attempted (o justly con

of status otlend

tnge that v

HCD miersenton

would e

Yot there 15 litle

o cromingd behaviey

i Oflender

.T_...:v
Datesman und Alckin, 1984). Fin
itis likely

JUSTICE Svsiem s msistence

Hon I8 occur

reby lorcimng v

Iives ol escaped crniminal
he most influential

however, have la

cnses and, 48 4 conseguence, ne-

played by agencies ol ollicial
probation officers, Juvenile count
wm home worker and trmiming

) in the shaping of the “delin

the less than

Wil di

aretion n

wl particular b
inescapable. This

quent behavior and the
that bel

vior s particul; critical when  the

juestion ol I

deling

Cy I8 conswdered

Toward a Feminist Theory
of Delinquency

cich ou | lemumist theory of
cope ol tl I
ant, simply o
wlentify o few of the most obvious problems with

cle. It m _.., be sulficient

pPIs o adapt male-onented thee
iy und devin
Is e act than
d with

ce. Most significant

theones were
I gender stratih

) Concern af

ation

Note that this is not wervation
about  the wer of ger oh this
power 18 undemuable). It is increasingly clear that

Eender stratficauon i patn
powert

10 e

VOCICLY I8 s

1 system as s cluss. A feminist approach

construct

nolcg nabon

s Crima and Woman's Placs 189




of female behavior that are sensitive to its patriar-
chal context. Feminist analysis of delinguency
would also examine ways in which agencies of
socitl control—the police, the courts, and the
prisons—act in ways to reinforce woman’s place
in male society (Hums, 1977; Chesney-Lind,
1986). Efforts to construct a feminist model of
delinquency must first and foremost be sensitive to
the situations of girls. Failure to consider the exist-
ing empirical evidence on girls” lives and behavior
can quickly lead to stereotypical thinking and the-
oretical dead ends.

An example of this sort of flawed theory build-
ing was the early fascination with the notion that
the Women's Movement was causing an increase
in women's crime: 4 notion that is now more
or less discredited (Steffensmeier, 19800 Gora,
1982). A more recent example of the sume sort
of thinking can be found in recent work on the
“power-control” model of delinquency (Hagan,
Simpson, and Gillis, 1987). Here, the authors
speculate that girls commit less delinquency in
part because their behavior is more closely con-
trolled by the patriarchal family, The authors’
promising begmmning quickly gets bogged down in
a very limited definition of patriarchal control (fo-
cusing on parental supervision and variations in
power within the family). Ultimately, the authors'
narrow formulation of patriarchal control results
in their arguing that mother’s work force partici-
pation (particularly in high status occupations)
leads to mncreases in duughters’ delingquency since
these girls find themselves in more “egalitarian
fumilies.”

This is essentially a not-too-subtle variation on
the earlier “liberation™ hypothesis. Now, mother’s
liberation cnuses daughter’s cnime. Aside from
the methodological problems with the study (e.g.,
the authors argue that female-headed households
are equivalent 10 upper-status “egalitarian”™ fami-
lies where both parents work, and they measure
delinquency using a six-item scale that contans

no status offense items), there is a more funda-
mental problem with the hypothesis. There is no
evidence 1o suggest that as women'’s labor force
participation has increased, girls” delinquency has
increased. Indeed, during the last decade when
both women's labor force participation acceler
ated and the number of female-headed households
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soared, aggregate female delinquency measured
both by self-report and official statistics either de-
clined or remained stable (Ageton, 1983; Chilton
and Datesman, 1987; Federal Bureau of Investi-
gaton, 1987)

By contrast, a feminist model of delinguency
would focus more extensively on the few pieces
of information about girls' sctual lives and the
role played by girls’ problems, including those
caused by racism and poverty, in their delin-
quency behavior. Fortunately, a considerable
literature is now developing on girls” lives and
much of it bears directly on girls” crime

Criminalizing Girls’ Survival

It has long been understood that & major reasol
for girls' presence in juvenile courts was the fact
that their parents insisted on their arrest. In th
carly years, conflicts with parents were by 1a
the most significant referral source; in Honolul
44% of the girls who appeared in court in 1928
through 1930 were referred by parents.
Recent national data, while slightly less
plicit, also show that girls are more likely to be {
ferred 1o court by “sources other than law enfore
ment agencies” (which would include parents)
1983, nearly a quarter (23%) of all girls but ofl
16% of boys charged with delinquent offen
were referred to court by non-law enfo m
agencies. The pattem among youth referred
stutus offenses (for which girls are overe
sented) was even more pronounced, Well over |
(56%) of the girls charged with these offenses
45% of the boys were referred by sources d
than law enforcement (Snyder and Finné
1987, p. 21 see also Pope and Feyerherm, I8

T
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explanation for such a disparity—and of
should not be discounted as & major soul
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tion patterns have not changed very my
this is especially true for parents’ relatid
with their daughters (Katz, 1979). It appes
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childhood victimizations and their later criminal
careers. The Interviews revealed that virtually all
of this sample were the victims of physical and/or
wxunl abuse as voungsters; over 60% had been
sexually abused and about half hoad been raped
us young women. This situation prompted these
women fo run away from home (three-quaners
had been arrested for status alfenses) where once
o the streets they began engaging in prostitution
und other forms of petty property crime. They
ulso begin what becomes a lifetime problem with
drugs. As adults, the women continue in these
activities since they possess truncated educational
backgrounds und virtually no marketable occupa-
tional skills (see also Miller, 1986),

Confirmation of the consequences of childhood
sexual and physical abuse on adult female criminal
behavior has also recently come from a large
quantitative study of 908 individuals with sub-
stantiated und validated histories of these victim-
zations. Widom (198%) found that abused or ne-
glected females were twice as likely as a matched
group of controls 1o have an adult record (16%
compared 10 7.5). The difference was also found
among men, but it was not as dramatic (42% com-
pared to 33%), Men with abuse backgrounds were
also more likely to contribute to the “cycle of
violence™ with more arrest for violent offenses s
adult offenders than the control group. In contrast,
when women with nbuse backgrounds did become
mvolved with the criminal justice system, their ar-
rests tended to involve propenty and order offenses
(such as disorderly conduct, curfew, nnd loitering
violations) (Widom, 1988, p. 17),

Given this information, a brief example of
how o femimst perspective on the causes of fe-
male delinquency might look seems appropriste.
First, like young men, girls are frequently the re-
cipients of violence and sexual abuse. But unlike
boys, girls’ victimization and their response 1o
that victimization is specifically shaped by their
status as young women. Perhaps because of the
gender and sexual scripts found in patriarchal

families, girls are much more likely than boys
1o be victim of family related sexunl abuse. Men,
particularly men with traditional attitudes toward
women. are likely to define their daughters or
stepdaughters as their sexual property (Finkelhor,
1982), In @ society that idealizes inequality in
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male/female relationships and venerates youth in
women, gitls are easily defined as sexually at
tractive by older men (Bell. 1984). In additon,
girls" vulnerability 10 both physical and sexual
abuse 15 heightened by norms that require that
they stay at home where their victumizens have
necess to them,

Morcover, their victimizers (usually imales)
huve the ability to invoke official agencies of so-
cinl control m their efforts to keep young women
at home and vulnerable. That is to say, sbusers
have traditionally been able to utilize the uncrit-
ical commitment of the juvenile justice system
toward parental authority to force gitls 1o obey
them. Girls' complaints about abuse were, until
recently, routinely ignored. For this reason,
statutes that were onginally placed in law to “pro-
tect” young people have, in the case of girly’
delinquency, criminalized their survival strategies.
As they run away from abusive homes, parents
have been nble to employ agencies 1o enforce
their return. If they pemsisted in their refusal to
stay in that home, however intolerable, they were
incarcerated,

Young women, a large number of whom are
on the run from homes characterized by sexual
abuse and parental neglect, are forced by the very
statutes designed 1o protect them mto the lives
of escaped convicts. Unable to enroll in school
or take a job to support themselves because they
fear detection, young female runaways are forced
into the streets. Here they engage in panhandling.
petty theft, and occasional prostitution in order o
survive. Young women in conflict with their par-
ents (often for very legitimate reasons) miy actu-
ally be forced by present laws into petty criminal
activity, prostitution, and drug use

In addition, the fact that young girls (but not
necessarily voung boys) are defined as sexually
desirable and, in fact, more desirable then their
older sisters due 1o the double standard of aging
means that their lives on the streets (and their surs
vival strategies) take on unique shape—one again
shaped by patriarchal values. It is no sccident that
girls on the run from ubusive bomes. or on the

streets because of profound poverty, get involved

in cniminal activities that exploit their sexual
object status, American society has defined as
desirable youthiul, physically perfect women. This

Rirls puilty of minor misconduct make sense. Hawaii

means that girls on the streets, who have little else mewor
....a value 10 trade, are encournged 10 wilize this 34““_:.“."”85:.,:8
_R_z.::.,n (Campagna and Poffenberger, 1988), justice system's »
talso means that the criminal subculture views nsno..:..n.a S
them from this perspective (Miller, 1986). really _,R_B.n&.,.ﬁ
giving youth the |
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schmidt, 1986: Campbell, 1984). Finally, current  References
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expressed about youthful female defiance (other- 1988. The Sevual
wise much of the behavior of criminal Justice DE: Auburm Hous
personnel makes virally no sense). Only if one  CAMMIELL. AN 1084
sansiders the role of women's control over their ,ana!___ Blackwetk
sexuality at the point in their lives that their vilue  © Report Delin x)
1 patriarchal society is so pronounced, does the O o

historic pattern of juiling of huge numbers of ..s;.Zn..S.«.r..u..s

TWNI, ANGELA




ies vouth i
wually ot

S | In additon

1y, abuset
{1l i meni
1 UL e
_ Is | ol
_ | ¢, unti
4; _.-v
nl to “pre
\ \ i eirl
[ S | strategt
| 1 naa i
_ | enlo

1l hey I

11 | whom

{ | hv sext
{ | by the very

] 0nomnto e nve
nroll m hool

_ i W
i 1 ! _

¢ standard o "

et el 1
) his " 12
I y ident that
houn L
M { 11N ved
___t theas 1l

| |

\ m s ’
1! men. Th

cxeeplions o tus see (

streets, who have Hitle els
encouraged o unhize thy

il Pollenberger, 1988
criminal subcuy
spective (Miller, 1986

Female Delinquency, Patriarchal
Authority, and Family Courts

wwhts o male delin JUEDCY  WErT
ned by intensive field observation of
Very little of this sort of work has
the case ol girls” delmquency, though
i undenstanding of

nrls defimons
oWl Huations, choces, and behavior (fo

Peacog)

1981, Miller. 1986, Rose
U77), Time must be spent 1is
carch on the settings,

hools, that girls find themselve e 1m
WL ol vanations in those settings should also

¢ undertuken (see Figueirn-McDonough. 1986). A

more lete understunding of how poventy and
! shape girds” hives is also vital (see Messer

1986, Ca 1984). Finally, current
|l ¢ 1 ireh the reaction of i\

Vi much of the behavior

wencies 1o eirls

Fhas Intter task, adn
Harly cniucal ot
COTY

Wl throughout most of the court

1l all female delinquency has been
T lnrper miext « eirls’ sexual
! explanation for this pattern is that

capitnl has hi
mnce ol patn

I mirol over girl
1 1y miral to thi
6). The
iavely more of this

women
1 oau
am

Ing ofhicinl agencies o
pressed abour youthful fi

crimnal justice
sonne! makes vinually no sense). Only if on

onside th ole of women's control aver thew

xuality at the point in their lives that their valu
patoarehal Ciety
un __._:A‘ n ol

WO pronounced, does the

numbers ol

ity ul n

WOF TsConduoct make sens

his framework
reststunce that the
LERY ) TN ysiem s o
ncountered. Supp

LT norm

ent 1o curb the luvenilk

Mlenden

01 the
cally prepared for the political
aving youth th

irecdom to run. Horror stone

told by the opponents of deinstitutionalization

youthful prostitution

L 1in pormo :.__...:.. O 1ic

of Juvenile Jus Prevention
1985) all neg y that nu
o these behavid

! tlier victimization, fre Ju

that officials had, for vears, n
What may be at stake in efforts te
sttutionaiizanon effons 18 not so
Hon of youth s it s curbing the nght of young
women o dely patriarchy

both the dynamics of girl

nl reactions 1o that behiss

ssenunl 1o the dey

ment of tl es of

y that arc sen toars patriarchal os

ind racial A
References
| L Proximate Effect
wal Ay n Clnldl ! LT ! I
Poyclarry 1930 21256
\ S > 198 The Dynanies of Femule
Delinguen 19761980 Criminalo A 555584
B INGE Pow 1984 (B} Standard
\ In Wom \ Femn fer ) dited by
lo | man. Palo Alto, CA: Mavheld
H I El ind Chias P Sy 198 \ P
r 1t Vil FIT, ment fte Numl N
{ ucler fuveniles Pi e 1
tle Ji Svatem. Washington, DC: Governmen
Printing Off
Brown A\ samd D Fi ) 1486 N
of Chuld Sexual Al \ Review of R
W Bulictn } A
{ | 1) | y. amel D |
USK. The Seau Traflickis Children. Do
8] uburn Hou
Cavm ANN, 1984, The Girls in the Gane. Oxtord
4] Blac) |
A i | il 1. 1Y% Sex Differen n Sell
Report Delingqueney.” Criminalon R B Y
Cressny-Lp Mi W1 Female Juvenile Dells
ueney i Howe Mante the Umives ol
Hawu
Girls' Crime and v s Place 193




