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ABSTRACT 

Houseworth , Ronald , Self-Esteem of Offenders Sentenced to 
the United States Army Retraining Brigade . Master 
of Arts (Institute of Contemporary Corrections and 
the Behavioral Sciences) , Ma y , 1977 , Sam Houston 
State University , Huntsville , Texas . 

Purpose 

The objective of this study was to determine the re­

lationship of the self- esteem of military offenders and (1 ) 

the offenses committed by the offenders which were artifi­

cia lly separated into three categories of military status of­

fenses (offenses unique to personnel subject to the Uniform 

Code of Military Justice) , military criminal offenses (of-

fenses genera lly considered criminal throughout this society) , 

and mi litary combination offenses (those which consisted of 

two or more offenses at least one of which was a status of-

fense and one a criminal offense) , and (2) the ethnic affilia-

tion of the offenders which was either b lack , white , or other -

ethnic group . 

Methods 

The methods uti lized in this study were : (1) a re-

view of the literature of the symbolic interaction theory of 

behavior and pertinent research literature relevant to the 



variable s investigated ; (2) the administration of a ten-item 

self- esteem measuring instrument devised by Morris Rosenberg 

to 1 51 military offenders sentenced to the United States Army 

Retraining Brigade , Fort Riley , Kansas ; (3) conducting an 

analysis of the data to determine existing relationships 

using the chi-square test of significance ; and (4) consider­

ing all results with a probability of . 05 or less as signifi-

cant . 

Findings 

1 . The self-esteem of mi litary status offenders was 

not significantly higher than the self- esteem of military 

crimina l offenders . 

2 . The se l f -es teem of white mi litary status offenders 

wa s not significantly higher than the se lf-esteem of white 

military crimina l offenders . 

3 . The self- esteem of non-white mi litary status of­

fenders was not significantly higher than the self-esteem of 

non-white military criminal offenders . 

4 . The se l f -esteem of militar y offenders who committed 

a combination of military status and mi l itary criminal offenses 

was not significantly lower than the self-esteem of either 

mi li t ary status offenders or military criminal offenders . 

iv 



5 . The self- esteem of white mi l itary offenders who 

committed a combination of mi l itary status and mi l itary crimi ­

nal offenses was not significa nt l y l ower tha n the se l f - esteem 

of either white mi l ita ry status offenders or mi l ita ry c r iminal 

offenders . 

6 . The se l f - esteem of non- white mi l itary offenders 

who committed a combination of mi l ita ry status a nd mi l itary 

criminal offenses was not significant l y l ower than the se l f ­

esteem of either non - white mi l itary status offenders or non­

white militar y crimina l offenders . 

7 . There was not a significant difference in se l f ­

esteem between white mi l itary offenders and non- white mi l i ­

tary offenders . 

8 . There was not a significant difference in self­

esteem between white military status offenders and non- white 

militar y status offenders . 

9 . There was not a significant difference in se l f ­

esteem between white military crimina l offenders and non­

white military criminal offenders . 

10 . There was not a significant difference in self­

esteem between white military combination offenders and non­

white military combination offenders . 
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CHAPTER I 

INTRODUCTION 

One of the paramount concerns in our present culture 

is crime . The general population is reflecting a serious 

fear of criminality and criminals , especially vio lent crimes 

a gainst persons . In reaction to this popular fear , govern-

mental agencies and the academic world have focused a great 

deal of attention and resources toward this problem area 

during the past decade. Notwithstanding a n avalanche of re­

search and experimentation , conjecture , and philosophical 

outpourings , criminologists and penologists are still uncer­

tain as how best to cope with this gnawing problem of prevent­

ing crime and changing the deviant behavior of criminals . 

Classical criminological thought emphasizing the free - will 

concept of criminality , has been replaced with the positivist 

philosophy of determinism . Today , this latter stance is erod-

ing due to increased concern with the efficacy of the rehabil­

itation mode l of penology . 

Another approach to understanding criminality is to 

examine the broader fie ld of the symbolic interaction theory . 

This theory is a n attempt to explain behavior , not just devi ­

a nt behavior or "normal beha vior , " but all non - pathological 
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behavior. The main strength of symbolic interaction theory 

is that it provides a framewo rk f or examining individuals as 

unique entities , but at t he same time it al lows t he obser ver 

to gather his data within the broader context of the society 

in which t h e individual is functioning . This theor y promotes 

an individua l istic view o f man with a unique blend o f values , 

mora ls , be lie fs and attitudes , not solely as a bio logic or-

ganism , but as a member of a group which is located in the 

larger society . As such h e receives inputs fr om his heredity , 

the phy sical environment , parents , friends , acquaintances , 

and enemies . These factors , coup led with his accomplishments , 

his fai l ures , and his aspirations f orm the "reality " o f the 

universe for the man . Rea lity is an interpretation and inte-

gration of al l t h ese f actors and it is a unique product of 

each indiv idual . It is within this sphere of refer e nce that 

the individua l acts and reacts : behaves properly or behaves 

in an unacceptab le manner and is considered to be a deviant . 

Self-conception is of centra l importance in the sym-

boli c interac tion theor y . Brief l y , self-conception is a per-

son ' s evaluation of his position , va lue , worth , and esteem in 

relation to all of the other people he interacts with . The 

evaluation of sel f has been shown to have a definite relation-

h . 1 
sip to h ow one behaves . For this reason , an understanding 



of self-concept and its relat i onship to deviant beha v ior or 

criminality is important as it may provide some o f t h e an­

swers in helping to solve t he crime problem . 

Numerous studies h a ve concluded t h at there exists an 

inverse correlation between self- c oncept and d elinqu ency . 

This relations h ip is more t horoughly explored in t h e next 

chapter . Howev er , such knowledg e is of limited valu e in t h e 

peno logica l field as it is unknown whether the self-concept 

is causal in the individual decision to participate in d evi­

a nt b ehav ior; and if it is , to what extent does it influ ence 

t he adaptation o f criminality . Na t urally , e v en an affirma­

ti v e answer to t h e above question will not nec essarily ind i ­

cate an operational course o f action to prev ent cr ime or to 

reform crimina ls . 

3 

Some c l ues to the relationsh ip b etween self- concept 

and deviant behavior may b e gleaned f rom the s t udy of a par­

ticu l ar g roup of c o nvicted offenders . This group consists of 

mi l itary o ff enders . United States military of f enders are sub-

ject to a unique set of laws. Mi l itary personne l a r e subject 

to t h e laws and r egulations of the jurisdiction in which they 

are living as are members of the civilian popu lation . Notable 

exceptions o f military personne l liability f or local , state 

and federal laws inc l ude s erv ice connected activities in 
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foreign countries . Even then , existing Status of Forces 

Agreements may or may not preclude local prosecution f or host 

nation offenses . Within the United States , jurisdiction for 

of f enses committed by military personnel is dep endent upon 

the t ype o f offense , the location of the offe nse, and the 

serv i c e c onnection of the offense , if any . As a general rule, 

local prosecution , conviction and sentences to incarceration 

r esult in di scharge of the servicemember . 

In addition to regular civil and criminal liability 

s hared with all members of the society , military personnel 

are subject to a totally independent body of law . This law 

is the Uniform Cod e o f Mi litary Justice , promulgated by Con­

gressional action . The interesting aspect of military law is 

that it proscribes behavior which is considered criminal uni­

versally in our society , for example , larceny , assault , and 

fr a ud , and it also proscribes behavior which is defined as 

criminal only in the military c ontext, for example, disrespect 

to a superior commissioned o ff icer , failure to obey a regula­

tion, or absence with out leav e (AWOL) . Only activ e duty mili ­

tary personnel (with some minor exceptions) are legally sub­

ject to t he provisions o f the Cod e . 

The UCMJ contains a total o f fifty -eigh t punitiv e ar­

ticles or laws wh i ch , if b roken , subj e ct t h e offender to 
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possible forma l disciplinary a ction. Of this total number , 

twenty - four of the punitive articles are uniquely military , 

or military status offenses; twenty- six of the punitive ar­

ticles proscribe behavior or actions g enerally prohibited 

throughout our society; and eight punitive articles may be 

posted in either category , depending on the specific offense 

committed or charged . An example of an o ver lapping article , 

Article 92 , failure to obey an order or regulation , may in­

clude a violation of an Army - wide or local command regulation 

prohibiting the u se of marijuana , a criminal offense. On the 

other hand , this article may also be used to prosecute a sol­

dier who refuses to get his hair cut as ordered b y a commis-

sioned officer , a military status offense . Because of the 

artificiality of the separation of the types of offenses for 

this study , particular care must be exercised in analyzing 

the offense(s) of a given subject to insure proper categori­

zation of offense and offender. 

Violations of the Uniform Code of Military Justice 

may be disposed of in several way s . Reprimands and non-judi­

cial p unishment are usually s u fficient and are the preferred 

method o f disposing of minor v iolations . However , any viola­

tion may result in trial b y court- martial . Although there 

are s everal different levels of courts-martial (the lev el 
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determined by a combination of the severity of the o ffense 

and the wishes of t h e responsible c ommanding o ff i cers) with 

vary ing types and amo unts o f criminal sanc tions, suff i c e it 

to note that a f inding of gui lt b y court-martial does c onsti ­

t u e a fed eral c onv iction. Convic tion may invoke a sentenc e 

of incarceration , among other penalties. 2 

Current Department of the Army policy dictates t hat 

all offenders convicted b y a court-martial and sentenc ed to 

confinement f or a period o f six months or less and not sen­

tenc ed to r eceiv e a punitive d isch arge, will serve their sen­

t ence at the U. S . Army Retraining Br igad e (USARB ) , a c orrec­

tiona l f acility . Those p r isoners sentenced to incarceration 

f o r periods in excess o f six months and/or wh o are sentenced 

t o a punitive di s charg e are transferred to the United States 

Disciplinary Bar rack s (USDB) , an inter service f a c ility simi ­

la r to a federa l penitentiary . 

At this time, only one Retraining Brigade is in oper­

ation , the United States Army Retraining Brigade , Fort Riley , 

Kansas . Thus , t h e inmate or trainee population at t h e USARB 

consists o f a unique blend o f pr isoners convic ted o f statu s 

offenses, c riminal o ffenses, or a combination o f t h e two . 

The popu lati on is r elatively h omogeneou s relativ e to the seri­

o u sness o f the o ff ense (s) c ommitted as all prisoners are 



liable f or a period of incarceration of six month s or less . 

Purpose of the Study 

Th e purpose of this study wa s to investigate the 

relationship of self-concept, as measured by the level o f 

7 

self -es teem , and deviant or crimina l behavior. Spe cificially , 

it was designed to provide a comparative analy sis of the meas­

ured self-esteem of t h e U. S . Army offend ers sentenced to the 

U. S . Army Retraining Brigade who h ave been c onv icted o f mili­

tary status o ff enses to those who have b een conv icted o f crim­

inal of f enses. 

The comparison provided in f ormation a b out the rela­

tionship b etween sel f -esteem and t h e t ype of offense f or wh i ch 

the p r isoner wa s c onv icted . An analysis of t h e data prov i d e d 

an insight into t h e d i fferences between t h e t h ree c ategories 

of o ffenders , military status offenders , military c riminal o f ­

f enders, and military combination offender s . 

Importance o f the Study 

The importance of this study lies in the nature o f 

the popu lation b eing studied . Criminality f or t his group 

is potentially fa r b roader than that o f the civilian population . 

Activity which is acceptable in the civi lian community c eases 



to be acceptable f ollowing induction into t h e Arme d Forces . 

Because of this un ique enlargement o f behavio ra l ru le s , more 

types of activity are defined as cr iminal. Thus , ana l y si s 

of the catego r ies o f o ffend ers enable s more insight into t he 
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problem of dev iance in general . Further , it provides greater 

know l edge of the nature o f military o ff end ers and is of sig­

ni f i cance in mi li tary penological d ecision ma king . 

Assumptions 

The f ollowing a ssumptions wer e necessary to complete 

this investigation: 

1 . I t is assumed t hat t h e self-esteem motive , or the 

desire to t hink favo rab l y o f one's s el f in r elation to the 

rest of society , is a universa l motive in the Amer ican cu ltur e . 

2 . I t is assumed that each individual has a basic con­

cept of himse l f which is e ither "good" or "bad" and t hat this 

concept h a s an impact on behavior . 

3 . I t is assumed that one's s el f concep t , while not 

immutable, is re lative l y stabl e and is not drastica lly a ltered 

b y one event , such as the c onviction of an offense . 

4 . It i s assumed that the leve l o f se l f -esteem meas ­

ured b y the test instrument is indicative o f and positively 

re la ted to t h e subjects ' t otal self concept . 



Questions 

Th is study was designed to answer the f ollowing 

questions : 

1 . What is the difference , if any , between t h e 

sel f -esteem of military status of fenders and military crim­

inal o ff enders? 

2 . What is t h e difference, i f any , b etween the 

sel f -esteem o f military o ff enders relative to t h e ethnic 

origin o f the of f enders? 
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3 . Is there a difference in the quality o f dev iance, 

as reflected by measurement o f self-esteem, when it involves 

a military status off ense as opposed to a military criminal 

o ff ense? 

Hypotheses 

This study was designed to investigate t h e f ollowing 

hypoth eses : 

1. Th e self-esteem o f military status offenders will 

b e significantly h igher t h an t h e sel f -esteem of military crim­

inal of f enders. 

2. The self -esteem o f white military status o ff enders 

will b e signi ficantly higher t h an the self - esteem o f wh ite 



military criminal offenders. 

3 . The self-esteem of non-wh ite military status 

of f enders will be significantly higher than the self-esteem 

o f non-white militar y criminal o ffenders . 
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4 . The self-esteem of military offenders who com­

mit a combi nation of military status offenses and military 

criminal offenses will be significantly lower than the self­

esteem o f either military status o ffenders or military crim­

inal o ff enders . 

5 . The self-esteem of white military offend ers who 

commit a combination of military status off enses and mili­

tary c r i minal o f fenses will be significantly lower than the 

self-esteem o f either wh ite militar y status offenders or 

wh ite military criminal offenders . 

6 . The self-esteem of non-wh ite military of f enders 

wh o commit a combination o f military status o f fenses and 

military c riminal of f enses will be signi f i c antly lower than 

t h e sel f -esteem of eith er non-wh ite military status offenders 

or non-wh ite military c riminal o f fenders . 

7 . Th ere will b e signi f i c ant difference in sel f ­

esteem b etween white military o f fend ers and non-white mili­

tary o ff enders. 

8 . There will b e a significant d i ff erence in sel f -
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esteem b etween wh ite military status o ffend er s and non- wh ite 

milita r y status o ffenders . 

9 . Ther e will be a signi f icant diffe r e nce in s e lf­

esteem between white military crimina l o ffender s and non­

wh ite military criminal of f enders . 

10 . There will b e a significant difference in self­

esteem b etween whi te military c ombination o ff enders and n on ­

whi te military combination o ff enders . 

Definitions 

Se veral terms u sed t hrough out t hi s research project 

require operational d e f initions f or t h e purpose of c larity . 

Some t erms listed be low are u nique to t h e military services, 

especially t h e United State s Army , and may b e unfamiliar to 

the civilian reader . Sources o f d efinitions h a v e b een in-

e l ude d where appropriate . 

1 . Con f inement in the military setting is v e ry simi­

lar to the term "incarceration" u sed in c i v ilian penology . 

Confinement is t h e involuntary holding of a c onvicted mili ­

tary offend e r f o r a period specified i n the sentenc e levi e d 

by a court-martial . Confinement may b e ordered to several 

types o f faci lities including area and installation confin e ­

ment f a c ilities, a United States Army Retraining Brigade, a 
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United States Disciplinary Barracks , or a federal institution. 

2. A correctional facility is an institution provid-

ing correctional treatment to military o ffenders . The treat-

ment program is designed to motivate and retrain offend ers 

f or return to military duty or for discharge to civilian life 

f ollowing c on f inement. This term is applied only to Retrain-

ing Brigades and Disciplinary Barracks . Other military facil-

ities used to hold prisoners prior to trial b y court-martial 

or pending transfer to a correctional faci lity are designated 

as confinement facilities (Department of the Army Regulation 

190-47 , 1975, p . A-1) . 

3 . A c ourt-martial is a military trial court com­

posed o f service o fficers, and occasionally senior enlisted 

personnel as well , wh o determine the guilt or innocence of 

an accused member of that service for violations of t h e Uni­

f orm Code of Military Justice in an adv ersary trial process. 

Members o f the court- martial assess punishment in those cases 

when a verdict o f guilt is determined . There are three levels 

o f c ourt-martial which may b e convened , each composed of dif­

f erent members and h aving var y ing maximum punishment authority . 

In descending order of power , the three lev els o f courts - mar ­

tial are (1) general c ourt- martial, (2 ) special court-martial, 

and (3) summar y court-martial . An increasingly popular option 



e x ercised by the accused is h is election to have his case 

h eard b y military judge alone . In t h is instance t h e mi l i -

tar y j udge d e c ides f acts of l aw, gui lt or innocence, and 

sentences gu ilty o f fenders . 
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4 . Th e high est enlisted rank h eld refers to t h e 

h i ghest enlisted (as opposed to warrant or commiss ioned of­

f i c er ) g rad e o f rank a chiev ed b y t h e so l dier . This informa­

t i on is desir able wh en dealing with s e ntenced military pris­

oners as all sentenced offenders rev ert to the lowest rank 

(E-1 ) wh en the y enter con f inement f ollowing c onv iction . 

5 . A military combination offend er (abbreviated c o m­

b inat i on in tables and f i gures) refers to a member of t h e 

Un i ted States Army wh o h as b een convicted b y court-martial of 

two or more o ff enses o f t h e UCMJ wh ich are a combination o f 

both military statu s of f enses a nd military c riminal o f f e n ses. 

An e x ample o f t h is t ype o f of f ender would b e t h e sold i e r wh o 

h as b een conv icted o f a b senc e with out leav e (Article 86) and 

assa u lt (Arti c le 128) . I t is important to note t h at the UCMJ 

does not d i fferentiate b etween status and c riminal offe nses ; 

t h is d ich otomy h as been arti f icially introduced by t h e auth or 

f or t h e p urposes o f t h is research projec t . 

6 . Th e term military c riminal o ff end er (a bbrev iated 

MCO i n tables and f igures ) h as b een d e v ised by t h is a u t h or 
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for the purposes of this study . The military criminal of-

fender has been convicted of v iolations of the Uniform Code 

o f Mi litary Justice which are universally considered criminal 

offenses in our society . Had t h e same violations occurred in 

a civi l ian setting by a person not subject to the UCMJ, those 

acts would still h a ve been liable f or prosecution by some 

leve l of the criminal j us tice system . For example , a v iola-

tion of Article 128 , UCMJ , assau l t , is a criminal offense 

throughout our society . A complete listing of o ff enses con­

tained in the UCMJ which , upon c onviction , result in the de­

signation o f military criminal offender , is found in Appendix 

A. 

7 . The term military status offend er (a bbrev iated 

MSO in tables and figures) has been d e vi sed by this author 

f or the purposes of this study . The military status offender 

has been convicted o f a violation of the Uniform Code of Mili­

tary Justice which is a uniquely military o ffense . Had the 

same behavior occurred i n a civilian setting by someone not 

subject to the UCMJ, no crimina l act would have occurred , nor 

would the perpetrator h a v e been liable f or crimina l prosecu­

tion . A comp lete listing of o ff enses contained i n the UCMJ 

which , upon convi c tion, result in the designat ion of military 

status o ffender, is f ound in Appendix A. 



8 . Punitive Artic les are numbered articles o f the 

Un i f orm Code of Militar y J us tice f or wh ich c riminal liab il­

ity is incurred as a result o f v iolation o f t h e articles by 
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personnel subject to the Code . There are f i f t y - eight speci-

f ie articles which proscribe variou s t ypes o f b ehavior . A 

complete listing o f the p unitive articles is f ound in Appen­

d i x A. Actions b y personnel sub ject to the Code wh ich are 

not proscribed in the punitiv e articles can not result in a 

trial b y court- martia l . 

9 . A punitive di schar ge is either a bad conduct dis -

charge or a di s ho norab le d ischarge from the Army . Other t ypes 

o f di scharges wh ich are not punitive in nature i nclud e t h e 

honorable discharg e and general discharge . It sh ou l d b e noted 

t hat punitive d ischarges tend to incur civil disabi litie s f or 

the holder such as c ertain t ypes o f employment d isqualifica­

tions and los s of some or al l veteran benefits . 

10 . Self or s e l f -concept is d e fined in t h e f ollowing 

quotation : 

Se l f represents the continuing cognitive-affec­
tive organization and reorganization of the exper­
ienced past , experiencing o f the present, and antic ­
ipated futur e of the organism so s tructured as to b e 
s ymbolic o f the organism 's perception of its b eing 
at any point in time . Actua lly , self is a process 
by means o f which t h e organism deriv es and c onstructs 
sel f -pr oduct s which , taken togeth er, r epre s ent the 
organism's interpretation and meaning o f itsel f . In 



this relationship the organism is the entity and 
self is the process that evo l v es representations 
of i ts own entity and its related mental and be­
haviora l activities . Operationally , defining and 
describing one ' s se l f is a continuously evolving 
produc t of learn ing , structured in the f orm of 
interacting emotional and cognitive elements . 
Thus, s el f is the means by which the organism is 
aware of and unders tands itse l f as a corporate 
b eing with a past h istory and a probable or pos ­
sible futur e (Horrocks and J ackson , 1972 , pp . 7-8) . 

A greate r explanation of self- concept to include the 

components and deve lopment processes involved is found in 

Chapter II . 

11 . Self-esteem and se l f - esteem motive " is d e -

fined as the need of the person to maximize the experience of 

positiv e se l f -att i t udes or self-feelings and to minimize the 

experience of negative self- attitudes or self- f eeling s" 

(Kap lan , 1 975, p . 10) . 

12 . A trainee, f o r the p urposes o f this project , re-

f ers to 

... an individual undergoing correctional treatment 
and training a t t he U. S . Army Retraining Brigade . 
This term applies to prisoners as well as to those 
individuals whose sentences to c onfinement has ex­
pired , been suspended , or remitted at the retrain­
ing brigade (Departme nt of t he Army Regulation 
190-4 7 , 1975, p . A- 3) . 

1 3 . The Uniform Code of Military Justice (UCMJ) wa s 

originally enacte d as part of the act of May 5 , 1950 . It was 

t h erea f ter revised , codified , and enacted into law b y the 
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Congress of the United States . It appears as part of Title 

10, United States Code , by t h e act of August 10, 1 956 . Fur-

ther revisions of the Unifor m Code of Mi l itary Justice have 

occurred periodically . The curre nt edition is the Mi li tary 

J ustice Act of 1 96 8 . The UCMJ encompasses genera l pro visions 

of the Code , apprehension and restraint procedur es, nonjudi-

cial punishment procedures , court- martial jurisdiction, com­

position of courts - martia l, pre- trial procedure , tria l pro­

cedure , sentencing , rev iew of courts-martia l and the punitive 

articles . This document is the basic source of military legal 

authority . 

14 . The United States Army Retraining Brigade (USARB) 

provides an intensive motivationa l and retraining 
program to prisoners whose sentences include no puni­
tive discharge or a suspended punitive discharge and 
six months or less confinement . . .. The program is 
designed to prepare prisoners f or return to honorable 
military service or to rapidly identify and eliminate 
from mi litary service through administrative or legal 
actions those prisoners who h a ve not the desire or 
ability to serve h onorab ly (Department of the Army 
Regulation 1 90 - 47 , 197 5 , p . A- 3) . 

Only one USARB is in operation , the United States Army 

Retraining Brigade located at Fort Riley , Kansas . During fis-

cal y ear 197 6 (1 J u l y 197 5 - 30 J une 197 6 ) , t h e last f iscal 

year f or which complete figures are available , a total of 

2 , 60 1 trainees were assigned to the USARB . Of this total 
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input, 37 . 2 per cent were reassigned to military units upon 

successful completion of training; the remaining 72 . 8 per 

cent received discharges or other unfavorable dispositions . 3 

15. The United States Disciplinary Barracks (USDB) 

is an interservice correctional facility which 

.. . provides a place o f confinement for prisoners 
with punitive discharges or those with a sentence 
in excess of six months confinement and no puni­
tive discharges . Provides an extensive vocational 
and academic training program to improve prisoner 
attitudes and motivation for either return to duty 
or re lease to civi lian life as useful citizens 
(Department of the Army Regulation 190-4 7 , 197 5 , 
p.A-3) . 

The USDB is currently located at Ft . Leavenworth , Kansas. 



CHAPTER II 

REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE 

"Who am I?" "What am I?" These two questions have 

intrigued and frustra ted human thought no doubt since man 

became man . The idea of the individual as a unique being , 

a self , has distant historic origins - perhaps extending 

back into the void of prehistory . Diggor y (1966) notes that 

at least as early as t h e Homeric writings , man concerned him-

self with the dis tinction between his physical body and some 

non-physical dimension of being which has been variously trans-

lated as "soul , " "spirit , " or "psy che" (p . 1) . The answer to 

the original two questions is found in the "self . " 

Perhaps the most concise definition of self in modern 

usage was postulated by Horrocks and Jackson (1972): 

Self represents the continuing cognitive-affective 
organization and reorganization of the experienced 
past , experiencing of the present , and anticipated 
future of the organism so structured as to be s ym­
bolic of its being at any point in time (p . 7) . 

Some contemporary authors continue to ascribe meta-

physical properties to the self and defy the efficacy of 

analy z ing and studying it . Mous takas (1956) suggests that 

"the self is not d e finab le in words . Any verba l analysis 

tends to categorize or segment the self into communicable 
19 
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aspects or parts . The self can only be experienced" (p . 11) . 

Whi le this analy sis may be true in an absolute sense , such 

a course of action would remove the concept of self from 

the realm of scientific inquiry and deposit it in a philo­

sophical sphere . Fortunately , Gergen (197 1 ) so l ves this 

dilemma by explaining that the self is not a thing but is 

a hypothetical construct . This definition is in keeping 

with scientific thought and allows the abstraction and test-

ing of hypotheses relevant to the self . 

The concept of self is the keystone of s ymbolic inter -

action theory . In this light, the self is viewed as a dual 

concept : self is both process and structure. 

On the former level we shall be concerned with 
that process by which the person conceptualizes 
(or categorizes) his behavior - both his external 
conduct and his internal states . On the structural 
leve l , our concern is with the system of concepts 
available to the person in attempting to define 
h imself (Gergen , 1971, pp . 22 - 23, emphasis in the 
original) . 

This chapter will first examine the historic genesis 

of the s ymbolic interaction theory as propounded by William 

James , John Dewey, James Baldwin , Charles Horton Cooley , 

Wiliam Isaac Thomas , and George Herbert Mead . The current 

state of this theory of sociological inquiry and several de­

rivatives of it will also be discussed . Next , the develop­

ment of the self-concept will be examined as well as t h e 



process by which the self defends itself or maintains con­

sistency in daily living . The re l ationship of self- concept 

and beha v ior , both conforming and deviant behavior , wi l l be 

explored to include a s u rvey of the corre l ates of se l f - con­

c ept . Finally , criminological t h eorie s which have a basis 

in symbolic interaction wi ll be discussed . 

Early Symbolic Interactionists 

Martindale (1960) observed that the s ymbo l ic inter ­

action t heory is primari l y an American theoretical develop­

ment . The early socia l scientists wh o first placed a great 

d eal of emphasis on self and personality as the focus o f 

s ociologica l inquiry were originally pragmatists . It was 
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not unti l a f ter t h e writings of the scholars noted below that 

symbolic interaction was acknowledged to b e a distinct t h eo ­

retical d evelopment . 

William James (1842-1910) 

Most academicians begin the his tor y of symbolic inter ­

action theory with an acknowledgement of the contributions o f 

Wi lliam Jame s . He was one o f the first to recognize sel f as 

a significant theoretical factor in social interaction . One 

of hi s early works , Principles of Psychology (1902) contains 
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this definition and explanation of se l f : "In its widest I2Q§_-

sible sense , however , ~ man ' s Se l f is the sum tota l of a ll he 

" (Vol. I, p . 21 9, emphasis in the original) . 

This very wide definition exce eds the meaning of self by in-

eluding an individual's property , immediate f a mily , and even 

his bank account . J ames furthe r c l arifies se l f by subdivid-

ing it into the four categories of materia l self , socia l self , 

spiritual self , and the pure ego (Vol . I , p . 292) . These con­

stituents of self are important factors as the y give rise to 

"self- feelings" as a result of feelings and emotions they 

evoke and the actions they prompt or instiga te which the au-

thor refers to as "Self- seeking" and "Self- preservation activ-

ities . 

James po stulated the interdependence of social self 

and the social acquaintances of a given individual by stating 

that the social self" ... is the recognition which he gets 

from his mates " (1902 , Vol. I , p . 293) . He expanded this 

principle by noting the mu ltiplicity of social selves avail ­

a ble to an individual: 

Properly speaking , ~ man has as many social selves 
as there~ individuals who recognize him and carry 
an image of him in their mind . To wound any of these 
his images is to wound him . But as individuals who 
carry the images fall naturally into classes we may 
practically say that he has as many different social 
selves as there are distinct groups of persons about 



whose opinion he cares . He generally shows a dif­
ferent side of himself to each of these different 
groups (James , 1902 , Vol . I , p . 294 , emphasis in 
origina l) . 
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James also formulated the famous equation of self-

esteem (1 902 , Vo l. I , p . 310) : 
Self- esteem= Success 

Pretensions 

And he observed that self- esteem could as easily be in­

creased by reducing pretensions (aspirations) as well as by 

increasing the success experienced by the individual . 

Nor did the mutability of reality escape James' ken . 

"In this sense , whatever excites and stimulates our interest 

is re a 1 . . . " (James , 190 2 , Vo 1. I I , p . 2 9 5 ) . In essence , he 

believed that man had to recognize or take into account inputs 

from his environment , physica l or social , before these factors 

had an impact on him . Those inputs which were ignored or not 

acted upon were unreal . 

Thus , James was one of the earliest social psycholo­

gists to emphasize that the individual and his personality are 

closely allied to the society in which he lives and interacts . 

John Dewey (1859- 19 52) 

Dewey's principle contribution t o symbolic interaction 

was his denigration of the popu lar concept that social customs 

or social "habit" were the result or composite of individual 
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hab its . Dewey emphasized the supr emacy of societal influ-

ence on the development of the individual's habits . "The 

activities of the group are already there , a nd some assimi ­

lation of his own acts to their pattern is a prerequisite of 

a share therein ... " (Dewey , 1 922 , p . 58 ) . The individual 

commences the assimilation of societal habits as an infant 

by virtue of being associated with peop l e who have likewise 

acquired the habi ts of society . 

James Mark Ba l dwi n (1861 - 1 934 ) 

That individual personality is formulated in an inter ­

action between the young infa nt a nd other people , principally 

other fami l y members or a nurse , is the main contribution of 

Baldwi n to symbo lic interaction . Baldwin conceptualized per -

sonality deve lopment as occurring in three stages : the "pro-

jective" stage , t he "subjective " stage , a nd the "ejective" 

stage (Baldwin , 1 9 11 , pp . 24 - 25) . In the f irst stage the chi l d 

distinguishes that people are d i fferent from other obj ects . 

The second sta ge is one of imitation of others' actions and 

behaviors fo r the child . Lastly , in the ejecti v e sta g e the 

infa nt comes to realize the similarity between his own feel­

ings a nd those of other p eople with whom he is a ssociated . 

"For Baldwin, then , persona l ity d e velopment was also in good 



part a product of se l f - other relationships" (Stryker , 1 964 , 

p . 1 28) . 

Charles Horto n Cooley (1864-1 9 2 9 ) 

In a b a sic sense ... Cooley applied to s ociety 
the kind of approach that James had applied to the 
self . Cooley ' s conception of the self corre­
sponds very c lose l y to what Jame s called the social 
se l f (Martindale , 1 960 , p . 344). 

For Cooley (1 964) , the "so lid f acts " of society were found 
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" ... in the imagination which people have of one another ... " 

(p . 1 21) . "It is worth noting that there is no separation 

between real and imaginary persons ; indeed, to be imagined 

is to become real , in a social sense ... " (p . 95) . 

The crux of Cooley ' s theme of imaginations o f people 

is found in his often quoted "look i ng g las s s elf : " 

Each to each a looking - g lass 
Ref lects the other that doth pass 
(1 964 , p . 184 ) . 

The structure of the looking glass self for Cooley 

(1964) is composed of three principle e lements : " t he i m-

a g ination of our appear a nce to the other per son ; the imagina-

tion of his judgement of that appearance , and some sort o f 

self-feeling , such as pride or mortification" (p . 184) . 

The individua l mind was simp l y not divisib le from 

that which Coo ley referred to as the social mind . He 
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envisioned the individual as an intimate part of society , as 

the fo llowing excerpt c learly shows: 

Mind is an organic whole made up of cooperating 
individualities , in somewhat the same way that 
the music of an orch estra is made of divergent 
but related sounds . No one wou l d think it neces ­
sary or reasonab le to divide music into two kinds , 
that made by the whole and that of the particu l ar 
instruments , and no more are there two kinds of 
mind , t h e social mind and the individual mind 
(Cooley , 1929 , p . 3) . 

Perhaps the most significant contribution of Cooley 

was his recognition of the existence and importance of the 

primary group in formulating t he individual's social orienta-

tion and even his ideas . Martindale (1960) has analyzed five 

characteristics of Cooley 's primary group : " ( l) face-to-face 

association , (2) unspecified nature of associations , (3) rela-

tive permanence , (4) a small number of persons involved , and 

(S) relatvie intimacy of participants" (p . 345) . 

Cooley also separated the self from the materialistic 

body . The self or the "I" " ... refers chiefly to opinions , 

purposes , desires , claims , and the like , concerning matters 

that involve no thought of the body" (1964 , p . 176) . 

In summary , Cooley emphasized and formali z ed at least 

three of the basic tenets of symbolic interaction theor y . He 

stressed the unity of the individual and society , the reality 

of and the importance of imaginations , and h e further d efine d 
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the self as a primary factor in social interaction . 

Wil l iam Isaac Thomas (1863-1947) 

Thomas' maj or impact on the development of s ymbolic 

interaction theory was his emphasis on the subjective element 

of human perception . Human behavior, both i ndividual and 

group , can not b e fully understood unless three separate but 

interrelated factors are considered . According to Stryker 

(1964) , Thomas stressed that behavior is influenced by the 

objective conditions , the situation , and the subjective ad-

justive processes of the individual (s ). The subjective ap­

praisal of the more concrete objective conditions and the 

situation is a process of "defining the situation . " 

An adjustive effort of any kind is preceded by a deci ­
sion to act or not act along a given line , and the de­
cision is itself preceded by a definition of the situa­
tion , that is to say , an interpretation or point of 
view, and eventually a policy and a behavior pattern . 
In this way quick judgments and decisions are made at 
every point in everyday life . Thus when approached by 
a man or beast in a lonely spot we first define the 
situation, make a judgment, as to whether the object 
is dangerous or harmless , and then decide ('make up 
our mind ') what we are going to do about it (Thomas , 
1937, p . 87 , emphasis in original) . 

The significance of the subjective element in behav­

ior was formulated by Thomas into a popular postulate of be-

havior . "If men define situations as real , they are real in 

their consequences" (Thomas and Thomas , 1928, p . 572) . 
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Thomas arrived at this conclusion after examining the case 

of a man who killed strangers when he believed that they were 

talking silently to themselves about him . Thus , behavior is 

a phenomenon which transcends objectivity and requires a sub­

jective evaluation . 

Thomas also acknowledged the influences of society on 

individual beha vior . Societal influence begins at b irth when 

the chi ld becomes a part of a group which has developed or in­

formally codified certain common definitions or situations . 

Thus , " . . . moral codes are the products of 'successive defini­

tions of the situation'" (Str yker , 1964 , p . 131) . 

George Herbert Mead (1863-1931) 

More than any other individual , Mead is largely re ­

sponsible for the synthesis and expansion of the preceding 

theorists' ideas into a codified or formalized theory of be-

havior. This accomplishment is particularly awesome in view 

of the fact that Mead never published a systematic version of 

his theoretical concepts . Me ltzer (1967) noted that "all four 

of the books bearing his authorship are posthumously collected 

and edited works" (p . 5) . The source material consisted pri-

marily of student lecture notes , Mead's notes , and tentative 

drafts of essays . 



In fact , Mead did not consider himse lf an interac-

tionist , a term which arose somewhat later . His philosophy 

was based on what he referred to as "socia l behaviorism . " 

By this term Mead means to refer to the description 
of behavior at the distinctly human level . Thus , 
for socia l behaviorism , the basic datum is the so­
cia l act .... The study of social acts entails 
concern with the covert aspects of behavior . Fur­
ther , the concept of the 'social act ' implies that 
human conduct and experience have a fundamental 
socia l dimension in that the social context is an 
inescapable element in distinctly human actions 
(Meltzer , 1967 , p . 6) . 
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For Mead , social behaviorism entailed a study of the 

interrelationships of f o ur components : society , self , mind , 

4 and the a ct . 

l. Society . According to Mead , group life or society 

is a matter of cooperative behavior which occurs as a result 

of gestures , significant symbols , role taking , and an under-

standing of the generalized other . "The gesture is an aspect 

of action that is taken as a sign of the course of action" 

(Martinda le , 1 960 , p . 356) . Mead (1934) explains the rela-

tionship of the gesture and other fac tors of his theory as 

fo llows : 

Gestures become significant symbols when they im­
p licitly arouse in an individual making them the same 
responses which they explicitly arouse ... in other 
individuals , the individuals to whom they are address­
ed; and in all conversations of gestures within the 
social process , whether external (between different 



individuals) or internal (b etween a given individua l 
and himse l f ) , the individual's consciousness of t he 
content and f low of meaning i nvolved depend s on his 
thus t aking the attitude of t he other toward his own 
gestures (p . 47 ) . 

Strauss (19 64 , p . xii) noted that the generalized 

other is Mea d ' s way of expressing what is now referred to 

as refe rence group a ffi liation . It is t hrough the general-

ized oth er that social control is maintained . 

Each perce ives , thinks , forms judgments and controls 
himse l f according to the f rame of reference o f the 
group in which he is participating . Since he de­
fines objects , other people , the world , and h imself 
from the perspective tha t h e shares with others , he 
can v isualize his p roposed l ine of action from this 
genera lized standpoint , anticipate the reactions of 
others , inhibit undesirable impu lses, and t hu s guide 
his conduct . The socialized p erson is a society in 
miniature ... (Shibutani , 1955 , p . 564 ). 
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2 . Self . Mead (1934) very c l early distinguished be­

t ween the se l f and the physica l organism or body . The char ­

acteristic which chief l y distinguished the self fr om the body , 

or for that matter from other objects , is that the se l f " ... 

is an object to its elf. . . " (p . 1 36) . The se l f operates , ac­

cording to Mead in two distinct but interacting phases : the 

"I" and the "me . " The " I" i s t hat element of s elf which r e -

acts to the "me . " In Mead ' s words, "the ' I ' is the response 

of the organism to the attitudes of the others, and the ' me' 

is t he organized set of attitudes of others which one himse l f 



assumes" (p . 17 5) . Stryker (1964) explains these concepts 

in more curr ent usage . 

The 'me' is the equivalent of the social roles , 
the organized attitudes of others which one in­
c orporates into his self . The 'I' wh ich Mead 
us e d in accounting for spontaneity , creativity , 
and chang e in social experience , represents the 
r esponse o f t h e organism to t h ose organized at­
titudes of oth ers (p . 132) . 

Mead t h eorized that the self , which is not present 

at birth , develops in three stages during early childhood . 

Mead 's "pr eparator y stage" is essentially one of imitation 

o f other people's behavior which is similar to Baldwin's 

"projective stage . " During the second stage , the "play 
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stage , " the child experiments with taking various roles . In 

the third a nd final stage , the "game stage , " the child as-

sumes va rious ro les and reacts to them; in this way a concep-

tualization of t h e generalized other is formed and a self has 

arisen . Mi ller (1973) critiqued the three stage process by 

noting that "self-awareness involves awareness of the other . 

Both emerge at t he same time" (p . 9) . 

"Mind is seen as a process , which manifests 

itself wh enev er the individual is interacting with himself by 

using significant symbols" (Meltzer , 1967 , p . 13) . Minded be-

havior arises in t h e problem solving situation . The self in-

teracts with itself in visualizing t h e results o f various 
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cour ses of action prior to actual l y engaging in behavior . 

It is t h is ability of humans to display mind ed behavior in 

response to a problem which Mead emphasized as t h e principle 

distinction b etween human and animal b e h a v ior . 

For Mead , the unit of study is 'th e act , ' which 
c omprises both overt and covert aspects of human 
act ion .... Attention , perception , imagination , 
reasoning , emotion , and so forth , are seen as parts 
of the act - - rather than as more or less extr ins ic 
influences upon it . Human beha vior presents itself 
in the f orm of acts , ra ther t han of concatenations 
of minute responses (Meltzer , 1 967 , p . 17) . 

The t h eoretical developments espoused by Mead arrived 

at a propitious time according to Strauss (1964) . His ideas 

were seized upon by sociologists to counter a gaining popu lar ­

ity of b iological determinism and Freudian explanations of 

behavior . 

Symbolic Interaction Theory Today 

Although there is sti ll a b asi c difference of opinion 

among socio logists as to the relative importance and inf l u enc e 

of the individua l and society in human society , the symbo lic 

interactionists continue t o stress the primacy of society in 

shaping the personality of the individual (Manis and Meltzer , 

1967 , p . 2) . A better understanding of the term symbo l ic 



interaction was supp lied by Blumer (1 962) : 

The term 'symbolic interaction' refers, o f course , 
to the peculiar and distinctive character of inter ­
actions as it takes place between human beings . The 
peculiarity consists of the fact that human beings 
interpret or 'define ' each other ' s actions instead 
of merely reacting to each other's actions . Their 
'response' is not made directly to the actions of 
one another but instead is based on the meaning 
which they attach to such actions . Thus , human 
interaction is mediated by the use of symbols , b y 
interpretation , or by ascertaining the me aning of 
one another 's actions . This mediation is equiva ­
lent to inserting a process of interpretation be­
tween stimu lus and response in the case of human 
behavior (p . 180) . 

The primary ingredient of this theory, in addition 
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to the society - more specifically , the group or subculture -

then , is the individua l . The importance of the individual 

arises from the nature of the self . Perhaps the interrela­

tionship of self and society is more clearly understood if 

these two factors are considered to be "twin born . " Young 

(1972) spoke of three ways of viewing the simultaneous gene-

sis of se l f and society : " ... once in the emergence of self 

through socialization process within primary groups (and) 

again in the presentation of self in every day society" (p . 6) . 

Thirdly , the self is comprised of a specific set of social 

identities . 

~ Formalized Theory of Symbolic Interaction 

Kinch (1963) reduced s ymbolic interaction theory in 
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three basic postulates and the interaction of four variab l es . 

The three postulates of the theory are : 

1 . The individua l 's se l f - concept is based on his 
perception of the way others are responding to him . 
2. The individua l' s se l f - concept functions to 
direct h is behavior . 
3 . The individua l 's perception of the responses 
of others toward him ref l ects the actual responses 
of others toward him (p . 482) . 

The four basic variabl es of Kinch's s ymbo l ic inter -

action theory are : 

1 . The individua l' s self- concept (S) . 

2 . His perception of the responses of others toward 

him (P) . 

3 . The actual responses of others toward him (A) . 

4 . His behavior (B) . 

The interrelationship of the four variables can be 

stated as follows : 

The actual responses of others to the individual 
will be important in determining how the individual 
will perceive himself ; this perception will influ­
ence his self- conception which , in turn , will guide 
his beha vio r (p . 482) . 

Since , to a large degree , the original behavior of 

the individual influences other ' s responses to him , the re­

lationship becomes cyclic in nature . A graphic representation 

of the theory is shown in Figure 1 . 

The formal s ymbolic interaction theory stated in verbal 



Figure 1 . Symbolic Repres e n t ation of the 
Symbo l ic Interaction Theory (Kinch , 
1963 , p . 483) . 

terms is s omewhat more comp l ex than Kinch ' s formu l a wou l d 

indicate . The major concepts of the the or y are b a sed upon 
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numerous assumptions which are out l ined be l ow . It is impor -

tant to note that these assumptions , whi l e necessary for 

t h eoretical conceptua l ization , have not necessari l y been 

empirically demonstrated . 

Assumptions of the Symbo l ic Interaction The ory 

Stryker (19 64 ) has identified four assumptions of 

symbo lic interaction theory . The first and basic assumption 

is that man must be studied " . . . on his own l eve l " (p . 13 4 ) . 

This means t hat human behavior is u nique to the human organism . 

Studies o f non-human b eh a v ior will not suffic e to exp l ain hu -

man actions . Second l y , human behavior is best analy z ed through 

t h e s tudy o f the society in wh ich t h e individual is fo und . This 

is a logical assump tion in v iew o f t h e a f orementioned interre-

lationship o f human behavior and oth er individua l s . "The 

third assumption is that t h e human being is actor as we ll as 
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r ea c tor " ( p . 13 5 ) . Thi s theory presupposes t hat humans do 

not mer ely react to stimuli in the physica l environment , but 

that they interpret and "define" the environme n t in a unique l y 

individua l manner . Str yker's f i nal assumption is that "th e 

infant is presumed to be neith er social nor antisoc ia l, but 

a - socia l" (p . 1 35) . Thus , human personality deve lopment is 

not b iologically determined but results from t h e i mpact and 

inf l uences of so ciety on the new-b orn chi l d . This assumption 

will be discussed at length in a subsequent sectio n . 

Rose (19 6 2b) inc l udes several additiona l assumptions . 

These are : 

1 . Ma n live s in 3- symbolic environment a s well a s 3-

phys ical environment and can be "stimu la ted" to act by symbols 

as well as b y phy sical stimuli (p . 5 , emphasis in original ) . 

2 . Thr ough symbo ls , man h a s the capacity to stimu la te 

others in ways other than those in which h e is himself s timu ­

lated (p . 7 , emphasis in origina l ) . 

3 . Through communication of symbols , man can learn 

hug e numbers of meanings and values -- and hence wa ys of acting 

from other men (p . 9 , emphasis in original) . 

Major Concepts of Contemporary Symbo l ic I nteraction Theory 5 

The key or starting point o f symbolic interaction 



theor y is the act or a finit e bit of behavior which is ini ­

tiated to cope with a prob l em or situation in t h e environ-

ment . Socia l acts differ fr om non- socia l acts only in that 
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the f ormer invo l ves interaction with another individua l . 

Through human interaction , ge s tures arise which are defined 

as s ymbols connoting future behavior and which , when mutually 

understood b y the actors , become significant symbol s . 

The importance of significant s ymbols is that they 

allow h umans to categorize objects and other people . The 

category is especially significant because genera l i za tions 

can b e made a bout categories . A category is expected to pos -

sess certain characteristics , act , and , most important l y , re-

a c t , in certain way s to common stimuli . Through categoriza-

tion , the human being is effectively r emov ed from a p urely 

phy sical env ironment and enters a symbo l ic env ironment . 

Categorical characteri zation of individuals res u lt s 

i n people b eing placed in positions . The position , being in 

e ffect a categor y , carries with it generalized expectations 

o f behav ior . These expectations of behav ior are termed ro le s . 

Personal r oles are learned and u sed in interpersona l re l ation-

ship s . Alth ou gh a given indiv idual will experiment with many 

di f ferent r oles , he will e ventually ass ume certain roles as 

h is own . When t h is occu rs and under certain circumstances 
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when the ind i vidual reacts to himself in his chosen role, h e 

is exhibiting the se l f . "It is usefu l ... to define the self 

in terms of categories one applies to himself , as a set of 

self- identifications" (Stryker , 1 967 , p . 377) . 

Another s ymbolic interaction concept inc l udes role­

taking , or "taking the role of the other . " Qu ite simply , ro le 

taking " ... refers to anticipating the responses of others im­

plicated with one in some social act" (Stryker , 1967 , p . 377) . 

The individual "puts himse lf in the other man ' s shoes" so to 

speak . In this way , the individual is able to v iew the situ-

ation from opposing perspectives and thus can logica lly pre­

dict the behavior of others . 

Significant others is a term used to denote those 

other people wi th whom the individua l interacts most fre ­

quently and whose perspectives he values more than others . 

Stryker (1 967) simply stated that the significant other oc-

cupies " ... high rank on an 'importance continuum ' for a given 

individua l" (p . 377) . 

The Presentation of Self 

As has b een stated above , the role held and disp lay ed 

by the individual places him into a category about which gen­

eralizations f o rm , in effect , a type of "social shorthand" 
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wh ich enables the actors to determine h ow they should behave 

and what , generally , can be expected o f the others . Erving 

Goffman has analy zed the role play ing aspects o f s ocial inter-

action in depth . The routine of social intercourse in estab-

lished settings allows one to deal with anticipated others 

without specia l attention or thought . 

When a stranger comes into our presence , then , 
fir st appearances are likely to enable us to 
anticipate his category and attributes, his 'so­
cial identity ' -- to use a term t hat is better 
than 'social status ' because personal attributes 
such as ' honesty ' are involved as well as struc­
tural ones , l ike 'occupation ' (Goffman , 1963 , p . 2) . 

Goffman (19 59) contended that the role of the individ-

ua l is communicated to others in two radically different ways : 

" ... the expression that he gives , and the expression that h e 

gives o ff" (p . 2, emphas is in original) . The f ormer category 

involv es the r elatively straightforward use of verba l or other 

symbolic communications designed to convey and reinforce the 

role being exhibited . The latter category of information is 

more subt le in nature and may be designed to solicit respe ct , 

or to intentional l y mislead the audience , or to mask the true 

s el f fr om t he obser v e r s . 

I t is in the best interests of the individua l to con-

trol his presentation , according to Goffman . This control is 

achieved b y manipulating the other's definition of the 
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situation . By participating in the giving and giving off of 

expressions , the audiences perceiving these signa l s volun-

tarily adjust their definition of the situation . Thus , the 

actor is able to convey the desired message with appropria te 

shadings of meaning to effectively communicate with the others 

and to convey" .. . an impression to others which is in his in-

terests to convey" (Goffman , 1 959 , p . 4) . 

It should b e stressed that the process of presenting 

the self is a routine accomplishment in al l interpersona l in­

teractions . McCa ll and Simmons (1966) noted that ro l e per­

formances are" ... fi ltered through one ' s character or self­

conception a nd are modified to b lend with it" (p . 67). While 

the self-conception ma y be embellished with "fantasized herioc 

accomplishments , " it is not confined only to exotic imagery , 

but its function is also" . . . encountered in people's thoughts 

of themselves in connection with their own mundane positions" 

(p. 68) 

Not only must the actor present himself; it is equally 

important that the members of the audience supply role- support . 

Role-support consists of audience reactions and their own per -

formances . "Role-support is centrally the implied confirmation 

of the specific contents of one's idea lized and idiosyncratic 

imaginations of self" (McCall and Simmons , 1966 , p . 73 , emph a ­

sis in the original) . 
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Although a given individual has lear ned numerous 

r oles , it is essential to note that not all ro les are equal-

l y accepted b y the individual , nor are all roles equally im-

por tant. Th e salience of a given role- identity in a given 

s i tuation depends on f ive factors : 

(1) its prominence ; (2) its need of support ; 
the person's need or desire for the kinds and 
amounts of (3) intrinsic and (4) extrinsic gra­
ti f ication ordinarily gained through its perform­
ance ; and (5 ) the perceived degree of opportunity 
f or its profitab l e enactment in the present cir ­
cumstances (McCall and Simmons , 1 966 , pp . 84 - 85) . 

Dev elopments in the Symbolic Interaction Theory 

Much research and theoretica l deve lopme nt has occurred 

since the time of Mead . These developments do not serious l y 

alter the basic theory , but are more in the nature of refine-

men ts o f c er t ain s e ctions of the theor y . 

One of the most signi f icant refinements involv es the 

na t u re of the self . You ng (1 972) emphasi z ed that the self 

does not exist in a phenomenological way except when a defini ­

tion o f t h e situation becomes necessary . Then the individual 

must p ut" ... h i msel f into a situationa l harness , turn on h is 

psych ob iolog ical capac ities to per f orm t h e role for wh ich he 

is equ ipped, and b egin to b e an actor ... " (p . 7 , emphasis in 

orig inal ) . Gordon (1 96 3) concurred in the periodic inactivity 

- - - --- - ------------~ 
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of the self . When verba l i zation about the se l f is not oc -

curring , then it can be said to be unconscious . At any given 

time a large portion of the se l f concept may be unconscious . 

Kuhn (1 967a) has fu r the r a naly z ed t he concept of the 

significant other , a co ncept which he prefers to term the 

"orientational " other . The orientational other has four de-

fining attributes : 

(1) the term refers to the o ther to whom the 
individual is most ful l y , broa d l y and basically 
committed , emotional l y and psycho l ogical l y ; (2) 
it refers to the others who h a v e provided him 
with his general vocabu l ary , inc l uding h i s mos t 
basic and crucia l concepts and categories ; (3) 
it refers to the others who h a ve prov i ded and 
continue to provide him with categories of se l f 
and other and with the meaningfu l ro l es to 
which such assignments refer ; (4) it refers to 
the others in communication with whom his se l f ­
conception is basically sustained and/or 
changed (p . 181 ) . 

Perhaps the greatest tribute to symbolic interaction 

theory is found in the proliferation of theories and sub-

theories which have been derived from it . Kuhn (1 967b) h a s 

identified seven distinct categories of subtheories , al l based 

on symbolic interaction : role theory ; reference group theory ; 

social perception and person perception theory ; the self the-

ory ; phenomenological theory ; the interpersonal theor y ; and 

theories based on language and culture orientation . 
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Weaknesses of Symbolic Interaction Theory 

I t wo u ld be a disservice and an o versight to presume 

to discuss the s ymbolic interaction theor y without indicating 

certain fau lts or f laws which have b een noted . Rose (1 962a) 

detected several such c riticisms . He be lieved t hat s ymbolic 

interaction t end s to neg l ect the biogenic and psychogenic i n-

f luences on behavior . In some c ases these factors are treat-

ed by r esearchers and theorists as non- existent . Also , he in­

d i ca ted that the unconscious processes which influence beha v ­

ior are sever e l y underemphasized b ecause of the theoretical 

emphasis on mi nded beha vio r . His last criticism focussed o n 

the genera l neg l ect of the power relationships which exist in 

society and which characterize ma ny interpersonal rela t ionships . 

Manis a nd Me ltzer (1967) leve led the fo llowing criti-

cisms at symbolic interaction theory : 

(1 ) the indeterminism of many of its exponents , 
(2) the presumed inapplicability to broad social 
phenomena , (3) its neglect of t he emotional di ­
mension in human conduct , (4) its fa ilure to come 
to grips with the unconscious , and (5) the limited 
researchability of some of its concepts (p . 495) . 

The Se lf Concept 

In this portion of the chapter , three factors relevant 

to the self concept will b e discussed : the deve lopment of the 

self concept , attacks against the self concept , and defense 
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or adjustment mechanisms used to maintain the self concept . 

As was stated above , self concept is a term" . . . that encom­

passes all of the attitudes , be lie fs , and values about one­

self in relation to the environment" (Petrofesa and Splete , 

1 975 , p . 12) . The environment consists of both the physical 

properties and objects perceived by the individual , and the 

rest of the people in society , especially the others with 

whom he interacts (a relatively small group) and most espe­

cially those who fulfill the requirements of significant 

others . 

As was professed by Mead , the individual has attitudes 

(feelings , meanings , prejudices) toward other objects and to ­

ward himself -- the "me ." Rosenberg (1 968) noted that atti ­

tudes are not immutable but vary relative to content , direc ­

tion , intensity , importance , salience , consistency , stability, 

a nd clarity . Nor , is an individual's self- concept an immutable 

and everpresent entity . According to Horrocks and Jackson 

(1 972) , the self consists of all of the" ... permutations and 

integrations of a person's experiences and potentials" (p . 1 91 ) . 

Because of the mu ltitude of these concepts an individual is un ­

able to perceive and evaluate the entirity of self at any given 

point in time . To assume the ability of man to accomplish such 

a simultaneous integration of all that he is" ... is mo re than 
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an a nomaly : it is an impossibility" (p . 1 91 ) . 

The Components of Self Concept 

There appears to b e little genera l agreement among 

scholars as to the exact composition of self concept . Vari -

ous components are included or de l eted depending upon the 

author's operational definition and the purposes motivating 

h is research . In a genera l manner , the self can be said to 

consist of the r e al self , the self as seen by t he self , the 

self as seen by others , and the ideal self . 

The real s e l f , according to Petrofesa and Splete 

(1975) is " ... who the individua l truly is" (p . 1 2) . They , 

however , caution that the discovery of t he real se l f is ex-

ceedingly difficult b ecause any self definition is necessar ­

ily tainted and distorted by personal biases and interpreta­

tions of r eality . 

The self as seen by i ntrospection is basically the 

crux of se l f concept . It is this aspect of self which is de-

ve loped through social interaction . 

If one h as been loved , the self will b e lovab le , 
if a boy has been taught he is worthless , he will 
see hims e l f as worthless . This b ecomes an impor ­
tant deve lopment since the self concept is self­
perpetua ting (Petrofesa a nd Splete , 1975 , p . 12 ) . 

The sel f as seen by others is a n individual's 
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eva luation of himself as deve loped through interpretation of 

others' performances i n response to him . The person tries 

to li ve up to the socia l expectations of h is role-identity 

but "inner conflict resu l ts when a d i screpa ncy exists b e -

tween the self as seen by se l f and the self as seen by others" 

(Petrofesa and Sp l ete , 1975 , p . 1 3) . 

The ideal self is what one would l ike to b e . The idea l 

self is largely a product of cu l tura l or socia l definitions 

but is tempered by the personal aspirations and potential of 

the individua l as was explained by James (1 902) . 

The ideas which characteri z e the cu l ture inc l ude 
genera lly agreed upon standards of behavior which 
... are organized into role prescriptions . An 
individua l' s conceptua lization of these ro l e pre­
scriptions as they have been interpreted to him 
b y the significant figures in his environment , 
and particular l y through his identifications with 
such figures , is referred to as his ideal self or 
ego self (Gordon , 1 963 , p . 374) . 

Hawkins and Tiedman (1975) limit the components of 

identity to only two facets . The se l f - image consists of how 

the individual defines himself : he is ei ther conventional or 

deviant . The second component , self- esteem , is the individ­

ual's fee ling or evaluation of the self- image . 

Fitts and Hamner (1969) consider five facets of the 

self concept which are empirically measurab le using the 

Tennessee Self Concept Scale (TS CS) . Components inc l ude the 



physical self , the moral- ethica l self , the persona l se l f 

(which includes self- worth and psychological traits and 

characteristics) , the fami l y se l f (which inc l udes the pri ­

mar y social g roup , fami l y and a l so close friends) , and the 

socia l se l f (this is the re l ation ship of se l f to secondary 

social g roups) (p . 3) . 
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Kohn (1 969) identified a great l y expanded set of con-

cepts of sel f and social attitudes . He cautioned tha t these 

f actors , while analytically separab l e , are not necessari l y 

empirically independent . These factors were : 

. .. authoritarianism ; obiesance to authority ; trust­
fu lne ss ; fou r distinct components of alienation -­
power , c oncep t i ons of mora l ity , idea - conformity , and 
purpose fu lness; dogmatism ; receptiveness to respon­
sibility ; happiness/depression; and compu l siveness 
(p . 365) . 

The Development of Se l f 

Cooley (1929) specu la ted that the self concept of an 

individual is absent at birth but develops rapidly through 

social interaction , primarily within the immediate fami l y , 

soon a fter birth . Bain (1936) was one of the first to scien-

tifica lly test this theoretical construct . He conc l uded that 

Cooley's observations were essentially correct , and a ffirmed 

the position that se l f is a bsent at birth ; perception at bir t h 

is l imited to purely biological functioning . The self is 



wholly s ocial in origin and arises as an integration of re­

sponses to objects and other people . He noted that self 
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" ... appears v er y early in a vague , undifferentia t ed way , 

deve lops rapid l y and observab l y from f i ve months on , a nd b e ­

gins to be v erbalized a fter a bou t one y ear" (p . 77 5) . 

The process of chi l d socialization and subsequent 

se l f deve l opment is predicated on several assumptions , ac -

cording to Rose (1962a) . The first assumption is that soci-

ety , which is a network of interacti ng indiv iduals with an 

existing cu l ture , " precedes any existing individua l" 

(p. 1 3) . 

Rose ' s second assumption was that the socialization 

process occurs in three stages . The f irst stage is primarily 

a per iod of trial a nd error condi tio n ing which resu lts in a 

"habituated" child who has l earned responses to certain events . 

The second stage is mark e d by the f ormation of symbols wh ich 

receive their mean i ng f rom the responses of socialized others 

to the gestures of the infant . The f i nal stage occurs when 

the infant a cquires numerous symbo ls or meanings and" ... u ses 

them to designate to o t hers as well as hims el f what is in his 

mind" (p . 1 5-16) . 

The t h ird a ssumption proposed by Ros e (1 962b) is that 

" the socialization is not only i nto the general culture but 



49 

also into various subcu ltures" (p . 1 6 , emphasis in original) . 

The f inal assumption offered by Rose was as fo llows : 

Whi le 'old' groups , cultural expectations , and~­
sona l meanings and va l ues may be dropped , in the 
sense that they become markedly lower on the refer ­
ence relationship sca l e , they are not lost or for ­
gotten (p . 1 6 , emphasis in original) . 

Stryker (1967) provided a n excellent summary of how 

the self develops . 

The human organism as an object takes on meaning 
through the b ehavior of those who respond to that 
organism . We come to know what we are through 
others ' responses to us . Others supply us with a 
name , and they provide the meaning attached to the 
s ymb o l . They categorize us in particular ways .... 
On the basis of such categorizations , they expect 
particular behaviors from us; on the basis of 
these expectations , they act toward us . The man­
ner in which they act toward us defines our "self" 
we come to categorize ourselves as they categorize 
us , and we act in wa ys appropriate to their expec ­
tations (p . 379) . 

Inf l uences on the Development of Self Conception 

In t h e most genera l terms , Kap lan (1975) has identi -

fied three categories of varia b les which impact most direct-

l y on the dev e lopment of self-attitudes : 

... the subject's history of self-perceptions and 
sel f - evaluations of his own attributes and beha viors ; 
the sub ject's history of perceptions of being an 
ob ject of particu lar attitudes expressed b y others 
in his environment ; and the sub ject ' s ability to 
respond to self-perceptions and self- evaluations 
and to the expressed attitudes of others in such 



a way that the subj ect wil l maximiz e the experi ­
ences o f positive s el f - fee lings (p . 3 2) . 
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Coopersmi t h (1967) ana l y z ed the responses o f subjects 

as to which f actors promoted the deve lopment o f s el f - va l uation 

and feelings of worth . His conclusion was that parental 

warmth , c l early defined limits , and respectful treatment o f 

chi l dren were largely responsib l e as positive inf l uences . 

He a l so conc l uded that the most promising ways of a l ter ing 

sel f -esteem in a more favorab l e dir e ction inc l uded successes , 

incu l cation o f ideas , encouragement of the indiv idual's as -

pirations , and h elp in bui l d ing defenses against onslaughts 

against self perception . 

Fitts , Adams , Radfo rd , Richard , Thomas , Thomas and 

Thomps o n (197 1) conc l uded that the sel f concept is most 

striking l y affected b y t he f ollowing: 

1 . Experiences , especia lly interpersona l experi­
ences , which generate positive fee l ings and a 
sense of va l ue and worth . 
2 . Competence in areas that are valued by the 
individua l and others . 
3 . Se l f -actualization , or the imp lementat i o n 
and reali za tio n of one's true personal potenti­
alities -- whate ver they may b e (p . 38 , emphasis 
i n original) . 

Whi l e the self concept is sensitive to eva l uations 

and changes in eva l uations by others , it is not constant l y 

in the process of adjusting t o t hes e changes accord ing to 
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Web ster and Sob ieszek (197 4 ) ln their opinion a semi-

permanent structure arises . This structure , once formu la ted , 

is responsib le in part for the perception and effect of sub­

sequent influences . They conc l uded that one who possesses a 

high sel f - evaluation has received a large number of positive 

eva luations . Conver sely , a low self- eva l uation resu l ts from 

a la rge quantity of negative eva l uations . 

Factors Which Impact Negatively on Se l f Concept 

A non- social determina nt of poor self-eva l uation 

which is f requently overlooked is that of phy sica l brain dam-

age and mental illness . Fitts (1972a) observed that both of 

these f actors have a negative impact not on l y on individua l 

self concept , bu t also on b ehavior . Admittedly , this source 

of negative influence fa lls outside of the theoretica l con­

structs of s ymbolic interaction . Nevertheless , it is a vari -

a b le which mus t b e recognized and considered . Psy chotics 

have very disturbed , deviant se l f concepts" (p . 43) and 

"neurotics , in g eneral , tend to h a ve low self- esteem ... " 

(p . 60) . Whereas both temporar y and permanent brain damage 

c a n be" ... quite devastating to se lf-ima ge a nd self- esteem" 

(p . 22) 

Gergen (1 97 1 ) has identified t h ree major sources of 
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self-alienation , to use his term . These factors which ad-

versely impact on se l f concept include: behavior which is in­

consistent with self conception ; situations in which exhibited 

behavior vio lates self or identity aspirations ; and situations 

in which behavior is" ... unrelated to the person's most sali­

ent ways of viewing himself" (p . 88 , emphasis in original) . 

Guilt , which Gordon (1963) defines as fear of punish-

ment , causes negative impact on the se lf concept . However , 

this factor is less significant than might be expected beca use 

the individual tends to exclude self-punishment from his se l f 

concept . 

be low . 

This defensive mecha nism a nd others are discussed 

Maintenance of Self Concept 

The self concept is subject to frequent devaluing ex­

periences as has been shown in the preceding section . To pre­

clude or limit the devastation of self , individuals engage in 

various conscious and unconscious processes to thwart , or at 

least blunt , the attack . 

McCall and Simmons (1966) list several categories of 

what they refer to as " legitimizing mechanisms" designed to 

sustain a favorable self concept . The first mechanism is not 

truly a mechanism , but rather is the ob servation that it is 
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not necessary to perfectly reconci l e all discrepancies which 

arise between the idea l self and other categories of se l f . 

In the second p l ace , individual s se lective l y perceive their 

actions and actions of others which most favorab l y support 

their self concept . The third process invo l ves the selective 

interpretation of audience response to the individual ' s be­

havior ; this is possible because most audience response is 

sufficiently equivocal and , further , socia l custom demands a 

certain amount of tact . The fourth mechanism is simply the 

voluntary withdrawal of the individual from the interaction . 

A fifth mechanism invo l ves the use of alternate r ole-identities 

which wil l hopefully r e ceive a more desirable response . In the 

sixth place , the individual may rationa l i ze away any discrep-

ancies , or , seven , resort to scapegoating . The eighth mechan-

ism , primarily used to negate gross discrepancy , is disavowal . 

And , ninth , the individual may reject or depreciate his audi-

ence . The authors noted that many of these me chanisms may be 

employed prior to a performance a s well as after the fact . 

Goffman (1959) acknowledged the individual- initiated 

practices employed to sustain a self concept which he termed 

"defensive practices . " He also , very significantly , pointed 

out that the audience must support the presentation of others . 

This is accomplished through audience "protective practices" 
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or "tact . " While the individua l defensive practices are 

relative l y obv iou s , " ... we are l ess r eady perhaps t o see 

that few impressions co u l d survive if those who receive d the 

impressions did no t exert tact in their reception of it" 

(p . 14) 

Syk es and Matza (1 957) describ ed what the y terme d 

"neutra l ization techniques . " Again , the function of the se 

techniques is to protect t he individua l' s se l f concept . How­

ever , they expanded t h e protective f unction and propos e d that 

these techniques are , in fact , antecedents of de l inquency . 

" . . . Th ere is reason to b e l iev e that they precede deviant 

b e ha vio r and ma ke deviant b ehavior possible" (p . 66 ) . The 

five neutralization techniques inc l ude denia l of responsibi l­

ity ; denial of injury ; denia l of t h e v i c tim ; condemnation of 

the condemners ; and the appea l to h igher loya l ties (pp . 667-

669) . 

Defensive mech a n isms were divided into two distinct 

c a tegories b y Kap l an (1 975) . The first category invo l ves 

those mechanisms wh ich result in a distortion of rea l ity . The 

second group of mechanisms invo l ves the changing of former l y 

h eld evaluations . The latter category includes (1) ree va l ua ­

tions of a ttitudes and beha vior ; (2) revi sing downward the 

va l ue he places on those b ehaviors which are causing negative 
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impact on se lf-esteem ; (3) increasing the value he places on 

those who evaluate h i m positively ; and (4) negatively va l u­

ing those who ar e negatively evaluating him (pp . 4 2- 43) . 

Regard less o f the defensive mechanisms employ ed , 

Rosenberg (1968) has cautioned that there are limitations on 

the va l ue of the various mecha nisms . Basical l y , " . . . t h ere 

a re certain conditions of human experience which are struc­

tured and which are characterized by a narrow range of options" 

(p . 345) . Further , " . . . men are large l y bound by social role 

definitions and social group norms" (p . 345 ) . And many se l f 

va l ues are" ... acquired long before the opportunity to test 

them a dequa t ely is at hand , and cannot easily b e discarded 

la ter " (p . 345) . In Rosenberg's opinion , the most significant 

l imitation on personal se l ectivity is" ... that at the time o f 

li f e especia lly important for se l f -esteem formation -- fr om 

about the age of f our on -- the range o f interpersona l and 

situationa l opt i o ns is most severely restricted" (p . 345) . 

The Self Concep t and Behavior 

"A rose by any other name ma y sme ll as sweet , but a 

person by a no ther na me will act a ccording to that other name" 

(Foote , 1 95 1 , p . 17) . This brief quotation aptly c aptures 

the essence o f the s ymbolic interaction theory and how it 
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views human behavior . This section dea ls with the relation-

ship between individual behavior and individual s el f concept . 

In f ormal terms the basic hypothesis concerning behavior is 

that the more optimal the s el f concept the more optimal 

the behavior will be" (Fitts , 1 972b , p . 23 , emphasis in origi-

nal) . 

Self Concept as~ Determiner of Action 

Gordon (19 63) provided a concise summar y of how be-

h a vior ari ses in the context of the symbolic interaction theo-

ry . 

... When a stimulus situation is presented to a 
person , some aspects of the event serve as cues 
which elicit from the behavioral potential cer­
tain responses , among the first of which are those 
which label or symbolize the event . At this stage 
of the perceptual process , selectivity in terms of 
the responses which are available to the person op­
erates to bias the perception , making it less than 
completely perfect . Those stimuli are ignored 
which do not serve as cues , because they are ir­
relevant to the perceiver ' s hierarchy of avail­
able responses (p . 379) . 

As was stated by Hamachek (1971) , this theor y 

strong l y suggests t hat a person will 'act like' the sort 

of individual h e conceives himself to be" (p . 67) . New ex-

periences and situations encoun tered are interpreted in light 

o f the perceived se l f concept and evaluated for compatability 

with that s elf concept . Selectivity of perception and response 



function to avoid incongruity and thus reduce conflict for 

the self . 
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Both Foote (1951) and Schrag (1961) have stressed the 

requirements for the individual to evaluate himself accurately 

and confidently if effective interpersonal relations are to be 

achieved . Schrag stated that the accuracy of a person ' s self-

evaluation" .. . is believed largely to determine the efficacy 

with which he can function in his interpersonal re l ations" 

(p . 327) . Foote noted that when doubt of identity or less 

than complete commitment to that identity" ... creeps in , ac -

tion is paraly zed" (p . 350) . Doubtful identity limits or to -

tally removes the meanings associated with behavior . 

The self concept is viewed as "supramoderator of ... 

functioning" (Fitts , et al , 1971 , p . 2) . Fitts and his col-

leagues have expressed the opinion , which is also one of the 

basic assumptions of symbolic interaction theory , that if one 

were able to perceive a situation from the viewpoint or perspec­

tive of the actor , then it would be possible to understand his 

behavior in a meaningful way . They noted that a" . . . person's 

environment is constantly shifting and changing but the self 

concept is relatively stable" (p . 3) . It is this stable self 

concept which provides a frame of reference" ... through 

which the individual interacts with his world" (p . 3) . 
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McCa ll and Simmons (1966) have emphasized that a 

given individua l may emp loy several role-identities in inter ­

persona l relations . Naturally , there ma y well arise con­

flicts in performances demanded by two or more identities . 

When such a conflict arises , the dilemma is resolved by re­

sorting to the performance or behavior prescribed by the more 

prominent identity in the individual's personal hierarchy . 

"In this way , the ideal self , or hier a rchy of prominence , aids 

one in choosing among diverse prospects of action" (p . 8 3) . 

Thus, not on l y the se l f concept but a l so the ideal self are 

tapped in the individua l' s quest to determine appropriate 

c ourses of action in a given situation . 

Becker (1953) , in an interesting analy sis of marijuana 

users , noted that behaviors derive their mea ning from the 

others in society and more specifically , from those compris -

ing primary and secondary reference groups . It is others who 

provide the actor with the necessary "conceptua l organization" 

to appreciate and apply meaning to a given behavior . He con­

c luded t hat t hose who are denied the socia l meaning of the be-

h a v ior" are unab le to engage in the given beha vior and 

turn of f in the direction of some other relationship to the 

ob ject or activity " (p . 242) . 

It is essential to rea l ize that behavior is a r eaction 



59 

to a specific and individually perceived situation . Blumer 

(1962) h a s postu lated that all behavior is" ... f ormed in the 

l ight o f t h e situation in which it takes place" (p . 187) . 

And a second requisite is that the situation must b e defined 

by the individua l actor or actors . He concluded that "group 

li f e c onsi sts of acting units developing acts to meet situa-

tions in which they are placed" (p . 187) . 

The Self-Esteem Motive 

A prevalent theme throughout the s ymbolic interaction 

theory is that peop le have an inherent desire to think well 

of themselves . This reduces to the hypothesis that individual 

beha vior is designed to enhance se l f-esteem . Horrocks and 

Jackson (1972) have provided a definition of se lf-esteem in 

t h e f orm of a question: "Once a person acquires a system o f 

valu es and bui l ds an integrated set of reality tested self­

concepts , what valu e does he place upon the self he conceptual-

izes? " (p . 123) . Kap lan (197 5 ) proposed a t h eory of behavior 

wh ich is based upon what he terms the se l f -esteem motive . He 

envisions this motive to be a universal attribute within our 

society . 

The se l f -esteem motive is defined as the need of the 
person to maximize the experience of positive self­
attitudes or se lf- fee lings and to minimize the ex­
perience of negative self- attitudes or se lf-feelings 
(Kap lan , 1 975 , p . 10) . 
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Kaplan (1975) has attributed the deve l opment of the 

self-esteem motive to a sequential growth p a ttern b eginning 

soon after birth . In his opinion , the motive arise s first 

of al l from the infant ' s basic and tota l dependency upon 

adu lts for the satisfaction of his bio l ogical needs , for ex-

ample , his hunger . 

From the base of bio l ogica l d epende ncy the perso n 
is said to pass through the stages of learning t o 
need other people , to need the expression of posi­
tive attitudes toward oneself from others , and 
fina l l y , to need the expression of p o sitive se l f ­
attitudes (p . 1 1 ) 

Kap l an (1975) proposed four ca tegories of evide nc e to 

support the se l f-esteem motive which he based on empirica l 

observations by himse l f and others : 

... the tendency of peop l e to describe themse l v e s in 
positive terms and to avoid nega tive se l f - descriptions ; 
the tendency of peop l e with l ow se l f - esteem a nd p eop l e 
in se l f - threatening circumstances to respond with be­
havior serving self- defensive or se l f - enhancing func ­
tions ; the tendenc y for p e op l e with l ow s el f - es t eem to 
manifest s ub jective distress ; and the tendency for sub­
jects with positive se l f - attitudes to maintain this 
quality of their se l f -attitudes whi l e peop l e with nega ­
tive self- attitudes tend to change their attitudes t o­
ward themselves in a more positive direction (p . 27) . 

The self- esteem motive has far from universal support 

among socia l scientists . Webster and Sobie szek (1974) have 

termed the se l f - este em motive the "Maximi zation Myth . " Their 

ana l y sis of empirical data caused them to reach the conclusion 



that" . .. there exists no convincing empirical support for 

the intuitively appea l ing idea that individua l s attempt to 

maximi ze their l eve l s o f se l f evaluations" (p . 1 53 ) . 

The Self Concept and Deviancy 
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This portion of t h e rev iew o f the literature is con­

cerned with dev iancy and h ow it affects the self concept and 

how the se l f concept is affected by an individual b eing desig -

nated as a deviant . Topics of interest include t h e nature of 

deviancy , how society reacts to the deviant and h ow the in­

dividua l is affected by t his reaction . 

The Nature of Dev iance 

Becker (1963) defined deviance as " ... the infra ction 

of some agreed- upon rule ... " (p . 8 ) . However , he cautioned 

the a voidance of consider i ng all devia nts as a homogeneous 

gro up simply because they h a v e all broken rules . Such an as-

sessment is in error for the fundamental reason that deviance 

" . . . is c reated by society " (p . 8) . By defining the ru les, 

society lay s the foundation for both c onformity and the fai l ure 

to conform , or d e viance . Since b eh a v ior is socially mand a ted 

re lative to the identity of the actor or his socia l role , 

" .. . one can say , then , that identity norms br eed deviations 
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as well as conformance" (Goffman , 1963 , p . 1 29) . 

Glaser (197 1 ) has distinguished b e t we e n t wo categories 

of deviance in regard to l egal distinctions . 

While deviance includes all acts f o r which peop l e 
are c l assified as vio l ating normative s t anda rds in 
a social system , crime refers on l y to those a cts 
f or wh ich a court ma y l awfu lly impose punishment . 
Discrepancies exist between these two c l assifica­
tions of behavior and these discrepancies vary 
fr om time to time and from one l ega l jurisdiction 
to another (p . 4) 

Glaser (1 97 1) continued his discussion with t h e obser-

vation that deviance i s'' ... a matter of predominant pub l ic 

c on s ensus , and this changes on l y gradually ... " (p . 4) . J u ­

dicial or leg islative f orma l ization of these consenses into 

law lag s temporally and is only somewhat direct l y correlated 

with the public trends . He also identified sev en categories 

of b eh a vio r relative to s o c ial and legal definitions of de-

viance . These inc lude predation , deviant consumption , devi -

ant selling , deviant performance , deviant belief , suicide , 

and deviant attributes (p . 36) . The temporal and spa tia l 

limitations on deviance caused him to remark that "deviants 

in a g i v en c ommunity are by definition conformists in any 

oth er community wh ere they h a v e the power to enforce their 

standards on others" (p . 3) . 

Thi s discussion o f deviance would do little to 
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operationally define the concept of deviance and crime with -

out the following stipulation by Becker (1963) : 

deviance is not a quality of t h e act the person 
c ommits , but rather a consequence o f the applica­
tion by others of rules and sanctions to an 'of­
fender . ' The deviant is one to whom the label has 
successfully been applied; deviant b ehavior is be­
h a vior that peop le so label (p . 9) . 

Societal Reaction to Deviance 

Garfinkel (1956) theorized that society reacts to de-

viance through "moral indignation" toward the deviant . This 

mora l indignat ion results in a communicative process of de-

nunciation of t h e deviant which h e ca lled a " status degrada-

tion ceremony . " The ceremony functions in such a way that 

the public identity of an actor is transformed into some­

thing looked on as lower in the local scheme o f s o cial types ... " 

(p . 420) . He further stipulated eight conditions whi ch are ne­

cessa ry for t h e effective denunciation o f the offender . The 

basic p a r a digm of moral indignation is not peculiar to o ur s o-

ciety , but it is" axiomatic that there is no society wh ose 

socia l structure does no t provide ... conditions of identity 

degradation" (p . 420) . Garfinkel concluded that t he basic pur-

pose of the d egradation c eremony was not only to redefine t h e 

deviant through the l ite r al destruction of his former identity 

and t he construction of another one , but that s uch an activity 
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s u lt o f t h e degradation ceremony as s ummarized b y Garfinkel 

is t hat 

... h e is not ch anged , he is reconstituted . Th e 
f o r mer identity , at best , receiv es the accent o f 
mere appearanc e . In the social calculus of real ­
ity representations and test , the former identity 
s tands as a c cidental ; t h e new identity is t h e 
' basi c reality . ' What h e is now is wh at , 'after 
all , ' h e wa s all along (pp . 4 21-4 22) . 
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I n relat i on to our own c u lture , Garfinkel (1956 ) con-

e l ude d t hat" ... t h e c o urt and its o f fi c ers h a v e someth ing 

like a f ai r mo nopoly o ver s u ch (degradation) c eremonies , and 

t h e r e t h e y h a v e b ecome an o c cupational routine" (p . 4 24 ) . 

Glaser (1971 ) concurred in t h is function of t h e courts and 

a dde d t hat t h e y a r e " ... d eliberately designed to de f ine a 

pe r son as d e v ian t i n h is own mind and in t h e minds of others" 

(p . 4 2 ) . Ma t za (1969) noted t hat t h e ceremonial process re ­

duced t h e d e v iant's ab i lity to d e f ine t h e situation and 

... f o r a br ie f moment at least , t h e appreh ended s ub­
ject ma y join society in con f irming t h e unity of mean­
ing r e gard ing t h e gravity o f h is beh a v ior . What he 
d i d is in all likelih ood quite important ; why else 
the p r oduc tion (p . 164) . 

Thu s , t h e end r esu lt o f o ff icial societal reaction to 

d e v ian t b eh a v io r , and more speci f ically to c rime , is t h e re-

i d enti f ication or labeling o f t h e ind i v i dual as a d e v iant . As 

Be c ker (196 3 ) noted , lab eling car r ies a number o f connotations 
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specifying auxi l i a ry traits characteristic of anyone s o la-

beled . "Thus , apprehension for one deviant act exposes a 

person to t h e like lihood that he will be regarded as deviant 

or undesirable in other respects" (p . 33) . 

Individua l Reaction to Societal Response 

Gla ser (1971) identified four possible responses of 

the individua l to societal labeling as a deviant . He noted 

t hat the mos t c ommon method of adjustment is to " ... try to 

change one's beha vior so as to a void or lose a deviant repu-

tation" (p . 43 ) . In essence , the deviant is deterred from 

fur t her behavior which would invo l ve invoking adverse socie­

ta l reaction . Th is method is most preva lent among non-profes­

sional crimina ls . 

A second reaction to the deviant label is enhancement 

of deviance . Glaser (1971) proposed that this mechanism is 

" . . . characteristic of those who have a stake in nonconformity , 

or who acquire s u ch a stake as a consequence of labeling" (p . 44 , 

emphasis in original) . He cited as examples "champions of de­

viant or politica l faiths" who desire and s eek the publicity 

associated with public sanctions against deviants . Goffman 

(19 63) also observed the propensity of some stigmatized indi-

v iduals to use t h eir "stigma" " . .. f or 'secondary gains ,' as 
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an excuse for ill success that has come his way for other 

reasons" (p . 10) . 

The third mode of reaction identified by Glaser (1971) 

is what h e ca lled "equivocation and counter labe ling . " The 

mechanisms of such a reaction were posited by Sykes and Matza 

(1957) , among others , and were discussed earlier in this chap­

ter . 

A fourth reaction to the deviant l abe ling , according 

to Glaser , is continued or secondary d e viance . Becker (1963) 

explained how continued deviance cou l d eventually l e a d to the 

labeled individua l acquiring a deviant "master status" and 

membership in an "organized deviant group" or deviant sub-

culture . This mobi l i za tion serves the purposes of solidify-

ing the deviant identity , furthering rationa l ization in support 

of the deviancy , establishment of a "se l f - justifying ideology , " 

and further education in and faci litation of his devia nt be-

havior (pp . 38-39) . 

Cohen (1955) had ear l ier noted that deviant groups re-

sult from " e ffective interaction with one another , of a 

number of actors with simi lar problems of adj us tment" (p . 59) . 

One of the primary advantages of the formation of such a group 

was the initiation of new criteria for judging behavior and 

the establishment of new norms which rewarded the kinds of 
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beha v ior the deviants were capable of . Thus , the group 

served to provide a means of elevating fla gging se l f con-

cepts . 

According to Schur (1971) labe l ing produced statuses 

which evo lve in a process of "role engulfment" in which the 

master status achieves increased salience and eventua lly pri -

ma cy of the self concept . He further noted that" ... devi ­

ant roles generally seem to have a kind of bui l t - in primacy , 

or master status , relative at least to certain other kinds 

of roles" (p . 70) Thus , labeling as a deviant frequently 

results in a deviant identity or self concept . 

Lemert (1951) provided a detailed analysis of the 

process whereby an individual who commits some deviant act 

ma y eventually resort to secondary deviance . 

The sequence of interaction leading to secondary 
deviation is roughly as follows : (1) prima ry 
deviation ; (2) social penalties ; (3) further pri ­
mary deviation ; (4) stronger penalties and rejec ­
tions; (5 ) further deviation , perhaps with hos ­
tilities and resentment beginning to focus upon 
those doing the penalizing ; (6) crisis reached in 
the tolerance quotient , expressed in formal action 
by the community stigmatizing of the deviant ; 
(7) strengthening of the deviant conduct as a re ­
action to the stigmatizing and penalties ; (8) ul­
timate acceptance of deviant social status and 
efforts at adjustment on the basis of associated 
role (p . 77) . 
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Self Concept and Delinquency 

Current research involving the relationships of self 

concept and delinquency is based upon two hypothetical pro­

positions . Kaplan (1975) summarized these as follows : 

The proposition states that group members who 
. . . develop relatively stable negative self­
attitudes are predisposed to adopt deviant 
patterns of beha vior . 

The second proposition asserts that the adop ­
tion of deviant response patterns by previous ­
l y conforming persons will result in a decrease 
of self-rejecting , a nd an increase in self­
accepting attitudes (pp . 51 - 52) . 

Kaplan (1975) further summarized that deviant re-

sponse patterns facilitate the elevation of self-esteem by 

one or a combination of three categories of consequences . 

The first category consists of avoidance of the threatening 

situations . A second category involves symbolic or literal 

attacks on the normative group structure . The third cate-

gory of actions is comprised of sub stitutions of group mem­

berships or normative behavior patterns which allow self-

enhancement to occur . 

Fitts and Hamner (1 969) , following extensive re­

search, conc l uded that : 

it is clear that the delinquent populations 
do differ marked l y from non - delinquents in their 
self concepts . These self concepts ar e more 
negative , more uncertain , more variab le , and more 



r 

conflicted . They are also less defensive, show 
strong acquiescent tendencies , imply much path­
ology and little persona l ity integration . De­
linquents are down on society and o ften in con­
f lict with society , but it seems safe to con­
clude that they have the same difficulties with 
themselves (p . 20) . 

Ha ll's (1966) research led him to propose that self 
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evaluations varied according to the amount of identification 

or orientation the individual had with a delinquent subcu l­

ture or group . He estab lished f our combinations of these 

two variab les which purports to e xplain his observation 

that "delinquents with strong degrees of identification tend 

to hav e high le ve ls of self-evaluation and delinquents with 

weaker degrees of identification tend to have lower lev els 

o f self-evaluation" (p . 146) . His categories were divided 

as shown in Figure 2 . 

Type I High de linquency orientation - High Eva luation 
II High de linquency orientation - Low Eva luation 

III Low d elinquency orientation - Low Eva l uation 
IV Low de linquency orientation - High Eva luation 

Figure 2 . Delinquency Orientation by Self-Evaluation 
(Hal l, 1966, p . 156) . 

Ha ll's empirical data ca used him to concede that both 

delinquents and non-delinquents can have high or low self-

evaluations . This is possible because one's evaluations are 

directly re lated to the standards used to evaluate one's 
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beha vior . "The difference , of course , is that non - delinquents 

judge themse l ves by conventional standards and delinquents by 

delinq uent s tandards" (1966 , p . 148) . 

Fitts (1972c) also observed this variation in self 

concept a mong delinquents . He a g reed that" . .. the se l f con­

cept is a significa n t discriminator of persona l ity adjustment 

even within a deviant population" (p . 1 5 ). Further , he con-

e l uded that" the data indicates that Ss at both ends of 

the se l f concept continuum are mo re like l y to show deviant 

behavior .. . 11 (p . 37) . He based his statement on his b elie f 

that the extreme positions exhibit more conformity to group 

pressures . Perha ps Jensen (1 972) sums up this observed dis-

p ar ity with this concise conc lusion of his research : "A 

delinquent self concept is not neces sarily a negative con-

cept" (p . 99) . 

Crimino logical Theories 

The symbo li c intera ction theory is a basic theoret i ­

cal construc t out of which have evolved several theories of 

deviant or crimina l beha vior . As has bee n noted , symbolic 

interaction posits a genera l theory of behavior ; its con­

structs are not l imi ted to conforming nor deviant behavior , 

but encompass the entire rang e of non - pathological behavior . 



Several scho lars , nota b l y Sutherla nd , Glaser , Syk es and 

Matza , Becker , a nd Reckless have sought to develop theories 

b a sed upon symbo lic i nteracti o n , which proported to account 

for devia nt and more s p ecifically , criminal b eh a vior . 

Sutherland's Differential Association Theory 
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Edwin Suth erland proposed a theory o f deviant or 

criminal beha vior which is basically a learning theory . His 

thesis wa s that the" ... immediate determinants of criminal 

beha vior lie in the p e rson-situation comp lex" (Sutherland 

a nd Cressey , 1 974 , p . 74) . He b elieved that the situation 

wa s the source of opportunity for a criminal a ct . The in-

dividual then defined this opportunity- laden situation based 

upon his earlier l ife experiences i n" ... terms of the inclin­

a tions and a b i lities which he has acquired" (Sutherland and 

Cressey , 1974, p . 75) . Thus, a criminal act was a lik ely be-

havior pattern when a pe r son so oriente d by his past experi­

ences perceived the situation as one in which a criminal a c t 

was appropriate . The crux of this theory , which contains a 

total of nine propositions , is that individuals learn crimi­

na l b ehavior in a communica tion p r ocess within intimate 

groups . 
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Glaser's Differentia l Identification Theory 

Glaser (1956) took issue with some of the propositions 

expounded by Suther l and . He proposed instead that 

... ~ person pursues criminal behavior to the exte nt 
that he identifies himself with real or imaginary 
persons from whose perspective his crimina l beha vior 
seem acceptable (p . 440 , emphasis in original ) . 

He continued his theory by explaining that the criminal act 

was essentially a vo l untary decision on the part of the in-

dividual rather than a deterministic one as it app ears to be 

according to Sutherland . In Glaser's opinion , the selection 

of others with whom one associates is based both on prior 

identifications and the present circumstances . He conc l uded 

that "prior identifications which have been pleasing tend to 

persist , but at a ny time the immediate circumstances affect 

the relative ease (or salience) of alternative identifications" 

(p . 441) . 

Sykes and Matza's Neutralization Theory 

The basic tenet of the theory proposed by Sykes and 

Matza (1957) is that the rationalizing tech nique s employ ed 

by deviants to sustain a favorable self concept are , in fact , 

the mechanisms which" ... precede deviant behavior and make 

deviant b ehavior possible" (p . 666) . These mechanisms which 

prevent self b lame and cause a shifting of blame to others 
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are denia l of responsibility , denial of injury , denia l of 

the victim , condemnation of condemners , and appeal to higher 

loyalties (pp . 667 - 669) . 

Labe ling Theory 

The labe ling theory made popular by Becker (1963) 

and expanded b y Schur (1971) , Lemert (1951) and others was 

discussed in the preceding section of this chapter, "The 

Self Concept and Deviancy , " and will not be reiterated here . 

Reckless' Insu lation Against Delinquency 

The major proposition of Reckless (1967) is that a 

strong or high self concept functions as an insulator 

against performing delinquent a cts , especially for adoles­

cents . A summar y of his theory is as fo llows: 

a good self concept , undoubtedly a product of 
favorab le socia lization , veers slum boys away from 
delinquency , while a poor self concept , a product 
of unfavorable socialization , gives the s l um boy 
no resistance to deviancy , delinquent companions , 
or delinquent subculture . We feel that components 
of the self strength , such as a favorable concept 
of self , act as an inner buffer or inner contain­
ment against deviancy , distraction , lure and 
pressures (p . 445) . 

Reck l ess , Dinitz and Murray (1956) supported his 

hypothesis with extensive empirical analyses of school chil-

dren . They concluded that their pilot study" ... points to 

the presence of a socially acceptable concept of self as the 



74 

insulator against delinquency " (p . 746) . However , they 

were unable to satisfactorily explain the development of such 

favorab le self concepts in high delinquency areas . Subse-

quent studies by Dinitz , Scarpetti and Reckless (1962) and 

Scarpetti (1965) lend empirical credence to this theory . 

The Correlates of Self Concept 

This portion of the chapter is devoted to a survey 

of the research literature which illuminates the relationship 

of self concept and selected varia b les . Specific variables 

include the developmental correlates of the self concept among 

chi l dren , the relationship of self concept to performance, 

age , socioeconomic status , and race . Also , the nature of the 

de l inq uent self concept and the relationship of se l f concept 

and the seriousness of the offense committed were examined . 

These variables , among the literally hundreds of variables 

found in the literature , were selected because these were 

deemed to be most germane to this research project . 

It should be noted that the vast majority of the 

studies cited were conducted using school chi ldren , adoles­

cents , and juvenile delinquents in official custody as sub­

jects , rather than adults . Most adult studies were concerned 

with effectiveness of various treatment programs in the 
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correctiona l mi lieu a nd , therefore , h ad little relevance to 

this study . 

Al so , as was noted by Hawkins and Tiedeman (1 97 5) , 

d e viance re lated research on s el f - c oncept has genera lly 

assumed those with se l f - images a s d e viant would h a v e corre s ­

ponding negative fee lings of self-esteem" (p . 243 , emph a sis 

in original) . Whi le this approach is acceptable for the pro­

mu l gation of research hypothes e s , some results noted be low 

seriously q ues tion the veracity of this assumption . 

Deve l opmenta l Correlates of Self Concept 

Morris Rosenberg (1 965 ) independently researched num­

erous varia b le s re lated to or h a ving an impa ct on the d ev el­

opment of s elf concept and se lf- esteem . His methodo logy con­

sisted of multivariate analysis of instrument scores admini­

ster ed to l arge numbers of school children , a nd interviews 

with parents and teachers . One of his major conc l usions was 

that parenta l interest in their chi ldren (or lack t hereof) 

was in dir ect r elationship to the d evelopment of high se l f ­

e steem among the chi l dren (p . 52) . He also found that" . . . 

chi ldren of divorced or separated parents h a d lower s el f ­

esteem than t hose whose f amilies were intact" (p . 85) . Di ­

vorce , he f ound , " ... ma y more conspicuous l y influence level 
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of anxiety than level of se l f - esteem" (p . 86) . 

A second set of observations by Rosenb erg (196 5 ) 

concerned the family structure itself . He found l itt l e dif­

ference in self- esteem of children relative to birth order . 

The discriminating factor was , rather , whether or not the 

child had siblings . Only children , especial l y males , tended 

to have higher se l f -esteem than others (p . 107) . Further , 

male chi l dren" . .. whose siblings are mostly sisters tend to 

have higher self-esteem than those who are mostly surrounded 

b y brothers " (p . 113). 

Rosenberg 's (196 5 ) research fai led to note any dif­

ferences in chi l dren 's se lf-esteem relative to the father ' s 

occupation , with one interesting exception : children whose 

fathers were engaged in "violent" occupations , such as po­

licemen or so ldiers , had a tendency to exhibit lower self-

esteem (p . 48) . 

Another interesting observation made by Rosenberg 

(196 5 ) was the effect of parental response to their chi ldren's 

report cards . Both punitive and positively reinforcing re­

actions by parents , especially mothers , had little n egative 

effect on se l f -esteem . He found that" ... it is not the puni­

tive responses which are most closely related to low self­

esteem , but the indifferent ones" (p . 13 8) . 
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Rosenberg ' s (1965) conc l usion about f amily i nf l u ence s 

on se l f-esteem was that parenta l i nterest was responsible f or 

f a vorab le se lf-esteem deve lopment . "The f eeling t hat one is 

important to a significant other is probab l y e ss e n tial in the 

deve l opment of a fee ling of se l f wor th " (p . 146) . 

Per formance 

Wylie (1961 ) made several observations about the re-

lationship of self concept and how the individual functions 

in interpersona l re la tions . Her c onc l usions are not the pro -

duct of her own research , but resu l ted from an ana l ysis of 

existing literature . Two findings of particu lar inter es t in-

va lve l eadership ro l es and persuasibi l ity . 

. .. The findings support the proposition that 
emergent leaders of discussion groups (as con­
trasted to nonleaders) have more se l f confidence 
and less negative self concepts (p . 142) . 

Considering all the studies reviewed in t h is 
section it is obv ious that the obtained sta­
tistica l trends tend to support the idea that 
self-esteem measures and persuasibi li ty mea ­
sures may be inversely re lated (p . 1 59) . 

Fitts (1972b) , fo llowing extensive research by him-

self and his colleagues us i ng the Tennessee Self Concept 

Scale , reached several conc l usions invo l ving the re la tion-

ship of self concept and various performance indica tors . He 

observed that students who have made c lear vocat ional choices 
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for their future careers have higher self- esteem than those 

He also ob-who are undecided about their future (p . 63) . 

served that in vocationa l training programs " individua l s 

with negative and deviant self concepts ar e more likely to 

drop out of training prior to its completion , and t o make 

frequent changes in employment" (p . 73) . Further , in a study 

invo l ving menta l patients , he observed that" ... the patients 

wi th poor work histories had poor se l f concepts , poor perfor­

mance in the work program (and) poor employment records after 

release" (p . 69) . He conc l uded the vocational portion of his 

research with the finding that se l f concept" ... is a partial 

indicator of the ca l iber of .. . j ob performance and ... appears 

to be affected by the nature and qua li ty of his work" (p . 74) 

The re lationship between se l f concept and a c ademic 

performance is somewhat equivocal . Rosenberg (1965) concluded 

that a successful schoo l record is definitely re la ted to high 

self esteem (p . 62) . Frease (1972) also observed that a se l f 

concept as a capab l e student was strongly and positively re-

lated to good academic performance . Fitts (1972b) , however , 

concluded that there is only a slight relationship between 

these t wo variab les . He did agree that an "optimal" self con­

cept tends to prompt efficient use of "intellectua l resources . " 

"Otherwise , his se l f concept will probably be mor e c losely 
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re la ted to the noncognit i ve aspects of his b eh a vior within 

the academic setting" (p . 43) . 

Thompson (1972) observed that" self- esteem in-

creases with a g e" (p . 18) . He be lieved that this result 

e vo l ved fr om a tendency of o l der subjects to b e defensive 

and to be "disinclined to make negative statements abou t 

themselves .. . " (p . 18) . The noted tendency of high school 

students to show a lack of defensiveness (p . 18) wo u l d sup­

port his position : 

. . . Young people are more uncertain a bout their 
self concepts , this uncertainty reaching a peak 
during the high school years . Through the co l lege 
and adu l t years the se lf image becomes clearer and 
more definite and in the elderly it is quite pro­
nounced , sharp l y differentia l and perhaps rigidified 
(p . 21 ) . 

McCall and Simmons (1966) also commented on the evo-

l ution of individua l self concepts as a funct ion of increas-

ing age . They attribute the observed adu l t stabi lizatio n to 

external pressures from various audiences which tend " ... (1 ) 

to conventional i ze and (2) to ma ke more realistic , less lo fty , 

the person ' s ro le- identities" (p . 217 ) . 

Fi tts (1972c) conc l uded that the "demographic var i ­

able t hat h as the greatest effect on se l f concept" (p . 1 3) is 

a g e . He cautions , however , that this observation is 
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relatively meaning less when dealing with juvenile delinquents 

because of the narrow age range encountered among subjects . 

He be l ieved that among delinquent populations " ... demogra ­

phic variables do not account f or self concept differences" 

(p . 13) . 

Socioeconomic Status 

Thompson (1972) reached the broad conclusion that 

the se l f concept is directly related to socioeconomic status ; 

peop le occupy ing the lower classes generally have a lower self 

concept . Rosenberg (1965) also made a similar observation : 

"Upper-class children do tend to have somewhat higher self­

esteem ... " (p . 48 ) . He believed that this observation was 

not solely the result of deference accorded the upper -class 

by t h e remainder of society , but , more specifically , it emerged 

fr om the fami lial structure of the upper -class f am i l y which was 

more supportive of h igh self concepts than that found among the 

lower-class . 

Ethnic Origin 

The relationship of ethnic origin and specifically 

race to self concept is at best unc lear and equivocal . As was 

noted by Thompson (1972) , many research efforts to discover 

this relationship have b een" ... confounded by numerous 
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variab les such as age , socioeconomic status and educational 

l eve l" (p . 24) . Indeed , Fitts (1 972c) concluded t hat "the 

results showed no self concept differences between b lack s and 

whites . .. " (p . 3) . Perhaps the intuitive l ogic that discr i-

mination shou ld adversely impact on self concept h as been the 

cause of so many studies designed to establish that racia l 

minorities have lower-than- a v erage se l f concepts . The empiri-

cal data simp l y do not support this genera l i za tion . 

Culbertson (1 973) for examp l e found that" non-

white de linquents had s lightly higher self concept scores 

than white de l inquents" (p . 100) . Wax (1 974) f o und that 

b lack boys who get into trouble general l y consider such an 

experience as a positive concept a s opposed to white boys in 

a simi lar circumsta nce . Silverman and Dinitz (1974) reported 

that b lack delinquents , as a group , defined themse l ves as more 

"manly" and "tough " tha n did their white counterparts . Jensen 

(1972) found that de linquency made" ... virtua lly no differ ­

ence for fee l ings of personal worth among lower c lass b lacks" 

(p . 100) . 

There are s evera l possib le explanations which pro­

port to explain why minority group s el f concepts are not lower , 

as a group , than majority members and why de linquent e valua ­

tions have l ittle or no adverse affects on minority me mbers . 
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Webster and Sobieszek (1974) attributed the seem-

ing inconsistency between intuitive logic and observed re-

su l ts to the relativity of the measur a b le se lf concept and 

the particular situation under investigation . 

Blacks may well h a v e low expectations for their 
performance at certain tasks such as schoo l work , 
and they may h a ve l ow se l f - expectations by com­
parison with white schoo l children ; bu t until the 
task and referent others are specified , the c laim 
has neither meaning nor empirical support . There 
is a good dea l of evidence that black chi ldren 
change their ' se l f -image ' considerably d epending 
on which others they think they are being c om­
pared with , and there is a small a mount of evi ­
dence that they have quite positive se lf-expec­
tations for certain kinds of tasks (p . 1 63) . 

Hawkins and Tiedeman (1 975) proposed that b lack de-

l inquents more easi l y weather the assault of official sane -

tions upon their se l f -images because they " do not intern-

alize midd l e - c la ss values , hence the labe l h a s no meaning ... " 

(p . 245) . Because of this difference in va l ues , " getting 

into troub l e with the l aw may enhance se l f - esteem for those 

of lower status ... " (p . 245 , emphasis in origina l) . They con-

eluded that delinquency and negative officia l contact most a d ­

verse l y affects the self- esteem of those" ... with the highest 

status and stakes in conformity" (p . 246) . 

Horrocks and Jackson (1972) also supported a view 

of basic subcu ltura l differences among minority groups . 



The answer is that a minority group member does 
receive the reinforcement of approval from his 
own subcu lture and from his reference groups ; 
it is also probable that his experiences in the 
general cu lture may not be universa lly adverse . 
A minority group member may construct many rea­
sons to reject the validity of the view attribut­
ed to him by the general culture . In any event , 
there is no reason to assume the inevitability 
of low se lf-esteem in all or in most members of 
discriminated against minority groups (p . 12 5 ) . 

Rosenberg (1965) l inked the effects of discrimina-

tion a gainst minority groups (re ligious and racial) to the 

c omposition of the neighborhood in which the individual was 

reared and lives . Minority members in homogeneous minority 
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gro up ne i ghborh oods receiv e little effect of majority group 

discrimination . He fur t h er observ ed that t hose subjected to 

t he most discrimination are least affected b y it; conversely , 

those lea st fr equently discriminated against are those most 

affected by i t . "Many o f the mos t serious victims of preju-

dice , then , are those in the majority group" (p . 72) . 

The Se l f Concept and t he Seriousness of the Offense 

There is a genera l tendency to hypothesize that t h ere 

is a direct c orr e lation between low self- esteem and deviance . 6 

This is further expanded, by assumptio n , that the more serious 

the o ffense , the corresponding l y greater the negative impact 

that is to b e expected upon s elf-esteem . Anoth er popular wa y 
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of stating this relationship is tha t the lower the self con­

cept of the offender , the more serious the criminality which 

he is expected to exhibit . An empirica l study by Culb ertson 

(1973) invo l ving juvenile offenders in a correctional insti­

tution produced data which caused the a uthor to conc l ude that 

" . . . the self concept scores for the boys committed for seri­

ous offenses and for l ess ser ious offenses were near l y the 

same" (p . 103) . 

Fishman (1976) reached a simi lar conc l usion . He 

observed that those boys committed for the most ser ious of­

fenses did not deve lop negative se l f perceptions ; they appeared 

to be unaffected by the criminal label . The a uthor a l so found 

that those with delinquent self concepts did not h a v e a h igher 

offense rate than those without the de l inquent se l f concept . 



CHAPTER III 

METHODS AND PROCEDURES 

The purpose of this research project was to examine 

the measured se l f - esteem of three categories of military 

offenders : military status offenders ; mi li t ar y crimina l of-

fenders ; and , military combination offender s , to determine 

differences in self- esteem among those g roups relative to 

race and type of offenses committed. The data collection 

effort pertaining to convicted mi litary offenders s entenced 

to the United States Army Retraining Brigade was approve d by 

the commanding officer of that organization and rece ived the 

cooperation and support of the orga nizat ion staff . 

This chapter contains information perta ining to the 

popu lation relevant to the study , the sample se lected for 

study , an operational description of var iables examined , the 

test instrument , procedures employed , and the method of data 

analysis . 

Population 

The population of interest in this study was ma le 

United States Army personnel convicted by courts - martial and 

sentenced to confinement at the United States Army Retraining 
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Brigade , Fort Riley , Kansas . As was previously noted in 

Chapter I , all offenders sentenced to the USARB had been 

convicted of one or more violations of the Uniform Code of 

Mi l itary Justice , had been sentenced to a period of confine­

ment of six months or less , and had not been sentenced to re­

ceive a punitive discharge. 

Population parameters for the USARB trainees for fis­

cal year 1976 (July 1 , 1975 - June 30 , 1976) and fiscal y ear 

7T (July 1 , 197 6 - September 30 , 1 976) are presented in 

Table 1 . Fiscal year 1976 wa s the most recent twelv e month 

period for which complete data wa s a vai lable . Fiscal year 

7T is a three month transitional period which was necessitated 

by a change in fiscal year starting dates , the new date being 

October 1 . 

Sample 

An incidental sampling technique was employed in es-

tablishing the mi litary offender sample . This technique was 

necessitated by two factors : the desire to administer the 

test questionnaire prior to the commencement of correctional 

training and the temporal constraints faced by the author . 

The incidental sample of mi litary offenders consisted 

of all newly assigned trainees who inprocessed into the USARB 
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TABLE l 

USARB Population Statistics , Fiscal Year 1976 and 7T 

Overview 

Carry over (FY 
Assigned Gains 
Total Accountable 

Losses 

Reassigned to Mili-
tary Units 

Discharges (All 
Categories) and 
Other Losses 

Total Losses 

Average Age (Mean) 

RaceiEthnic GrOU:Q 

Black 
White 
Other 
Total 

FY 1 976 

197 5) 522 
2601 
3123 

1035 (37 . 2%) 

FY 7T 

(FY 1976) 339 
484 
823 

211 (47 . 2%) 

1749 (62 . 8%) 

2784 (100%) 

236 (52 . 8%) 

44 7 ( 100%) 

FY 1976 and 7T 

21. 2 Years 

1792 (45 . 4%) 
2095 (53 . 1%) 

59 ( 1. 5%) 
3946 ( 100%) 

Source : Annual Rer2ort Fiscal Year 1976 and ]T (Ft . Riley , 
Kansas : United States Army Retraining Brigade , 
1977) , pp . 9- 10 . 

J 
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during an approximate four week period from February 21 , 1977 

through March 17 , 1 977 . The s ample wa s composed of a total 

of 153 military offenders . Codable questionnaires were re­

ceived from 131 offenders for a usable return rate of 85 . 6 

percent of the tota l responses . 

Rejected responses c onstituted 14 . 4 percent of the 

tota l samp le . Responses were rejected for one or more of 

the fo llowing reasons : (1) race was not i ndicated ; (2) of-

fense was not indicated; (3) the offender was f emale; and 

(4 ) scored items were not marked or contained mu ltiple re-

sponses . Rejected questionnaires were submitted by the fo l-

lowing offenders : (1) two black mi l itary status offenders ; 

(2) one black and four white military crimina l offenders ; (3) 

two black combination offenders ; (4) seven b lack and three 

white offenders who failed to indicate offense; (5) one other 

ethnic group military status offender ; (6) one unknown ethnic 

group offender ; and (7) one female mi l itary status offender . 

No further information will be presented pertaining to un­

scored responses , nor will these figures be included in any 

tables . 

The sample was further separated according to race or 

ethnic group affiliation and type of offense(s) committed . 

Offenses were categorized according to the listing presented 

in Appendix A. Tab l e 2 depicts the quantity of each category 
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TABLE 2 

Military Offender Sample Statistics 

Sample Element Number (Percentage of 
Sample) 

A. Res2onses 

Week ending Feb . 24 36 (27 . 5) 
Week ending Mar . 3 43 (32 . 8) 

Week ending Mar . 10 21 (16 . 0) 

Week ending Mar . 17 31 (23 . 7) 

Total Responses 131 ( 100) 

B. Type of Offenders 

1. Military: Status Offenders 
Black 16 ( 12 . 2) 

White 1 5 (11.5) 

Other 8 ( 6 . 1) 
Total 39 (29 . 8) 

2 . Mi litary: Criminal Offenders 
Black 36 (27.5) 

White 37 (28 . 2) 

Other 4 ( 3 . 1) 

Total 77 (58 . 8) 

3 . Military: Combination Offenders 
Black 9 ( 6 . 9) 

White 4 ( 3 . 1) 

Other 2 ( 1.5) 

Total 15 ( 11. 5) 

C . RaceL'.Ethnic Grou2 

Black 61 (46 . 6) 

White 56 (42 . 7) 

Other 14 (10 . 7) 

Total 131 ( 100) 



of offender and the percentage that category comprises 

of the total sample of 131 responses which were tabulated . 

Table 3 depicts the offense categories of the other-ethnic 

group component of the military offender sample . 

TABLE 3 

Compos ition of Other-Ethnic Group , 
Mi litary Offender Sample 

90 

Ethnic Group Military Military Military Total 
Status Criminal Combination 

Offenders Offenders Offenders 

Spanish-American 
(Including Chicano) 4 4 l 9 

American Indian 2 0 l 3 

Arabic l 0 0 l 

Unspecified l 0 0 l 

Total 8 4 2 14 
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Variables 

The independent variable s of interest in this study 

were ethnic group affiliation and type of offense committed . 

The dependent variable for all groups was se l f -esteem. 

Independent Variable s 

One independent variable for the military offender 

group consisted of ethnic group affiliation as reported by 

the subjects . Respondents were separated into three groups , 

black , white , and others . The others category was composed 

of all reported ethnic groups which were neither black nor 

white. The military offender other-ethnic group was composed 

of fourteen individuals of which nine were Spanish-American 

(including Chicano) , three were American Indians , one was an 

Arab , and one was of an unspecified background . 

The second independent variable was the type of of­

fense for which the offender was convicted and sentenced to 

the USARB . Offenders were separated into groups according 

to the three artificial categories of offenses devised by 

this author . Military status offenders were those subjects 

whose offenses were unique to the military setting; for ex­

ample , Article 86 , absence without leave . Military criminal 

offenders were those subjects whose offenses were acts which 
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are generally c onsidered crimina l throughout our society ; 

for examp le , c onviction of Article 128 , assau lt . The third 

c ategor y o f mi litary offenders , military combination offenders , 

were those wh o were conv icted of a combination of a mi li tary 

sta tus offense and a mi li tary crimina l offense; for example , 

Artic l e 86 , absence without leav e , and Artic le 128 , assault . 

Reported offenses were cod ed according to the listing o f of­

fenses found in Appendix A. Also , s ee t h e definitions of 

offense categories in Chapter I . 

Dependent Variable 

The dependent variab le throughout this study was the 

se l f - esteem of the sub jects a s measured by the se l f -esteem 

instrument devis ed by Morris Rosenberg (19 65 ) . Self-esteem 

wa s divided into two categor ies , h igh and low se l f -esteem . 

According to Ros enberg (1965) 

. .. high se l f -es teem, as ref l ected in our sca le items , 
expresses the feeling that one is 'good enou gh . ' The 
individua l s imply fee l s that h e is a person of worth; 
he respects himse l f for what he is , but he does not 
s tand in awe of himse l f nor does he expect others to 
stand in awe of h im. He do e s not necessarily consider 
hims el f superior to oth ers (p . 31 , emphasis in original) . 

On the oth er h and, low se l f -e steem as measured on 

Rosenberg ' s (1 965) sca le 

. . . implies se l f -rejection , se lf-d issatisfaction , 
self-contempt . The individual lacks r espect for the 



self he observes . The self-picture is disagree­
a b le , and he wishes it were otherwise (p . 31) . 

Controlled Variable s 

The variable of sex was controlled through elimina-
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tion . Th e subjects consisted solely of male personnel . Fe-

ma le o ff enders were not integrated into the study primarily 

due to the sma ll numb er of female offenders available for 

study . During t h e period of offender data collection , only 

one female mi litary status o ff ender was inprocessed at the 

USARB ; statistica l analy sis based on this one subject would 

h a ve b een meaning less . 

Instrument 

The test instrument used in this study wa s devised 

by Rosenberg (1965) to study t h e se lf-esteem levels of ado-

lescents . The instrument is a ten item Guttman scale having 

a reproducibi lity of ninety -two percent and a sca lability of 

seventy-two percent . 

This specific instrument was chosen because of the 

ease of administration to t he subjects, and its acceptable 

reproducibility and scalability coefficients . The subjects 

resided at a location remote f rom this author and the data 

collection effort la sted a considerable length of time . Thus , 
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this instrument was easily administered b y persons other than 

the author , and r equired only brief written instructions for 

its completion . Further , the bre vity of the questionnaire 

permitted its comp letion in approximate l y two to f i v e minutes 

and therefore presented no undue burden to either the sub jects 

or the staff p er sonne l of the Inprocessing Unit , USARB . 

Test Items 

Respondents were instructed to indicate wh ether they 

strongly agreed , agreed , disagreed , or strongly di sagree d with 

each of the fo llowing items which were presented in the order 

shown below: 

1 . On the who le , I am satisfied with mysel f . 

2 . At times I think I am no good at all . 

3 . I fee l that I have a number of good qualities . 

4 . I am able to do things as we ll as most other 
people . 

5 . I fee l I do not have much to be proud of . 

6 . I certainl y fee l use less at times . 

7 . I fee l that I am a person of worth , at least on 
an equal p lane with others . 

8 . I wish I cou l d have mor e r e spe ct f or mysel f . 

9 . All in all , I am inc l ine d to fee l that I am a 
fai lure . 

10 . I take a positive attitude toward mys el f . 



It should be noted the "positive" and "negative" 

items were presented alternately to reduce the effect of 

respondent set . 

Scale Validation 

No standardized self-esteem instruments were avail-

able to Rosenberg (1965) for cross-validating his scale . 

The sca le items possess obvious high face validity as meas-

ures of self-esteem. The Guttman analysis of the scale in-

sured unidimensiona lity . 
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Rosenberg further successfully correlated his scale 

with depression evaluations resulting from the comparison of 

self-esteem scores of subjects using his instrument and the 

professional clinical evaluations by trained nurses of the 

same subjects . Those subjects with high se lf-esteem were 

rated as least depressed . 

Psychophysiological symptoms associated with neurosis 

were also compared to the self-esteem scores of clinically 

diagnosed neurotic mental patients . Rosenberg (1965) hypo-

thesized that the greater the quantity of neurotic symptoms 

possessed by the subjects , the lower their self-esteem would 

be . His experiment with the test instrument indicated an in­

vers e relationship between self-esteem and the quantity of 

observed neurotic symptoms as he had predicted . 
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The Questionnaire 

The questionnaire consisted of a two page form 

printed on opposite sides of a sheet of B½ x 11 inch paper . 

The front side of the form administered to the military of­

fenders solicited individual background information and sub­

jects were asked to indicate the offense(s) for which they 

had been convicted . The self-esteem test instrument was on 

the reverse side of the questionnaire . Figure 3 is a repro-

duction of the individual data portion of the questionnaire 

administered to mi litary offenders assigned to the USARB . 

Figure 4 depicts the second page of the questionnaire 

administered to the subjects . It should be noted that three 

items were added at the beginning of the list developed by 

Rosenberg , and two items were added at the end of his list . 

These five additional items were not scored items , but were 

added to disguise scored items in an effort to maintain 

sca le integrity. Added items were purposely of a similar 

length and content as the scored items . 

through thirteen were scored . 

Scoring 

Only items four 

The self-esteem measuring instruments were scored 

in the same manner as devised by Rosenberg (1965) . The ten 

individual items were reduced to a series of six contrived 



INSTRUCTIONS: Please complete each of the following items 
or questions . BE SURE TO COMPLETE BOTH SIDES OF THIS FORM . 

1 . Age years 

2 . Sex Ma le Fema le 

3 . Ethnic origin (Check one) : 
) Black ) White ( ) Spanish-American 
) Other 

( specify ) 

4 . Highest military rank he ld : E-

5 . What is your father ' s occupation? 

6 . What is your mother ' s occupation? 

7. What is your religious preference? 
( ) Roman Catholic ( ) Jewish 
( ) Other 

( specify) 

) Protestant 
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8 . How long have y ou been in the Army? years months 

9 . What o ffense(s) were you found guilty of? Please be spe­
cific and include the article number(s) if you know it . 
Example : Art -21_ , Failure to get~ haircut , or Art 134 , 
Possession of marijuana . 

Art . Offense 

Art . Off ense 

Art . Offense 

Art . Offense 

- page 1 -

Figure 3 

Individua l Data Portion of the Questionnaire 
Administered to Mi litary Off enders at the USARB 



INSTRUCTIONS : Please check the b l ock for each item showing 
whether yo u STRONGLY AGREE , AGREE , DISAGREE , OR STRONGLY 
DISAGREE with each of the statements . Check on l y one b l ock 
for each item . 

1. I thought l did very 
well in schoo l work 
in high schoo 1 . 

2 . I enjoy playi ng 
sports . 

3 . I did not enjoy going 
to high schoo l. 

4 . On the whole , I am 
satisfied with my­
s e lf . 

5 . At times , I think I 
am no good at a ll . 

6 . I fee l tha t I have 
a number of good 
qua l ities . 

7 . I am a b l e to do things 
as wel l as most other 
people . 

STRONGLY STRONGLY 
AGREE AGREE DISAGREE DISAGREE 

Figure 4 

Self- Esteem Test Instrument 
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STRONGLY STRONGLY 
AGREE AGREE DISAGREE DISAGREE 

8 . I fe el I do not h a v e 
much to b e proud of . 

9 . I c e rtainly fee l u se­
less at times . 

10 . I f eel that I a m a per ­
son of worth , at least 
o n a n equal plane with 
others . 

11 . I wish I cou l d h a ve 
more respect for 
myse l f . 

12 . All in al l , I am in­
clined to feel that 
I am a failure . 

13 . I take a positive 
attitude toward 
myse l f . 

14 . Reading books is 
never enj o ya b le . 

1 5 . I enjoy wor king 
at a j ob . 

- page 2 -

Figur e 4 --Continued 
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items in an effort to improve cumulative scores . The six 

contrived items resulted in a seven point scale with values 

ranging from zero to six . High self- esteem as defined by 

Rosenberg , is scored as zero , a nd the lowest se l f - esteem 

possible with this sca le is six . 

The composition of the contrived items and score 

values of each are found in Appendix B. 

Procedures 

At the commencement of this research project , a sup­

ply of questionnaires was mai l ed to the USARB , Processing 

Unit , for administration to new l y assigned trainees . Ques -

tionnaires were administered to each newly assigned trainee 

during his initial inprocessing into the USARB during the pe-

riod February 21 , 1 977 through March 1 7 , 1 977 . All inproces -

sing occurred during the morning hours of week days exclusive 

of Fridays , when no inprocessing was schedu led . The inproces -

sing took place in a World War II vintage building . 

Trainees were administered the questionna ire in a 

large waiting room equipped with adequate seating at la rge 

tables prior to their inprocessing with various installation 

agency representat i ves on an individual basis . Questionnaires 

were handed out and collected by en l isted and civilian 



101 

members of the Processing Unit staff . 

Questionnaire administrators were provide d with 

written instructions by t h is author to insure , as near l y as 

p oss ible , uniformity in the testing env ironment . Administra-

tors were spe cifically advised to a dhere to the instru ctions 

found in Figure 5 . 

1 . It is important that no instructions , oth er 
than those printed on the questionnaire , be given to the 
subjects . Do not make any attempt to expand the given 
instructions nor to explain the purpo se of the question­
naire as this would b ia s t h e research effort and seri­
ously damage the credibility o f t he data . 

2 . Should a trainee have difficulty reading t h e 
questionnaire , it may be read to him . 

3 . There is no time limit f or c omp l eting t h e 
questionnair e . 

Figure S 

Instructions to the Administrator s 

Trainees arrived at the USARB on a continuous basis 

during the co llection period . Approximate time lapse between 

arriva l and inprocessing was one to two working d a ys . The 

average period of time be tween date of c ourt-martial and ac-

tual arriva l at the USARB during fisca l y ear 1976 was twenty-

seven day s . It shou ld b e recognized that this figur e 
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inc l uded not only those offenders convicted in the continen­

ta l United States , but also soldiers from more dis tant loca -

. . 7 
tions in the world. 

One procedura l method which requires emphasis is the 

fact that all data pertaining to individual trainees , to in­

c l ud e offense(s) for which they were convicted , were obtained 

through s el f -reporting by the trainees . This author was not 

permitted to ascer t ain the names o f respondents , nor to veri­

fy the information on q u estionnaires against official records . 

Data Analysis 

All c odable comp l eted questionnaires were scored in 

accordance with the method o f contrived items as discussed 

earlier in this chapter , and as specifie d in App e ndix B. Re-

sponses were further separated into distinct r acial or eth nic 

group cohorts according to the self-reported ethnic group af-

fi l iation of the respondent . Each eth nic group was t h en di-

v i d e d according to o ffense(s) committed , as reported by the 

respondent , into the three ca tegories o f mi l itary status o f -

f ender , mi li t ary crimina l offender , or mi litary combination 

offender , according to the l isting of o ffense categories d e-

tai l ed in Appendix A. 

Each experimental hypo thesis was tested u sing 
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c ontingency tables of re levant data . The chi-square test 

of significance was app lied to each contingency comparison . 

The . 05 leve l of significance was deemed the appropriate 

level at which hypothetica l support would b e considered ac­

ceptable and t he hypothesis not rejected . The results of 

these c omparisons and additional data are presented in 

Chapter IV . 



CHAPTER IV 

ANALYSIS OF THE DATA 

This chapter detai l s the results of the data callee-

tion effort f or this research project and contains an ana l ysis 

of the ob tained data . A descriptive ana l ysis of the sample 

and the establishment of the se l f-esteem score cutting point 

will be fo llowed by the testing of each of the research h y -

potheses and a discussion of the results . 

Descriptive Analysis of the Samp l e 

Tables four through seven present a descriptive ana l ­

ys is of the mi li tary offender sample which , while not an in­

tegral part of the testing of the hypotheses specified in 

Chapter I , is necessary to fully appreciate the nature of 

the samp le studied . Table four is concerned with the age o f 

the subjects . Table five depicts the range and frequency of 

the highest military r ank s he ld by the subjects prior to their 

court-martia l convictions and subsequent r eductions to grade 

of rank E-1 , private . Table six represents the length of ser ­

vice the subjects had completed at t he time of their inproces-

sing into the USARB . As was noted earlier , court-martial 

action occurred approximately one month prior to t he subjects' 

104 
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arrival at Fort Riley . An overview of the subjects' reported 

religious preferences is presented in table seven . Data per-

taining to the occupation of the subjects' parents were also 

so l icited but were not presented here as responses varied 

widely and were insufficiently specific to allow meaningful 

analysis . 

The average (mean) age of the offenders sampled was 

20 . 8 years which was s light l y younger than the average age 

of 21 . 2 years of all offenders confined at the USARB during 

fisca l year 1976 and 7T . There was virtually no difference 

between the average ages of black offenders (20 . 7) and white 

offenders (20 . 6) . However , the other-ethnic group subjects 

averaged approximately one year older than either the black 

or white subjects (21 . 7 years) . 

One interesting difference wa s noted between the 

white and non-white subjects . The non-white military com-

bination offenders averaged the yo ungest of their cohorts , 

black combination offenders had an average age of 19 . 9 y ears 

and other-ethnic group combination offenders had an average 

of 18 . 5 years . Among the white subjects , the combination of­

fender group had the oldest average age , 23 . 3 years . How­

ever, it should be noted that the combination offender group 



in all three cohorts was comprised of relatively few indi ­

vidua ls, especially the other-ethnic group combination of­

fenders which consisted of only two individua l s . 
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All three ethnic groups were consistent in that the 

military status offenders averaged approximate l y one year 

older than their mi l itary criminal offender counterparts . 

(See Table 4 ) 

Highest Rank He l d 

Table 5 depicts the relative frequency of the se l f-

reported highest ranks h eld by t h e subjects . The majority 

of all three ethnic groups achieved only the grade of E- 3 , 

Pr i vate First Cl ass , prior to their incarceration . This 

grade , E-3 , also contains the median rank relative to of­

f ense categories with t hree exceptions : black mi l itary of­

fender s in which fifty percent of the subjects achieved on l y 

the grade of E-2 , Private - 2 ; the other-ethnic group in which 

the median grade for military criminal offenders was E-4 , 

specialist fourth class or corporal , depending upon military 

occupational specialty; and the other- ethnic group military 

combination offender group wh ich had a median grade of E- 2 , 

Private-2 . Interestingly , the only offenders in grades E- 6 

and E-7 were both military criminal offenders . The black 
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TABLE 4 

Age Analysis o f the Mi litary Offender Sample 

Category 

Black Sub jects 

MSO 
MCO 
Combination 
All Black 

Offenders 

White Sub jects 

MSO 
MCO 
Combination 
All White 

Offenders 

Other Subjects 
MSO 
MCO 
Combination 
All Other 

Offenders 

All MSO 

All MCO 

All Military: 
Combination 
Offenders 

All Mi litary: 
Offenders 

N 

16 
36 

9 

61 

1 5 
37 

4 

56 

8 
4 
2 

14 

39 

77 

15 

131 

Average Age 
(Mean in Years) 

21. 3 
20 . 7 
19 . 9 

20 . 7 

21. 0 
20 . 2 
23 . 3 

20 . 6 

22 . 8 
21. 3 
18 . 5 

21. 7 

21. 5 

20 . 5 

20 . 6 

20 . 8 

Range of Age 
(Years) 

17-28 
18-34 
17-23 

17-34 

18-30 
17-37 
19-32 

17-37 

19-27 
18-24 
18-19 

18-27 

17-30 

17-37 

17-32 

17-37 



108 

TABLE 5 

Highest Rank Held of the Mi l itary Offender Samp l e 

Category N E- 1 E- 2 E- 3 E- 4 E- 5 E- 6 E-7 

Black Subjects 
MSO 1 6 1 7 1 5 2 
MCO 36 1 9 15 9 1 1 
Combination 9 2 4 2 1 
All Black 

Offenders 61 2 18 20 16 4 1 

White Sub jects 
MSO 1 5 2 5 1 3 4 
MCO 37 1 12 1 5 8 1 
Combination 4 1 2 1 
All White 

Offenders 56 3 18 18 12 4 1 

Qth~r Subjects 
MSO 8 1 5 2 
MCO 4 1 1 1 1 
Combination 2 1 1 
All Other 

Offenders 14 1 2 6 4 1 

Al l MSO 39 4 12 7 10 6 

All MCO 77 2 22 31 18 2 1 1 

Al l Mi litary 
Combination 
Offenders 1 5 0 4 6 4 1 

All Mi litary 
Offenders 131 6 38 44 32 9 1 1 
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E- 6 was convicted of drug offenses and the white E-7 was in­

carcerated as a resu lt of conviction for assault with an at­

tempt to commit murder . 

Length of Service 

Table 6 indicates that white offenders served , on 

the average , approximately five months longer than b l ack of­

fenders , but only approximately three months longer than the 

other-ethnic group offenders prior to their arrival at the 

USARB . Mi litary criminal offenders , as a group, averaged 

two-and-a-half months more service than military status of­

fenders and slight l y over six months more service than mili­

tary combination offenders . 

Religious Preference 

While there is relatively little in the literature 

pertaining to the relationship of self-esteem and religious 

preference , this da ta may be indicative of the social inte-

gration of subjects in our culture . Perhaps an analysis of 

subj ects who profess no religious preference is more germane 

than a tabulation of the various denominations found in the 

sample . Black sub jects who declared no religious preference 

comprised 9 . 8 percent o f their cohort ; white offenders had 

7.1 percent with no preference; and the other-ethnic group 
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TABLE 6 

Length of Service of the Mi l itary Offender Sample 

Category N Avera ge (Mean) Ra ng e 
(Months) (Months) 

Bl ack Subjects 

MSO 16 23 . 8 8 - 56 
MCO 36 22 . 9 4 - 156 
Combination 9 20 . 9 6- 31 
Al l Black 

Offenders 61 22 . 9 4 - 156 

White Subjects 

MSO 15 26 . 3 2- 70 
MCO 37 30 . l 6-199 
Combination 4 18 . 8 10 - 24 
All White 
Offenders 56 28 . 3 2- 1 99 

Other Sub j ects 

MSO 8 22 . 3 7 - 46 
MCO 4 33 . 0 12-60 
Combination 2 29 . 5 18- 31 
Al l Other 

Offenders 14 25 . 6 7-60 

All MSO 39 24 . 5 2- 70 

All MCO 77 26 . 9 4 -1 99 

All Mi l itary: 
Combination 
Offenders 15 21. 5 6- 31 

All Mi l itarY: 
Offenders 131 25 . 6 2-199 



111 

had 14 . 3 percent of the subjects with no re ligious prefer­

ence . Re lative to offense categories , 20 percent of the mili­

tary combination offender group declared no religious prefer­

ence , as did 10 . 3 percent of the military status offender 

group , but on l y 6 . 5 percent o f the mi litary crimina l offend er 

group . (See Table 7) 

Se l f -Esteem of t h e Mi litary Offender Samp le 

The se l f -es teem of a ll mi l itary offenders was computed 

in accordance with the methodo logy specified by Rosenberg 

(1 965) and as outlined in t h e preceding chapter . Averag e 

se l f -esteem scores were then compiled f or each of the offender 

categories and ethnic groups . Table 8 is a s ummary of the 

average (mean) se l f -esteem scores of the various group s and 

a d epicti on o f the freq uency o f each score valu e by group . 

Re la tive to ethnic gr oup , t he h i ghest se l f-esteem wa s 

f o und a mong the other - ethnic group sub jects , 1 . 21 , fo llowed 

by b lack subjects with an a verag e se l f -es teem score of 1 . 59 . 

The lowest a verage se l f-esteem score was possessed by t h e 

white cohort , with a score of 1 . 61 . 

According to offense categories , the mi litary stat us 

offenders had the h igh est group a verage with a score of 1 . 33 . 

Mi l itary crimina l offenders had the second highest score 
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TABLE 7 

Religious Pr eference of the Military Offender Sample 

Category N Protestant Roman Other None 
Catholic 

(Frequency ) 

Black Subjects 
MSO 1 6 10 1 4 1 
MCO 36 29 0 4 3 
Combination 9 5 0 2 2 
Al l Black 

Offenders 61 44 1 10 6 

White Subjects 
MSO 1 5 8 5 1 1 
MCO 37 14 12 9 2 
Combination 4 1 1 1 1 
All White 

Offenders 56 23 18 11 4 

Other Sub jects 
MSO 8 2 3 1 2 
MCO 4 1 3 
Combination 2 2 
All Other 

Offenders 14 3 8 1 2 

All MSO 39 20 9 6 4 

All MCO 77 44 1 5 13 5 

All Mi litary 
Combination 
Offenders 1 5 6 3 3 3 

All Mi litary 
Offenders 131 70 27 22 12 
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TABLE 8 

Se l f -Esteem Scores of the Mi litary Offender Sample 

Score Frequency Average 
Category N High Low Score 

0 l 2 3 4 5 6 (Mean) 

Black Subjects 
MSO 16 5 5 4 2 1.19 
MCO 36 7 13 7 6 2 l l.61 
Combination 9 l 2 2 2 2 2 . 22 
Al l Black 

Cf fende rs 61 1 3 20 13 10 4 l l. 59 

White Subjects 
MSO 1 5 5 4 l 2 2 l l. 6 7 
MCO 37 6 14 7 7 2 l l. 68 
Combination 4 2 l l 0 . 7 5 
All White 

Offenders 56 1 3 1 9 9 9 4 2 l.61 

Other Subjects 
MSO 8 3 3 l l 1.00 
MCO 4 l 2 l l. 25 
Combination 2 2 2 . 00 
All Other 

Offenders 1 4 4 5 3 2 l. 21 

All MSO 39 1 3 12 6 5 2 l l. 33 ----

All MCO 77 14 29 14 1 4 4 2 l. 6 2 

All Mi l itary: 
Combination 
Offenders 1 5 3 3 5 2 2 l. 80 

All Mi l itary: 
Of fenders 131 30 44 25 21 8 3 l. 56 
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average with 1 . 62 . And the l owest se l f -esteem score average 

was found among the mi l itary combination offenders with a 

group average of 1 . 80 . This same trend was observed in each 

ethnic group when compared by offense category with on l y one 

exception; the white mi l itary combination offenders h eld the 

highest se lf-esteem score for that ethnic cohort with an a v ­

erage of 0 . 75 . 

One finding of particu lar interest is that not one 

subject scored the l owest possible score of six . Further , 

on l y three subjects , or 2 . 3 percent of all subjects , received 

a self-esteem score of five , the l owest score r e ceived in the 

samp le . A tota l of thirty subjects , 22 . 9 percent , received 

the highest possible score of zero . The score which occurred 

with the greatest frequ ency , or the mode , was a score of one , 

which was received by forty- four subjects , or 33 . 6 percent 

of al l subjects . 

Se l f - Esteem Cutting Point 

The median se l f-esteem score of the entir e mi l itary 

offender s a mp l e (N = 131) was used to establish the cutting 

point between high and l ow self-esteem . The median score of 

this group of data was a se l f - esteem score of one which was 

possessed by the subject with the sixty-sixth highest scor e . 
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The actual cutting point was placed between the two score 

values nearest to the actual median score, which was in-

e l uded in the higher category . Thus , high self-esteem was 

operationally defined as a se l f-esteem score of zero or one . 

Low self-esteem was defined as any score va lue less than one 

or score va l ues two through six . Table 9 depicts the fre ­

quency distribution of the high and low self-esteem scores 

of the subjects based on the median cutting point . 

Scores 

Frequency 

To tal 

N = 131 

TABLE 9 

High and Low Self-Esteem Scores of the 
Mi litary Offender Sample 

0 1 2 3 

30 44 25 21 

4 5 

8 3 

74 ( 56 . 5%) 57 (43 . 5%) 

6 

0 
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Testing the Hypotheses 

The ten hypotheses proposed in Chapter I can be 

l readily divided into two groups . The first grouping of 

hypotheses were all concerned with the relationship of self-

· esteem and the type of offense committed . The first six hy-

potheses , which deal with this type of relationship , were 

: designed to test the basic prediction that the self- esteem 

· o f military status offenders would be higher than the self­

· esteem of military criminal offenders , and that the self-

esteem of military criminal offenders would , in turn , be 

higher than the self- esteem of military combination offenders . 

The second grouping of hypotheses (seven through ten) 

,was designed to explore the relationship between self- esteem 

and ethnic group affiliation of the subjects . The basic pre-

diction in this instance was that there would be a signifi ­

) cant difference in self-esteem among the three ethnic cohorts 

: of black , white , and other - ethnic group subjects . No direc -

l tion in this relationship was predicted because of the equiv­

· ocal and , at times , contradictory evidence noted in the liter -

: ature . Further , this author chose not to combine all ethnic 

minorities for the purposes of comparison . Rather , black 

?subjects were treated as a single minority group because of 

t the generally recognized homogeneity of the Black - American 
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culture . All other non-white minority subjects were , how-

ever , combined into the single other-ethnic group . It was 

recognized that this artificial category express l y violated 

the reasoning espoused by the author to justify the separate 

treatment of the b lack cohort . Howev e r , due to the re la tively 

sma ll quantity of other-ethnic group subjects (fourteen) , and 

the wide diversity of their ethnic origins , it was necessary 

to combine them f or the purposes of ana l ysis . 

Se l f-Esteem and the Offense Committed 

Hypo t h eses one through six were designed to exp lore 

the relationship of self-esteem and the offense(s) committed . 

Each of t h e hypotheses are tested and discussed below . 

Hvpothesis ! - The se l f -esteem of military status of-

f enders will be significantl y higher than the se l f -esteem of 

military criminal offenders . 

Tentative support for this hypothesis was derived 

fr om a simple comparison of the mean self-esteem scores of 

these two groups of offenders . Militar y status offenders 

h ad an average self-esteem score of 1 . 33 as opposed to an 

average score of 1 . 62 for all mi litary crimina l offenders . 

Table 10 portray s a contingency tabl e analysis of t h is com­

parison . 



118 

TABLE 10 

A Comparison of the Se l f-Esteem of 
Mi litary Status Offenders and Mi l itary Crimina l Offenders 

Self-Esteem MSO MCO Tota l 

High 25 (64 . 1%) 43 ( 5 5 . 8%) 68 

Low 14 (3 5 . 9%) 34 (44 . 2%) 4 8 

Total 39 ( 100%) 77 ( 100%) 116 

x2 0 . 703, d . f . l ; p) . 05 

Table 10 indicated that a majority of both groups 

of offenders had a h igh self-esteem score ; militar y status 

offenders with 64 . 1 percent h i gh self-esteem , and mi l itary 

cr iminal offenders with 55 . 8 p ercent h igh se l f-esteem . Fur ­

thur , the predicte d d i r ection was noted . However , t h e chi-

square va l u e of 0 . 703 was significant on l y above the 0 . 30 

level . Therefore , the d ifference between these groups was 

not significant and the hypoth esis was rejected . 

HyPothesis l - The self-esteem o f white mi l itary 

status offenders wi l l be significantly h igher than the se l f ­

esteem of wh ite mi l itary crimina l offenders . 

White mi l itary status offenders with an average score 
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of 1 . 67 had on l y a slight l y h igher self-esteem than the white 

mi l itary cr iminal o ffenders with an a verage score of 1 . 68 . 

Tabl e 11 portrays the contingency table ana l ys is of this 

comparison . 

TABLE 11 

A Comparison of the Se l f - Esteem of White Military 
Status Offe nders and White Military Criminal Offenders 

Sel f - Esteem MSO MCO Tota l 

High 9 (60%) 20 (54 . 1%) 29 

Low 6 (40%) 17 (45 . 9%) 23 

Total 1 5 (100%) 37 ( 100%) 52 

x2 = 0 . 137 , d . f. = l; p > . 05 

The comparison of these two gr oups of offenders was 

in the predicte d dir e c tion . Sixty percent o f the military 

status offe nders had a high se l f -esteem as opposed to on l y 

54 . l percent of the military crimina l offenders . However , 

the chi- square va l u e of 0 . 137 was significant only abov e the 

0 . 70 l evel . Therefor e , t h is hypothesis wa s rej ected . 

HyPothesis 2 - The se l f -esteem of non-wh ite mi l itary 

.. 
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status offenders wi ll be significantl y higher than the se l f -

esteem of non-white mi l itary crimina l offenders . 

This hypoth esis was tested u s ing separate comparisons 

f or the b lack cohort and t h e other - ethnic group cohort . Te n­

tative support of this hypothesis was found in the b l ack co ­

h ort in which t he military status offenders had an average 

se l f -esteem score of 1 . 1 9 and mi l itary crimina l offenders 

had an average score of 1 . 61 . Tabl e 12 presents this data 

in contingen cy tab l e f ormat . 

TABLE 12 

A Comparison of the Se l f - Esteem of Bl ack Military 
Status Offender s and Black Mi l itary Crimina l Of f enders 

Se l f - Esteem MSO MCO Tota l 

High 10 (62 . 5%) 20 ( 55 . 6%) 30 

Low 6 (37 . 5%) 1 6 (44 . 4%) 22 

Tota l 1 6 ( 100%) 36 ( 100%) 5 2 

x2 0 . 237; d . f. l · I p ) . OS 

This comparison resulted in the predicted direction ; 

62 . 5 percent of the mi l itar y status o ffenders had high 
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self-esteem and only 55 . 6 percent of the military criminal 

offenders had high self- esteem . However , the chi- square va l ­

ue of 0 . 237 was significant only a bove the . 50 level . There ­

fore , the difference was not significant and this portion of 

the hypothesis was rejected . 

The second comparison involved the other - ethnic group . 

As was predicted , the military status offenders had a higher 

average self-esteem score (1 . 00) than the military crimina l 

offenders (1 . 25) . Table 13 presents an analysis of the com-

parison of these two groups . 

TABLE 13 

A Comparison of the Self- Esteem of Other-Ethnic Group 
Military Status Offenders and Other - Ethnic Group Military 

Criminal Offenders 

Self-Esteem MSO MCO Total 

High 6 75%) 3 7 5%) 9 

Low 2 25%) 1 25%) 3 

Total 8 ( 100%) 4 (1 00%) 12 

x2 = O; d . f. l ; p > . 05 
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Both groups had an identical percentage of subjects 

with high self- esteem (seventy- five percent) . Thus , the 

chi - square value of zero indica ted the expected d i stribut ion 

with no difference . Therefore , this portion of the hypoth-

esis was also rejected . 

Hypothesis 1 - The self- esteem of mi l itary offenders 

who commit a combination of mi l itary sta tus offenses and 

military criminal offenses wil l be significant l y l ower than 

the self- esteem of either military status offenders or mi l i ­

tary criminal offenders . 

The testing of this hypothesis required two separate 

comparisons . Table 14 presents the comparison between mi l i -

tary status offenders and military combination offenders . 

Table 15 presents the comparison between military crimina l 

offenders and military combination offenders . 

As was predicted , the average se l f - esteem score of 

1 . 33 of all military status offenders was higher than the 

average self- esteem score of 1 . 80 for all military combin-

ation offenders . Table 14 presents a formal analysis of 

this comparison . 

This comparison resulted in the predicted direction . 

The percentage of mi l itary status offenders with high se l f ­

esteem was 64 . 1 percent , whereas the military combination 



TABLE 14 

A Comparison of the Self- Esteem of Military Status 
Offenders and Military Combination Offenders 

Self-Esteem MSO Combination Total 

High 25 (64 . 1%) 6 40%) 31 

Low 14 ( 3 5 . 9%) 9 60%) 23 

Total 39 ( 100%) 15 ( 100%) 54 

2 
X = 2 . 553 ; d . £. = l ; p > . 05 
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offenders exhibited only forty percent high self- esteem . How­

ever, the chi - square value of 2 . 553 was significant only 

above the . 10 level and this portion of the hypothesis was re­

jected . 

As was predicted , the average self- esteem score of 

1 . 62 for all military criminal offenders was higher than the 

average self-esteem score of 1 . 80 f or all military combina­

tion offenders. Table 1 5 presents a formal analysis of this 

comparison . 

Again , the comparison resulted in the predicted di ­

rection . The military criminal offender group had 55 . 8 per ­

cent of the subjects with high self- esteem and of the 



TABLE 1 5 

A Comparison of the Self- Esteem of Mi l itary Criminal 
Offenders and Mi l itary Combination Offenders 

Self-Esteem MCO Combination Total 

High 43 (55 . 8%) 6 40%) 49 

Low 34 (44 . 2%) 9 60%) 43 

Total 77 ( 1 00%) 15 (1 00%) 92 

x2 = 1. 278 ; d . f. = l; p > . 05 

1 24 

military combination offenders only forty percent of the sub­

jects had high self-esteem . However , the chi - square va l ue of 

1 . 278 was significant only above the . 20 level . 

this portion of the hypothesis was rejected . 

Therefore , 

Hypothesis~- The self- esteem of white military of-

fenders who commit a combination of military status offenses 

and mi litary criminal offenses will be significantly lower 

than the self- esteem of either white mi l itary status offenders 

or white military criminal offenders . 

The testing of this hypothesis required two separ a te 

comparisons . Table 1 6 presents the comparison between white 

mi litary status offenders and white military combination 
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offenders . Table 1 7 presents the compari son of whi te mi li-

tary crimina l offenders a nd whit e military combination of-

fenders . 

The a verage self- esteem score of 1 . 67 for the white 

mi l itary status offenders wa s unexpectedly and substantially 

lower than the aver a ge score of 0 . 75 for the mi litary combi ­

nation offenders . Table 1 6 depicts a formal a nalys is of the 

comparison of these two groups . 

TABLE 1 6 

A Comparison of the Self-Esteem of White Mi litary Status 
Offenders and White Mi li t ar y Combination Offenders 

Self-Esteem 

High 

Low 

Total 

9 

6 

60%) 

40%) 

1 5 (100%) 

Combination 

3 

l 

75%) 

25%) 

4 (100%) 

x2 = 0 . 338 ; d . f . = l; p) . 05 

To tal 

12 

7 

1 9 

This analysis substantia t ed the unexpected reversal 

of the predicted direction . Fu lly seventy- five percent of 

the white mi litary combinat ion offenders possess e d high 



self-esteem as opposed to only sixty percent of the white 

military status offenders . However , the chi - square value 

of 0 . 338 was significant only above the . 50 leve l . There­

fore , this portion of this hypothesis was rejected . 
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The average self- esteem score of 1 . 68 for white mili ­

tary criminal offenders was also unexpected l y lower than the 

average self- esteem score of 0 . 75 for white military combi ­

nation offenders . Table 17 presents a forma l analysis of 

this comparison . 

TABLE 17 

A Comparison of the Self- Esteem of White Mi litary Criminal 
Offenders and White Mi litary Combination Offenders 

Self-Esteem MCO Combination Total 

High 20 54%) 3 7 5%) 23 

Low 17 46%) 1 25%) 18 

Total 37 ( 100%) 4 ( 100%) 4 1 

x2 = 0 . 718 ; d . f. l· p > . 0 5 I 

The reversa l in predicted direction noted in the corn-

parison of the self- esteem of white military status offenders 
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and the mi litary combination offender group was a l so evi -

denced in this comparison . The mi l itary combination of-

fender group exhibited seventy- five percent of the subjects 

having high self- esteem as opposed to the military crimina l 

offender contingent of which on l y fifty- four percent had h i gh 

self-esteem . The chi - square va l ue of 0 . 718 was significant 

only above the . 30 leve l . Consequently , this portion of the 

hypothesis was also rejected . 

Hypothesis Q • The se lf- esteem of non - white mi l itary 

offenders who commit a combination of milita ry status offenses 

and military crimina l offenses will be significantly lower 

than the se l f - esteem of either non- white military status of­

fenders or non-white military criminal o ff enders . 

A total of four comparisons were required to test this 

hypothesis . The first comparison was made between black mili ­

tary status offenders and black military combination offenders . 

The second comparison was made between b lack military criminal 

offenders and b lack mi litary combination offenders . The last 

two comparisons were made using only the other - ethnic group 

subjects . The third comparison was made b etween other - ethnic 

group mi lita ry status offenders and other - ethnic group mili -

tary comb i nation offenders . The fourth comparison was made 

b etween other-ethnic group mi litary criminal offenders and 
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other-ethnic group mi l itary combination offenders . 

As was predicted , the average se lf- esteem score of 

b l ack military status offenders , 1 . 1 9 , was substantial l y high­

er than the average score of 2 . 22 for black mi litary combina­

tion offenders . Tab l e 1 8 depicts a formal analysis o f t h ese 

two groups of offenders . 

TABLE 1 8 

A Comparison of the Self- Esteem of Black Mi litary Status 
Offenders and Black Mi litary Combination Offenders 

Self-Esteem MSO Combination Total 

High 10 ( 62 . 5%) 3 (33 . 3%) 13 

Low 6 (37 . 5%) 6 (66 . 7%) 12 

Tota l 1 6 ( 1 00%) 9 ( 1 00%) 25 

x2 l. 96 2 ; d . f. l ; p > . 0 5 

This analysis resulted in the predicted direction with 

62 . 5 percent of the mi li tary sta tus offenders h a ving high self­

esteem as opposed to only 33 . 3 percent of the mi litary c ombina­

tion offenders having high self- esteem . Howe ver , the chi -

square va l ue of 1 . 962 was significant only a b o ve the . 20 leve l . 

J 
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·rherefore , this portion of the hypothesis was rejected . 

Al so , as wa s predicted , the a verage se lf-esteem score 

of 1 . 61 for b lack mi l itary criminal o ff enders was higher tha n 

the average scor e of 2 . 22 for b lack military combination of­

fenders . A fo r mal analysis of t his c omparison is presented 

in Tab l e 19 . 

TABLE 1 9 

A Comparison of the Self- Esteem of Black Mili t ar y Criminal 
Offenders a nd Black Mi l itary Combination Offenders 

Se l f - Esteem MCO Combination Tota l 

High 20 (55 . 6%) 3 (33 . 3%) 23 

Low 1 6 (44 . 4%) 6 ( 66 . 7%) 22 

Total 36 ( 100%) 9 ( 100%) 45 

2 
1. 423 ; X = d . f. = l; p . > . 0 5 

This ana l ys is resu l ted in the predicted direction with 

55 . 6 percent of the b lack mi li tary crimina l offenders h a ving 

high se l f - esteem as opposed to only 33 . 3 percent of the mi li­

t ar y combination offender subjects having high se l f - esteem . 

However , the chi - squa re va l ue of 1 . 423 was significant on l y 
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above the . 20 level . Therefore , this portion of the hypoth-

esis was rejected . 

The other - ethnic group had an average se l f - esteem 

score of 1.00 for mi litary status offenders which was sub­

stantia lly higher than the average se l f - esteem score of 2 . 00 

for the other-ethnic group military combination offenders . 

Table 20 presents an ana l ysis of the comparison of these two 

cohorts . 

TABLE 20 

A Comparison of the Self- Esteem of Other - Ethnic Group 
Mi li tary Status Offenders and Other - Ethnic Gr oup 

Military Combination Offenders 

Sel f -Esteem MSO Combination Total 

High 6 75%) 0 0 %) 6 

Low 2 25%) 2 (100%) 4 

Total 8 ( 100%) 2 (100%) 1 0 

x2 3 . 7 50 ; d . f. = l; p > . 0 5 

This analy sis resulted in the predicted direction in 

which seventy - five percent of the military status offenders 

h ad high se l f -esteem as opposed to the military combination 
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of f ender group o f which none had high self-esteem . However , 

the ch i-square value of 3 . 750 was significant only above the 

. 0 5 level . Th ere f ore , this portion of the hypothesis was re -

j ected . 

The average self- esteem score of 1 . 2 5 for other - ethnic 

group military c riminal o f fenders was , as predicted , higher 

than the a verag e self-esteem score of 2 . 00 for the other - ethnic 

g roup military combination offenders . Table 21 depicts the 

analys is o f t h e c omparison of t h ese two groups . 

TABLE 21 

A Comparison o f the Self- Esteem of Other - Ethnic Group 
Military Criminal Offenders and Other - Ethnic Group 

Military Combination Offenders 

Self-Esteem MCO Combination ·rotal 

High 3 7 5%) 0 0 %) 3 

Low 1 2 5%) 2 (100%) 3 

Total 4 (100%) 2 (100%) 6 

x 2 3 . 00; d . f. l; p > . 0 5 

Th is comparison res u lted in t h e predicted direction 

i n wh ich sev e n t y - f ive percent of t h e militar y criminal 
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offenders possessed h igh se l f - esteem as opposed to the mi l i­

tary combination offender group o f which none possessed high 

se lf- esteem . However , the chi - square value of 3 . 00 was sig -

nifica nt only a bo v e the . 05 l eve l . 

of the hypothesis was rejected . 

Therefore , this portion 

Di scussion of Self-Esteem and Offense Committed 

Hypotheses one through six al l dea l t with an ana l ys is 

of the re lationship of se lf- esteem and the offense(s) com­

mitted by the subjects under investigation . Although none of 

the hypotheses were accepted , all of the comparisons did re ­

vea l the predicted direction , with the exception of hypothesis 

four . Exclusive of hypothes is four , there was a distinct tend­

ency for mi li tary status offenders to have higher self- esteem 

than mi litary criminal offenders . And both of these groups of 

offenders tended to have higher self- esteems than military 

cr i minal offenders . 

Hypothes i s four , the comparison of wh ite mi litary sta­

tus and crimi nal offenders resulted in a n unexpected reversal 

of direction which was not , however , significant when sub-

jected to chi - square analysis . This reversal may have been 

the result of t he small quantity of offenders who were wh ite 

mi li t ar y status offe nders (four subjects) . Another possible 
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explanation was that the white mi litary combination offenders 

were older than the rest of the cohort . As was noted by 

Thompson (1972) , older subjects are less inclined to make 

negativ e statements about themselves . 

Perh aps the genera l lack of significant results which 

evolved from the testing of t hese hypotheses can b e attributed 

to the simi larity of average ages among the cohorts . As was 

previously noted , militar y status offenders h ad an average age 

of 21 . 5 y ears as compared to the a ver age a ge of 20 . 5 years for 

military crimina l offenders and 20 . 6 years for mi l itary com-

bination o ff enders . Fitts (1972c) concluded that age is the 

variab le which h as the greatest effect on self concept and he 

cautioned against expecting a great deal of variance where 

there exists fairly narrow age differences among subjects . 

A second explanation for the lack of significance in 

the results is that there ma y in fact be little or no differ-

ences in self- concept relative to offense committed . This pos -

sibility is supported by the findings of Culbertson (1973) and 

Fishman (1976) who detected very little difference in self­

concept a mong incarcerated offenders relative to the type and 

severity of offenses committed . If this explanation is accu -

rate , it wo u ld be indicative of support for Hall's (1966) con­

tention that both delinquents and non- delinquents can have 
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either high or low se l f - evaluations . As such , self concept 

may be usefu l as a discriminator among de l inquent individuals 

within a given deviant samp l e rather than as a means of cate­

gorizing subjects re lative to offense or severity of offense 

committed . 

A third explanation which ma y explain the re la tively 

uniform high self-esteem scores of the sample is that these 

subjects ma y have embraced their deviant l abe l and accepted 

their place in a deviant subculture with concomitant oppor ­

tunities for elevation of self concept . This possibility was 

postulated b y Becker (1963) and , more recently , by Kaplan 

(1975) 

Self- Esteem and Ethnic Origin 

Hypotheses seven through ten were designed to exp lor e 

the relationship between self- esteem and ethnic origin . Each 

of these hypotheses is tested and discussed below . 

Hypothesis 7 . There will be a significant difference 

in the self-esteem between white mi litary offenders and non­

white military offenders . 

This hypothesis is the first in a series of four which 

explore the relationship between the varia b les of ethnic group 

a ffi liation and self- esteem . To test the hypo thesis , two 
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comparisons were made . In the first instance , the se l f ­

esteem of a l l white military offenders was compared to the 

self- esteem of all black military offenders (see Tab l e 22) . 

The second comparison involved the self- esteem of al l white 

militar y offenders and all other - ethnic group offenders (see 

Tab l e 23) . 

A simple comparison of the average se l f - esteem sco res 

of the black and white cohorts revealed very l itt l e difference . 

The average self-esteem score of all white offenders was 1 . 61 , 

which was slightly lower than the average score for a l l b l ack 

offenders , which was 1 . 59 . A more thorough comparison is 

shown in Table 22 . 

TABLE 22 

A Comparison of the Self- Esteem of White Mi l itary 
Offenders and Black Military Offenders 

Self- Esteem White Black Tota l 

High 32 (57 . 1%) 33 ( 54 . 1%) 65 

Low 24 (42 . 9%) 28 (4 5 . 9%) 52 

Total 56 ( 100%) 61 ( 100%) 117 

2 
l ; p > . 05 X = 0 . 293; d . f. = 
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Table 22 indicated that a slightly larger percentage 

of white offenders , 57 . l percent , had high se l f - esteem as op­

posed to black offenders of which 54 . l percent had high self­

esteem . However , the chi - square value of 0 . 293 was signifi ­

cant only abov e the . 50 level . Therefore , this portion of 

the hypothesis was rejected due to the insignificant differ ­

ence between the two cohorts . 

The second comparison used to test this hypothesis 

involved all white offenders and all other - ethnic group of­

fenders . Again , only a small difference in average self­

esteem scores between these two cohorts was found . White 

subjects had an average self- esteem score of 1. 61 compared 

to a higher average score of 1 . 21 for the other-ethnic group . 

Table 23 presents a formal comparison of these two groups . 

TABLE 23 

A Comparison of the Self- Esteem of White Milita ry 
Offenders and Other - Ethnic Group Military Offenders 

Self- Esteem White Other Total 

High 

Low 

Total 

32 (57 . 1%) 9 ( 64 . 3%) 

24 (42 . 9%) 5 (35 . 7%) 

56 ( 100%) 14 ( 100%) 

x2 = 0 . 237; d . f . = l; p) . 05 

4 1 

29 

70 
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I n this comparison , the white offender group h a d 

57 . l percent of the subjects with high se l f - esteem as oppo s e d 

to the other - ethnic group o ffend ers of which 64 . 3 perc ent pos ­

s e ss e d high s el f - esteem . Howeve r , the chi - squa r e value o f 

0 . 237 wa s significant on l y a bo ve the . 50 l eve l . The refo r e , 

this portion of the hypothesis wa s rejected . 

Hypothesis~- There will be a signifi cant diffe r e nc e 

in s el f - esteem between white mi l itary sta tus o ff enders a nd 

non- white mi l ita ry status offenders . 

This hypothesis required two sepa rate compa risons ; the 

first invo l ved a comparison of white mi li t a ry sta tus offenders 

a nd b l ack mi l itary sta tus offenders . The second compa r ison 

de a l t with white milita ry sta tus offende rs a nd othe r - ethnic 

group mi l itary status offenders . Table 24 portrays the forme r 

compa rison and Tab l e 25 the latter . 

The average self- esteem score of 1 . 67 for the white 

cohort wa s somewhat l ower than the aver a g e score o f 1 . 1 9 f or 

the b l ack cohort . Ta b l e 24 presents an a nalysis of these 

differences . 

This comparison indicated on l y a s l ight differ e nc e 

between these two cohorts . Of the wh i te coho rt , sixty p e r ­

cent of the subjects had high se l f - esteem a s oppo s e d to 

62 . 5 percent of the b l ack cohort which ha d high se l f - esteem. 



TABLE 24 

A Comparison of the Self-Esteem of White Military Status 
Offenders and Black Mi litar y Status Offenders 

Self- Esteem White Black Total 

High 9 60%) 10 ( 62 . 5%) 19 

Low 6 40%) 6 (37 . 5%) 12 

Total 1 5 ( 100%) 1 6 ( 100%) 31 

x2 = 0 . 219; d . f. = l; p > . 0 5 
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However , the chi - square value of 0 . 219 was significant only 

a bove the . 50 level . Therefore , this portion of the hypoth-

esis was rejected . 

A comparison of the average self- esteem scores of 

white and other - ethnic group military status offenders in­

dicated a somewhat wider disparity than did the black and 

white cohorts . The average self- esteem score of 1 . 67 for the 

white subjects was lower than the average score of 1 . 00 for 

the other - ethnic group subjects . Table 25 depicts an analy -

sis o f this difference . 

This comparison resulted in a difference of fifteen 

percentage points between the two cohorts in which sixty 

"7 
I 
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TABLE 25 

A Comparison of the Self- Esteem of White Military Status 
Offenders and Other - Ethnic Group Military Status Offe nders 

Se l f - Esteem White Other Tota l 

High 9 6 0%) 6 7 5%) 1 5 

Low 6 40%) 2 25%) 8 

Total 15 (100%) 8 (100%) 23 

x2 = 0 . 541; d . f. = l; p ) . 05 

percent of the wh ite subjects had high self- esteem a nd sev­

enty- five percent of the other-ethnic group cohort h a d high 

self- esteem . However , the chi-square value of 0 . 541 wa s sig ­

nificant only above the . 30 level . Therefore , this p ortion 

of the hypothesis was rejected . 

Hypothesis 2 - There will be a significant difference 

in self- esteem between white military crimina l offenders a nd 

non-white mi litary criminal offenders . 

This hypothesis was tested using two separate compa r ­

isons . First , it was tested by comparing the self- esteem of 

white and b lack military criminal offenders . The second test 

involved a comparison of the self- esteem of white and 



140 

other - ethnic group mi litary criminal offenders 

A compa rison of the average self-esteem scores of 

the white and black cohorts revealed very little difference 

between these groups . White mi litary criminal offenders had 

an average self-esteem score of 1 . 68 as opposed to an average 

score o f 1 . 61 f o r the black subjects . Tab l e 26 presents a n 

analy sis of this difference . 

TABLE 26 

A Comparison of the Self-Esteem of White Mi litary Criminal 
Offenders and Black Military Criminal Offenders 

Self-Esteem 

High 

Low 

Total 

White 

20 ( 54 . 1%) 

17 (45 . 9%) 

37 ( 100%) 

Black 

20 (55 . 6%) 

1 6 (44 . 4%) 

36 ( 100%) 

x2 = 0 . 1 99 ; d . f . = l; p) . 05 

Total 

40 

33 

73 

This comparison resu lted in very little difference 

between the two groups . White subjects h a d 54 . l percent 

with high self- esteem and b lack military criminal offenders 

had 55 . 6 percent with high self- esteem . The chi - square 



value of 0 . 199 reinforced the small amount of difference 

noted as it was significant only above the . 50 level . 

Therefore , this portion of the hypothesis was rejected . 
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A comparison of the a verage self-esteem scores of 

white and other ethnic group subjects indicated a somewhat 

wider disparity than did the previous comparison . White 

military crimina l offenders had an average self-esteem score 

of 1 . 68 which was distinctly lower than the other -ethnic 

group average score of 1 . 25 . Table 27 presents an a na l ysis 

of these two groups . 

TABLE 27 

A Comparison of the Self- Esteem of White Military Criminal 
Offenders and Other - Ethnic Group Military Criminal Offenders 

Self- Esteem 

High 

Low 

Total 

White 

20 (54 .1%) 

17 (45 . 9%) 

37 ( 100%) 

3 

1 

Other 

75%) 

25%) 

4 ( 100%) 

x2 = 0 . 718 ; d . f . = l; p ) . 05 

Total 

23 

18 

4 1 

This comparison indicated a substantial variance 

between the two cohorts in that only 54 . 1 percent of the 
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white subjects had high se lf- esteem , whereas seventy- five 

percent of the other - ethnic group mi litar y cr i minal offenders 

had a high se l f - esteem . However , the chi- square value of 

0 . 718 was significa nt only a bove the . 30 leve l . 

this portion of the hypothes i s was rejected . 

Therefore , 

Hypothesis 10 . There will be a s i gnificant difference 

in self- esteem between white mi litar y combi nation offenders 

and non -white mi litary combination offenders . 

This hypothesis wa s tested by first comparing the 

se l f - esteem of white mi li tary combination offenders to t hat 

of black mi litary combination offenders . The white cohort 

was then compared to the other - ethnic g roup cohort of mili ­

tary combination offenders . 

A compari son of the average se lf- esteem score of the 

white cohort , 0 . 75 , to that of the b la ck cohort , 2 . 22 , indi­

cated a relative l y si zab l e disparity between these two group s 

with the whi te cohort exhibiting higher se l f - esteem . 

28 depicts t h e f ormal a nalysis of this comparison . 

Table 

This contingency analy sis indicated that the white 

cohort had a higher percenta ge of subjects with high self­

esteem , fifty percent , as opposed t o the b lack cohort in 

which on l y 33 . 3 percent of the subjects pos s e ssed high 
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TABLE 28 

A Comparison of the Self- Esteem of White Military Combination 
Offenders and Black Military Combination Offenders 

Self-Esteem 

High 

Low 

Total 

2 

2 

White 

50%) 

50%) 

4 ( 100%) 

Black 

3 (33 . 3%) 

6 ( 66 . 7%) 

9 ( 100%) 

x2 
= 0 . 383; d . f . = l ; p ) . 05 

Tota l 

5 

8 

13 

self- e steem . However , the chi - square value of 0 . 383 was sig -

nificant only above the . 50 level . Therefore , this portion 

of the hypothesis was rejected . 

A comparison of the average self- esteem score of the 

white cohort , . 7 5 , and the other - ethnic group cohort , 2 . 00 , 

also indicated a wide disparity in self- esteem between the 

two groups , with the white subjects having higher self­

esteem . Tab le 29 depicts the formal ana l ysis of this com-

parison . 

This contingency analy sis indicated that the white 

cohort exhibited higher self- esteem than did the 



TABLE 29 

A Comparison of the Self-Esteem of White Militar y 
Combination Offenders and Other - Ethnic Group 

Mi li t a ry Combi nation Offenders 

Se l f - Esteem White Other Tota l 

High 2 50%) 0 0%) 2 

Low 2 50%) 2 ( 100%) 4 

Total 4 (100%) 2 ( 100%) 6 

2 
X l. 541; d . f. l; p > . 05 
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other - ethnic group cohort . Fifty percent of the white sub-

jects possessed high se lf- esteem a s opposed to none of the 

other - ethnic group mi l itary combination offender group . 

However , the chi - square value of 1. 514 was significant only 

a bove the . 20 level . Therefore , this portion of the hypoth-

esis was rejected . 

Discussion of Self- Esteem and Ethnic Origin 

Hypotheses seven through ten exp l ored the possibility 

of differences in se l f - esteem relative t o ethnic origin . Al-

t h ough there were measured differences in s el f -esteem a mong 

the va rious groups which were compa red , it is most importa nt 
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to note that none of these differences were significant at 

the . 05 level when subjected to chi-square analysis . Further , 

no obvious trends in direction were detected . In some com-

parisons , white subjects exhibited higher se lf-esteem, and in 

other cases the black subjects registered h i gher leve ls of 

self- esteem . And in several comparisons the other - ethnic 

group had the highest self-esteem . 

The results of the analysis of this group of hypothe­

ses would tend to support Fitts ' (1972c) conclusion that there 

are no differences among b lack and white subjects re lative to 

self- esteem . There are severa l exp lanations for a noted lack 

of differences among subjects relative to race . 

there are simply no differences to be detected . 

Perhaps 

If minori-

ties do suffer assaults on self- concept becaus e of discrimi ­

nation , which has not been esta b li shed , then perhaps minori­

ties also reject majority views on deviance and experience 

l ittle damage to their self- concept as a result of a djudicated 

criminality . Wax (1974) and Hawkins and Tiedeman (1 975) con­

c l uded that minorities , especia lly b lacks , receive positive 

self- esteem enhancement from acts of de l inquency and official 

labeling as a deviant . 



CHAPTER V 

CONCLUSIONS 

This chapter contains a brief summary of the research 

project , a summary of the findings , the answers to the three 

research questions posed in Chapter I , the strengths and 

weaknesses of this project , a nd recommendations for furthe r 

research . 

Summary of Methodo logy 

The purpose of this research project wa s to ascer ­

tain if there exists any significant d i fferences in se lf­

esteem among United States Army mi l itary offenders sentenced 

to the United States Army Retraining Briga de re lative to the 

type of offenses for which they were incarcerated and the 

ethnic affi l iation of the subjects . An incidental sample of 

1 51 subjects recent l y assigned to the Fort Riley correctional 

faci lity was administered a ten - item self- esteem sca le de-

ve l oped by Morris Rosenberg (1965) . Codable responses wer e 

received from 131 subjects . Subject cohorts were separated 

according to three offense categories , mi li t ar y status of-

fenses , mi litary crimina l offenses , and mi l itar y combination 

offenses . Subject cohorts were also divided re lative to the 
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ethnic groupings of white , b lack , and other-ethnic group of­

fenders . Comparisons of the exhibited self- esteem of the 

various cohorts were then made in order to test the ten 

hypotheses posited in Chapter I . 

Summary of Findings 

The following findings resu l ted from this research 

project as a resu l t of the testing of the hypotheses : 

1 . The self- esteem of mi litary status offenders 

was not significant l y higher than the self- esteem of mili­

tary crimina l offenders . 

2 . The self- esteem of white military status of­

fenders was not significantly higher than the se lf-esteem 

of white militar y criminal offenders . 

3 . The self- esteem of non- white military status 

offenders was not significantly higher tha n the self- esteem 

of non-white mi li tary criminal offenders . 

4 . The self- esteem of mi litary offenders who com­

mitted a combination of military status offenses and mi li­

tar y crimina l offenses was not significantly lower than the 

self- esteem of either mi li tary status offenders or mi l itary 

criminal offenders . 

5 . The self- esteem of white military offenders who 
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committed a combination of mi l ita ry sta tus offenses a nd mi l i ­

tar y criminal offenses was not significantl y l ower than the 

self-esteem of either white mi l itary status offenders or 

wh ite military criminal offenders . 

6 . The self- esteem of non- white mi l itary offenders 

who committed a comb ination of mi l itary status offenses a nd 

military crimina l offenses was not significantly l ower than 

the self-esteem of either non- white mi l itary status offenders 

or non-white militar y crimina l offenders . 

7 . There was not a significant difference in self­

esteem between white militar y offenders and non- white mi l i ­

tary offenders . 

8 . There was not a significant difference in se l f ­

esteem between white mi l itary status offenders and non- white 

military status offenders . 

9 . There was not a significant difference in self­

esteem between white mi l itary criminal offenders and non­

white militar y criminal offenders . 

10 . There was not a significant difference in self­

esteem b etween white militar y combination offenders and non­

white military combination offenders . 
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Research Questions 

The fo llowing three research questions were posited 

in Ch a pter I . It was possib le to answer these questions 

ba sed on the resu l ts of the analys is of the data ob tained 

during this study . 

Ques t i o n l 

What is the difference , if any , b etween the self­

esteem of mi litary status offenders and mi litary criminal 

offenders? 

The answer to Question 1 is that the da t a indicated 

no significant differences in self- esteem between these two 

categories of offenders . Although there was a tendency for 

the mi l itary status o ffenders to possess higher a verage se l f ­

esteem as a group , a nd s lightly larger p ercentages of this 

group had high se l f -esteem when compared to the mi l itary 

crimina l groups , the chi - square test r e v ealed that these 

tendencies were not significant at the . 05 l eve l of signifi­

cance . Ther e f ore , it wou l d appear that t h ese two groups of 

subjects were simi lar l y a ff e cted (or not a ff e cted) by t h eir 

criminality . 
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Question l 

What is the difference , if any , in the leve l of se lf­

esteem of mi litary offenders relative to the ethnic origin of 

the offenders? 

The resu lt s obtained in this research project indi ­

cated t hat there were no basic nor significant differences in 

l evels of self- esteem among any of the cohorts re lative to 

ethnic origin . No trends , significant at the . 0 5 l eve l or 

otherwise , were detected . It wou l d appear that ethnic af-

fi liation had little relationship to self- esteem among the 

subjects . 

Question l 

Is there a difference in the quality of deviance , as 

reflected by measurement of self- esteem , when it invo l ves a 

military status o ff ense a s opposed to a mi litary criminal of­

f ense? 

It wou l d appear , in view of the resu lts obtained in 

this s tudy , that this question must be answered negative l y . 

There evo l ved no evidence to support a contention that the 

quality of d e viance perpetrated by mi litary status offenders 

is greater or lesser than that committed b y mi litar y criminal 

offenders , as mea sured by the leve l s o f self- esteem of these 

two cohorts . 



Strengths of the Study 

The population samp l ed in this study was idea lly 

suited to investiga te the relationship of se l f - esteem and 

offense committed . The un ique composition of military law 

permitted the establishment of a meaningfu l , arti f icial , 

dichotomous division of offenses into military status of-
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fenses and mi litary criminal offenses . The f a ct that status 

offenses are crimina l acts on l y in the mi li tary setting pro­

vided an opportunity to mea sure d i ffe rences in sel f -esteem 

not available to the civi l ian sector of the crimina l j us tice 

s y stem . If there is a differential impact on s elf- esteem 

relative to offense committed , this difference shou l d have 

been manifested in this study . No such difference emerged 

as a resu l t of analysis of the data col l ected . 

The popu lation studied als o had the advantage of 

homogeneity in severa l important respects . The racial c om-

position of the popu lation and the sample contained nearly 

equal percenta ges of b lack a nd whi te subjects . White sub­

jects comprised 42 . 75 percent of the s a mp le and black sub­

jects made up 4 6 . 56 percent . However , all other- ethnic groups 

were represented b y on l y 10 . 69 percent of the s a mp le . There 

was also a grea t simi larity a mong subj ects re la tive to age . 
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Although the overall age of subjects ranged from a low of 

seventeen years to a high of thirty- seven years , the average 

ages of the cohorts based on both offense and ethnic origin 

were quite similar . The severity of the offenses committed 

were similarly homogeneous when viewed relative to the sen­

tences levied , which were all of six months or less in dura­

tion . 

Weaknesses of the Study 

One fundamental weakness of this study was the use 

of the Rosenberg scale of self-esteem . The high face - va lid­

ity of the scale may have been a source of dishonest responses 

fr om the subjects . Further , the overall high scores received 

by the majority of the subjects questioned the ability of t h e 

scale to adequately discriminate the l evels of self- esteem 

among the subjects . The choice of scale may also be criti-

cized in that few studies , other than those done by Rosenberg 

himself , h ave been conducted using this measuring device; 

nearly all contemporary research projects found in the liter­

ature had utilized the Tennessee Self-Concept Scale (TSCS) . 

Another weakness of this study was the unavoidable 

reliance of the author on self-reporting by the subjects con­

cerning individual b ackground data and especially the 
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offenses for which they were convicted . Neither the veracity 

nor the c omp leteness o f subject responses cou l d be verified 

by this author beca us e of constraints imposed b y the Command­

ing Officer of the United States Army Retraining Brigade and 

legal prohibitions invo l v ing individual rights to privacy . 

The military as well as civilian c omponents of the 

cr iminal justice system tolerate , if not condone, certain 

f orms of plea negotiation and both generally avoid undue mu l-

tip licity of charges or specifi cations . Because of these 

two f actor s it was often difficu lt if not impossible to spe­

cifically determine the offenses wh ich were actually committed 

by the sentenced individua l s as opposed to official charges 

which received determinations of gui lt during the formal 

trial process . Thus , any attempt to distinguish among of-

f e nders re lative t o offenses of conviction incorporates acer ­

tain degree of unr eliabi l ity . 

It was recognized by this author that combining all 

o ff enders wh o were neither b lack nor white into a sing l e 

category of other - ethnic group subjects ignored the b a sic dif­

ferences among the var i o us ethnic minor ities r epresented in 

the s ample . Such a n arti fic ial combination was re liant on 

the dubious assumption that all minorities are equal l y dis ­

cr iminated against in our society and that t h e y all be long 
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to a homogeneous subcu lture . However , because of the small 

number of other-ethnic group subjects availab l e for study , 

it was necessa ry to resort to this methodo l ogy . 

Recommendations for Future Research 

It is recommended that future research studies in­

vo l ving self- concept mea surement use the Tennessee Se l f -

Concept Scale . This instrument has the advantages of measur -

ing several facets of total self-concept and its wide use in 

the field of socia l sciences e nhances the compatabi lity of 

research efforts and the existing body of l iterature . 

Future studies involving the trainees at the United 

States Army Retraining Brigade shou l d uti l ize larger samples . 

Increased samp l e size would result in larger cohorts of mili ­

tary combination offenders and other-ethnic group subjects . 

The re latively sma ll size of these cohorts in this study re­

sulted in inflated chi-square va l ues , though not to the point 

of indicating a false measure of significance . 

A subsequent study , simi lar to this one , which could 

prove valuab l e , would be a comparison of initial se lf-esteem 

scores to post- training measurements of the variab le to deter ­

mine the effect , if any , of the rigorous training program on 

trainees ' self concepts . Another variation would be to 



correlate initial measurements of trainees' se l f concepts 

and the success (r eturn to mi litary duty ) or f ailure (dis ­

charge) of the trainees . 
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The use of a gro up of non- offender mi l itary personne l 

in subsequent research projects u sing a USARB samp le wou l d be 

usefu l to determine the differences , if any , which exis t be-

tween mi litary offenders and non - offenders . Such a study 

wou l d i lluminate the conjecture that a devia nt se l f c oncept 

does , in fact , exist . 
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FOOTNOTES 

1The relationship between self concept and behavior 
i s more thoroughly detai l ed in Chapter II . An exce llent 
s ynopsis of this relationship is available in two monographs 
by Wi ll i am H. Fitts , The Se l f Concept and Performance and The 
Self Concept and Behavior : An Overview and Supp l ement , 
Nashvi lle , Tn ., Counselor Recordings and Tests , 1972 . 

2For a thorough discussion of courts - martia l proce ss 
a nd procedures , see Manual for Courts - Martia l United States , 
1969 (Rev ised Edition) . Washington , D. C. : U. S . Government 
Prin ti ng Office , 196 9 . 

3statistical data pertaining to USARB operations was 
a bs trac ted from Annual Report , Fisca l Year 1976 and 7T . Fort 
Ri ley , Kansas : The United States Army Retraining Brigade , 1 977 . 

4 Thi s discussion of Mead ' s theor y was adapted in part 
f rom Ber nard N. Meltzer , "'The Social Psychology of George 
Herbert Mead , " in Symbolic Interaction edited by Manis and 
Meltzer , 19 67 , (Bo s ton : Ally n and Bacon) , pp . 5- 24 . 

5 h ' T is summary 
s t r a c ted f rom Sheldon 
a n Approach to Family 
by Ma n is and Meltzer , 
38 3 . 

of s ymbo l ic interaction theor y was ab­
Stryker , 1959 , "Symbolic Interaction as 
Research , " in Symbolic Interaction edited 
1 967 , (Bo ston : Al l yn and Ba con) , pp . 371 -

6s e e R. Hawkins and G. Tiedeman , The Creation of 
Deviance (Columbus , Ohio : Charles E . Merrill Pub l ishing Co ., 
1 97 5) , p . 24 3 . 

7 . . . . 
Data pertaining to length of time between arrival of 

trainees at the USARB and inprocessing and the average length 
o f time between co urt- martial and arrival at the USARB were 
fu rni sh ed by Dr . Sy lvia Kolash , Research and Evaluation Divi ­
s ion , Un ited States Army Retraining Brigade , Fort Riley , Kansas , 
duri ng a telephone conversation with this author on March 22 , 
1 977 . 
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APPENDIX A 

Punitive Artic l es 



One asterisk designates a militar y status offense , as 
defined by the author . 'I'wo asterisks designate what the 
author refers to as mi litary criminal offenses . Three aster ­
isks are us ed for those artic l es which ma y be either military 
status or military crimina l offenses , depending on what the 
offense committed was . 

Categor y Artic le Number a nd Sub j ect 

*** 77 
*** 78 
*** 79 
*** 80 
*** 8 1 
*** 8 2 

* 83 
* 84 
* 85 
* 86 
* 87 
* 88 
* 89 
* 90 

* 91 

*** 92 
* 93 
* 94 

** 95 
** 96 
** 97 

* 98 
* 99 
* 100 
* 10 1 
* 102 

** 103 
** 104 

* 10 5 
** 106 

* 107 
** 10 8 

Principles . 
Accessory after the f act . 
Conviction of lesser included offense . 
Attempts . 
Conspiracy . 
Solicitation . 
Fraudulent enlistment , appointmen t or separation . 
Un lawfu l en listment , appointment or separation . 
Desertion . 
Absence without l eave . 
Missing movement . 
Contempt toward officials . 
Disrespect toward superior commissioned officer . 
Assau lting or wi ll fu lly disobey ing a superior 
commissioned officer . 
Ins ubordinate conduct toward warrant officer , 
noncommissioned officer , or petty officer . 
Fai l ure to o bey order or regulation . 
Crue lty and maltreatment . 
Mutiny or sedition . 
Resistance , b reach of arrest , a nd escape . 
Releasing a prisoner without proper authority . 
Un law fu l detention . 
Noncompliance with procedural rules . 
Misbehavior b e f ore the enemy . 
Subordinate compelling surrender . 
Improper us e of countersign . 
Forc ing a safeguard . 
Captured or abandoned property . 
Aiding the enemy . 
Mis conduct as prisoner . 
Spies . 
False official statements . 
Milita ry property of United States - lo ss , 
damage , destructio n , or wrongfu l disposition . 
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** 109 Property other than military property of United 
States - waste , spoilage , or destruction . 
Improper hazarding of vesse l . * 110 

** 111 
* 112 
* 113 

** 114 
* 115 

** 116 
* 117 

** 118 
** 119 
** 120 
** 121 
** 122 

Drunken or reck less driving . 
Drunk on duty . 
Misbehavior of sentinel . 
Dueling . 
Malingering . 
Riot or breach of peace . 
Provoking speeches or gestures . 
Murder . 
Mans laughter . 
Rape and carna l knowledge . 
Larceny a nd wrongful appropriation . 
Robbery . 

** 
** 

123 Forgery . 
123a Making , drawing , or uttering check , dr a ft , or 

** 124 
** 12 5 
** 126 
** 127 
** 128 
** 129 
** 130 
** 131 
** 132 

* 133 
*** 134 

order without sufficient funds . 
Maiming . 
Sodomy . 
Arson . 
Extortion . 
As sault . 
Burg lary . 
Housebreaking . 
Perjury . 
Frauds against the United States . 
Conduct unbecoming an officer and a gentlema n . 
General article . 

Source: Manual for Courts-Martial United States , 1 969 (Re­
vised Edition) (Washington , D. C.: U. S . Government 
Printing Office , 1969) , pp . A2 -2 6 - A2 -2 7 . 



APPENDIX B 

Self-Esteem Scale 
Contrived Items and Score Values 



"Po s itive" responses indicate low self- esteem and are 
indicated b y an asterisk (*) . 

Scale Item L · This contrived item resulted from a combina­
tion of the three original items listed be low. If a respond­
ent answered 2 out of 3 or 3 out of 3 positive l y , he received 
a po s itiv e score f or the contrived item . 

I f e e l t hat I 'm a person of worth , at least on an even 
plan e with others . 

Strong l y agree 
Agree 

* ( Disagree 
*( Strongly disagree 

I feel that I have a number of good qualities . 

Strongly agree 
Agree 

* ( Disagree 
*{ Strong l y disagree 

All in al l , I am inc lined to feel that I am a fai l ure . 

*( Strongly agree 
*( Agree 

( Di s agree 
( Strong l y disagree 

Scale I tem 1.1_ was contrived from t h e combined responses of the 
f ollowing two origina l items . One out of 2 or 2 out of 2 posi ­
tiv e r esponses were c onsidered a positive score for this item . 

I am a b le to do thing s as well as most other people . 

Strongly agree 
Agree 

* ( Disagree 
* ( Strong l y disagree 

I f eel that I do not have much to be proud of . 

* ( Str ong l y a g ree 
* ( Agree 

( Disag ree 
( Strong l y disag ree 



Scale Item III . This item consists of only one of the 
original items . A positive response was counted as a 
positive score for this item . 

I take a positive attitude toward myse l f . 

Strongly a gree 
Agree 

*( Disagree 
*( Strongly disagree 

Scale Item IV . This contrived item consists of only one 
of the origina l items . A positive response was counted 
as a positive score for this item . 

On the whole , I am satisfied with myself . 

Strong l y agree 
Agree 

* ( Disagree 
* ( Strong l y disa gree 

Scale Item y . This contrived item consists of only one 
of the origina l items . A positive response was counted 
as a positive score for this item . 

I wish I cou l d h a ve more respect for myse lf . 

*( Strongly agree 
*( Agree 

( Disagree 
( Strongly disagree 
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Scale Item VI . This contrived item resulted fr om the 
combina tion of t h e two original items li sted b elow. If 
a r espondent answered 1 o ut of 2 or 2 o u t of 2 positive l y , 
h e r eceived a positive score for this item . 

l certain l y f eel useless at times . 

*( Strong l y agree 
*( Agree 

( Disagree 
( Strong l y disagree 

At time s , I think I am no good at all . 

*( Strongly a gree 
*( Agree 

( Disagree 
( Strong l y disagree 
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Source : Morris Rosenberg . Society and the Adolescent Self­
Image . (Princeton , N. J . : Princeto n University Pr ess , 
1965 ) , pp . 305-307 . 
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