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Abstract of Thesis

Sociological Perspectives of Gangs Throughout History

When one pictures a gang, the image that comes to mind is a group of young, minority
males in an urban community. They commit acts of violence, murder and treefiefihition of
a gang is one that terrorizes the streets of America and baffles departments from coast to
coast. Conversely, from a sociologist’'s perspective, the definiti a gang is not that simple.
The issues of theory, membership, labels and crime patterns a8 toevge confusing and
constantly altering perception. This paper will address these issurplosirey historical
sociological perceptions of gangs beginning with the Fredrick Thrastedy of Chicago gangs
in 1927. Major sociological studies of their era will be addressed andt@dsending with
contemporary ethnographic research and the changing perception of gangs. thimatyper will

illuminate how ex-gang members perceive themselves as delinguantgembers.
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Introduction

Gangs have been entwined within American culture for centuriesstéhtly battling
against law enforcement and society, gangs have terrorized the efradian ghettos. Cited as
the most comprehensive sociological study of street gangs in Chicagoclmgthasher
introduced many to the issue of gangs. Thrasher accurately detailecetfyeeoe and separation
of gangs, the definition of a gang and theoretical explanations for gang devianasher
overlooked issues of the gang such as gender and racial participation, polticalciological
impacts on the neighborhood in which gangs form and the gang’s economic resources.

Continuing research after Thrasher, up until the 1960s, more sociblpgiceptions of
gangs included points that Thrasher ignored. Constantly contradictiranotieer, sociologists
have found different reasons for the gang phenomenon while the ecoltgites ®f cities in
which gangs emerge have continued to stay the same.

The clash between sociological researches has continued into contenmeseargh in
the 1980s, 1990s and 2000s. The concept of gangs began to cater to law enfwregneof
the “super-gang” that are purely deviant and violent in nature haatedriear in American
cities. The media only fuels the fire of this debate. Theoretigdheations of gangs continued to
follow historical foundations but the study of female gangs, drug trafficks an economic
resource and deviant activities have changed.

The current review will encompass research from the earliest stydyth gangs by
Fredrick Thrasher to the most contemporary ethological study by Sudhiatéshlks and the
Black Disciples in Chicago. Cross-cultural and global gangs will ndidsected here, although
they contribute greatly to the study of gangs. The review will analyeet gangs, defined most
accurately as adolescences that hang around, usually in the open anesexdtaicycle gangs,
prison gangs and skinheads (Klein, 1995, 22). The comparison between histaotrical a
contemporary research will cover the definition of gangs, theoreipldreations of gangs, the
formation and separation of gangs, racial, ethnic and gender composition gfrgadgs of
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material and financial accumulation, deviant behavior and the orgjanizend community’s
response to gangs.

The gang members discussed in the second section comprise of Stanl@\Vitiains,
Colton Simpson, Monster Kody Scott, Reymundo Sanchez, Luis Rodriquez and Bill Like. Eac
individual was a gang member during their adolescence. Eventualkingdhie harm and
danger of their complicated lives, all men decided to leave the ganggWillir unwillingly, and
wrote about their adventures. The memoirs encompass what a gang is, hoargdogeed and
disbanded, gang membership and how the gang is organized within their communétgcfidre
will compare historical and contemporary research with the sivaag-gnember memoirs, noting

how accurate or inaccurate most sociological research has conestitoe process of gangs.



Section One
Chapter One — Sociological Perceptions of Gangs

In the 1920s, gangs emerged in the field of sociology. Sociologistsi¢add initiated
research of urbanization and industrialization only to find the reaaweerof gangs. This
phenomenon became widely published and sociologists were drawn to study gangs. The
empirical work of Robert Park was the first to document and describeyiation of rural
peoples into the urban chaos created a “profound revolution in the psycbblbgypeasant” (as
cited in Hagedorn, 2008, pg 4). The “revolution” Park discusses was seegsatt af social
disorganization as formal institutions lost power and the peasant beesooelized into an
industrial order. The social disorganization often tempted the immgjrehildren to form
groups, later studied by Fredrick Thrasher and labeled as “street-canyst’ Thrasher, 1927).
This was the dawn of the study of gangs, unclearly defined groups of youth k& tacess to
main society.

The unclearly defined groups of youth caused a problem for researchiessiakers,
and law enforcement agencies agreeing on a common definition of a gamrgtitasto know
how gangs are structured and their function in American society in order tetamdegangs and
their group process. Law enforcement defines gangs to be a criminal aopsplile
sociologists believe gangs to be a result of a disorganized sddietynost widely used
definition of a gang is that of Malcolm Klein (1971) who states thatgarg

Any denotable adolescent group of youngsters who (a) are generally percseaved a

distinct aggregation by others in their neighborhood, (b) recognize thesaslae

denotable group (almost always with a group name), and (c) have been involved in a

sufficient number of delinquent incidents to call forth a consistentinegasponse from

neighborhood residents and/or law enforcement agencies.



A more contemporary definition of a gang by Walter B. Miller has had the most
significant influence in criminalizing gangs. Miller (as dit@ Scarpitti, Nielsen & Miller, 2009)
states that gangs are:

A self-formed association of peers, bound together by mutual interest witHiadse

leadership, well-developed lines of authority, and other organizatiotaideawho act

in concert to achieve a specific purpose or purposes which generally ittuctenduct
of illegal activity and control over particular territory or type ofegptise.

While both of these commonly used definitions differ, they share &ignif
commonalities that should be addressed. The basic foundations of a gashgjeseeant peers
who form a group with a group name and have identifiable leadership. From therej\vildeahd
group hierarchies and illegal activities grow vague and unclear. Seveiabgists define gangs
as turf, fighting or gain-oriented, while others define them by fightingamey-making (Weisel,
2002). Early work attempts to address gangs by purely delinquent actividesrmmic gain,
which can easily go hand-in-hand, while contemporary definitions have become. vague
Throughout the literature, one thing has grown apparent; defining gaseys dra activities alone
is insufficient.

Fredrick Thrasher, one of the first sociologists to study ganghkicago, gave gangs a
cultural and ecological framework. He sought to explain gang transmissiant & @ process of
collective behavior. These areas were characterized by (liodatieg neighborhoods; (2)
shifting populations; and (3) mobility and disorganization of the slum. To bespr&tirasher
(1927, 37) viewed gangs as:

The spontaneous effort of boys to create a society for themselvesnoneradequate to

their needs exists. What boys get out of such association that they dd othtegwise

under the conditions that adult society imposes is the thrill andzpatticipation in
common interest, more especially in corporate action, in hunting, capturéctcdliight

and escape.



This definition sharply conflicts with Klein and Miller’s previedefinitions. Thrasher
believed that gangs were interstitial groups originally formed speatssly and then integrated
through conflict. He believed that one needs to understand not only specificngiasbut the
specific formation processes the gang undergoes as well. Klein andduiiéinition claims that
violent and law-breaking conduct is typical of all gangs, however, makesanbtefinention the
communities the gangs feed off of or the type of internal group processthexjzeriences. In
this sense, Klein and Miller’s definition has done nothing more than dafieemedia and police
with stereotypes.

Sociologists such as Richard Cloward and Lloyd Ohlin defined types of gahgs than
try to apply a standard definition to gangs. The sociologistsveeligangs were, by definition,
delinquent in nature. From this assumption, Cloward and Ohlin identifiedtyimes of gangs;
criminal, violent and retreatist. Criminal gangs resulted from &intelgrated, stable slum with a
criminal opportunity structure and were recruiting grounds for adult crimiganizations.
Violent gangs existed in unstable slum areas whose residents cofillrmganized criminal
opportunity which resulted in violence. Finally, retreatist gangs weiguking youths who
engaged in criminal activity for fun because of a badly disorganizethaaity where nothing
but demoralization could be found (Cloward and Ohlin, 1960). The delinquentiastofithese
youth are prominently displayed within each type of gang.

The work of Albert Cohen provided a foundation to the knowledge of juvenile f@angs
sociologists in the 1950s. His definition of a “delinquent gang” was oneéstimolved in short-
run hedonism with little interest in long-run goals (Cohen, 1955, 31). Thereng sfroup
autonomy, not to be confused with individual autonomy, meaning the gang is the only
autonomous figure. Cohen’s definition seems suffice defining the group’s focustesion and
straying from specific delinquent activities.

In 1958, after conducting an extensive study on street-corner gangs in Chicago, James
Short and Fred Strodtbeck developed an extensive definition of a gang@s€hechers sought
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explanations for the boys’ behavior in terms of the culture and socielustwf larger society or
of lower class culture, while ignoring personality variables and focusiribe gang as a group.

Focusing on the “social and cultural dynamics of the interpersonaehgelthat is
currently undermining the quality of life” of urban neighborhoods, the ethnloigrafudy of
Elijah Anderson is the most compelling contemporary study of gangs (1998 nt@rson
begins by defining his theory as the “code of the street” as set ofiptiesis and proscriptions,
or informal rules, of behavior organized around a desperate searchdectréhat governs public
social relations, especially violence, among young men and women. Thisncexdgs where the
influence of the police ends and personal responsibility for one’s safiety 1o begin, resulting
in a kind of revenge for wrong doings. While Anderson never actually definésrthégang”,
he applies the code to these young men who are forced to live in the innkr-sdtguice to this
ethic, repeated displays of “nerve” and “heart” build or reinforce dildeereputation for
vengeance that works to deter aggression and disrespect, which are sogreasarixiety on
the inner-city street. Essentially, physical and psychologicat@datneeded in order to survive
on the streets and forming groups and following a code is the only way thesaualdi know
how to survive.

Continuing with contemporary studies of gangs, Martin Sanchez-Jankowskssksl the
analysis of the gangs as an organization. He systematically obdeviatetnal dynamics and
structure of gangs and how they operated within society. Sanchez-Jar&a®gkition
followed three basic rules; gangs are organized but are organized arountense competition
for and conflict over the scarce resources that exist in the are, gangomprised as an
alternative social order; and gangs emerge as an organizatigraises- but not the only one —
seeking to improve the competitive advantage of its members in obtamingrease in material
resources (Sanchez-Jankowski, 1991, 23). The study of gangs as an organipeiom nsl

because this issue is one in which historical sociologists teadgdore.



The most interesting piece of contemporary ethnographic research taahthucs far was
by Sudhir Venkatesh, a graduate student at the University of Chicagoat¥smkvas given the
opportunity to survey low income minorities at the Robert Taylor Homeegtsan Chicago for
his dissertation. Venkatesh aimed in one direction, to figure out if “growdress a poor kid in a
housing project, for instance, lead to worse educational and job outcomesatisamilarly poor
kid grew up outside the projects” (2008, 5). Venkatesh entered the hougegpvath a survey
and a notebook only to encounter J.T., a notorious gang leader. The young graduattestude
finds himself entangled in the entire organization, interviewing gaenmbers and witnessing
drive-by shootings. Most of the information Venkatesh gathers fronsJibw J.T. views
himself, the gang, the community and his gang members; however, the mestimgedefinition
of a gang is applied in this piece of work. According to J.T., the gang was adrtgé the
community and everything the gang did was for the community’s benefit. Fromsatenist
point of view, this was skewed, but to J.T. and his members who ration&l&edrganization,
they were doing more good than harm. Venkatesh developed a definition oh¢hleegstudied
in Chicago as an organization with a hierarchy, who mostly hung on street casttedsugs,
gambled, talked about women and played sports. Criminal activity was involstesbenmitted
as a collective group and the community is the gang’s biggest ally and.evemkatesh
incorporated the community in his definition as both helping keep the gangsilivell as
dismantling it. This was the first definition of a gang to incorpofsgecommunity in which the
gang feeds off of.

Malcolm Klein also provides a distinct definition of a gang in higemporary study.
Klein believes that a distinct definition of a gang is pointless, mstéad provides a depiction of
street gangs focusing on three central issues: gang proliferationnthem@ connection, and
the place of group process in gang control (1995). The most interestinggtigesféein takes on
the definition of a gang is that it isseeetgang. Klein excludes motorcycle gangs, prison gangs
and skinheads. Most of the gangs that researchers write about focus orleébecatifactor that
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most members are very young and are depicted as hanging around, usually in thetepen. Af
Klein narrows his focus on to street gangs, he talks about how they arée§sy and “aimless”
with no long-term goals (1995, 22). Finally, he includes in his difinthe most important
factor that most researchers do not account for: race.

The most clear-cut definition of a gang is given by John Hagedorn as a group that
mints”power for the otherwise powerless from their control of sorlthn spaces: street corners,
slums, playgrounds, parks, schools, prison dormitories, even garbage dumps” J200& goor
youth who form gangs lack legitimate resources and the informab$pamnopolies, if
successfully defended and consolidated, provide some form of entreprenquoidliogpy as well
as status, reputation and prestige within the community. Hagedorn’s defioituses primarily
around the territorial function of the gang. In one sense, this is a ratmmadpt when
comparing the current definition to other unclear and racially profiléditiens.

John Hagedorn’s study of Milwaukee gangs during the early 1980s shifts [raieom
to his most recent definition. Hagedorn focused a lot of attention on wedfaMiller, Klein and
Thrasher’s definition of gangs. Hagedorn states that gangs areridship group of adolescents
who share common interests, with a more or less clearly defined termtevizich most of the
members live... defending one another, the territory and the gang name.aihiées tend to
live conventional lives; although some may be troubled, this is by no mearfsrtalleof them”
(1988, 5). Hagedorn also claims that one must recognize that the med?afteeement and
policy makers have developed a “super-gang” that commits violeraaaterrorize the streets
of America. Instead, stemming from his last definition, gangs are abong gaining a profit in
the current moment rather than forming groups for the sole purpose ofziagaitizens.

Scott H. Decker and Barrik Van Winkle produced a separate definitiamgafg before
the start of their study. They believed that “not all of the illegal gratipiy of young people
has a similar motivation or character; it is useful to have a lgigisd&finition of gangs.In this
way, the term can capture variations across time, cities, ethnicgampa@ups” (Decker & Van
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Winkle, 1996, 3). The sociologists believed that location, ethnicity and agieydld important
factors in what made up a gang and these factors should considered when defamigg On the
other hand, Ronald Huff argues against Decker and Van Winkles definitandeeit is vague
and can lead to over identification or denial that gangs exist at all (1991)

Unfortunately, there is no reliable way to account for how many gangexistandard
definition of a gang. While some sociologists believe that we should filo¢ @egang or the
definition should be vague lest we lost its essential variety. Howeaeing too much variety in
the definition and concept of the gang will hinder law enforcement’s dighihst gangs and
cause researchers to talk right past one another, which they cud@nityv, and using the word
to freely and out of context. The definition of gangs have changed for vag@mesns including
immigration demographic during different time eras and how the reseascbomnducted such as

surveys, participant observation and ethnographic research.



Chapter Two - Theoretical Explanations of Gangs

When examining theories of crime and delinquency, it is essential toniteevhich
behaviors are to be included in the operational definition of delinquency. Also,ringabose
behaviors must be taken into account. Sociologists have tried to diseasstical explanations
of gangs in both qualitative and quantitative measures. While one may not trumipeth¢hetre
are clear differences in how a researcher gathers their infomaattbprocesses it into theory.
The qualitative and quantitative studies resulted in three majaetivad paradigms of juvenile
delinquency and gang research. The three theoretical paradignaiaréheory, control theory
and subculture theory.

In the 1960s strain theory made its first appearance in gang researctedatfaced in
the 1980s and 1990s in the form of underclass theory. Strain theory suggdbes diféerence
between economic opportunity and individual aspirations is the root ohetfiaxtivity (Weisel,
2002). The problem between economic opportunity and individual aspirationsddadstration
and feelings of deprivation. Robert K. Merton’s 1938 article on anomie wasshmfsuggest
this problem. Merton states that there is an “intense pressure foria®vgtmetimes through
illegitimate or illegal means (Kubrin, Stucky & Krohn, 2009). Mertoguad that a society with
an open-class system which indoctrinates all groups with high aspirairaswsctess, but denies
equal opportunity for achievement of these aspirations, generates ananigtawse who are
disadvantaged in the struggle for success. Both Sanchez-Jankowski and Aoderstanton’s
theory to describe gangs associated with their ethnographic researchild bt Anderson
described the group of individuals he studied as “ghetto poor” and believeihtpbt living in
an environment such as this one places young people at special risk of falimgaiaggressive
behavior (1999, 32).

The theory of gangs offered by Sanchez-Jankowski (1991) in his study is composed of
three elements: the kind of individuals who become gang members, theftgpgamzations
they become members of, and the linkages of their organizations to the lmmadaunity. His
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theory is not that gangs emerge as a result of disorganization ostreetddind order and

safety, but as a consequence of a particular type of social ordeiagssovith low-income
neighborhoods in American society. In order to understand the gang phenomenon and gang
behavior, it is necessary not only to understand the deprived socioeconomimoerichim

which gang members come but to go beyond those conditions and focus on the dynaras bet
individuals in gangs, gang organizations, and the institutions of the outsilte w

Following Merton’s theory, Albert Cohen studied individual charasties to elaborate
on strain theory. Cohen discusses the emergence of “the delinquent subaulteinaisi of status
problems. Status problems emerge because they cause a discrepanay tidtweegoals and
institutionalized means. Cohen’s basis for conceptualizing delinquency asuéiisehis from his
environmental and demographic findings which consist primarily of young m&dbe working-
class (1955, 36-37). These young males are ill-equipped to succeed in tegaitésia of
persons and institutions. The criterion, also known as the “middle-ckessunng rod”, fails
these young working-class males in which they experience loss of statsslfarmdpect (Cohen,
1955, 82-87).

Next, Cloward and Ohlin attempted to add to the foundation of Merton’sytbé&or
limited accessibility of legitimate means. Cloward and Ohliredtat delinquent subcultures are
formed by lower class youth who have goals and ambitions for improvementdlockieeir
economic conditions. Essentially, legitimate means to succeed aelamd pressures to
succeed are exerted toward deviant behavior. They classified ting #sedifferential
opportunity theory.

Merton, Cohn, and Cloward and Ohlin all blame the universal goals of Ameridatysoc
as responsible for problems of adjustment of lower class, thus causiog/énelass to become
delinquent, especially adolescents. Conversely, strain theory hasbgeempirically verified

and the truth is that most youths will eventually mature out of gangs and delinquaribbeh
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while not changing their economic status. Strain theory cannot provide lanatign for this
phenomenon.
During the 1950s and early 1960s, control theories became more common in the study of
gangs and juvenile delinquency. Control theory consists of two basic fiodihgdual or
personal control and social control (Kubrin, Stucky & Krohn, 2009). Persomabts
described as the idea that self-concept is one’s image of one’s vahoiety sr to others.
Personal control is used to avoid delinquent behavior; however, soméfienpull to delinquent
behavior can overpower personal control in forms of unemployment, deviaxisfrtension and
frustration. Conversely, social control suggests that individualggernigadelinquent behavior
because of weakened social bonds with family, school, community or otherstnattures.
Contemporary research on gangs agrees with control theory. Anderson (1894914
discusses the gangs in his study with poor personal control. The exartggeade pregnancy is
illustrated in Anderson’s study. These young men and women have poor personal adntrol a
care little about how one perceives them in the greater society, cniy atal reputation is
important in their subculture:
Their outlook on sex and pregnancy, like their outlook on violence, is strongliealffec
by their perceived options in life, and their sexual behavior follows rulgswech
shaped by the code of the street. How many notches one has on ones belt is a sign of
status and reputation. Casual sex with as many women as possible, inipgegmaior
more of them and getting them to have his baby brings a boy the ultimate in #st@em
his peers and makes him a man.
Anderson (1999, 143) continues to express how personal control is logtevitiews of street
life:
This street culture is characterized by support for and encouragenamalbérnative

lifestyle that appears highly attractive to many adolescents, el¢lspit family
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background. Centered on the “fast life” and may include early sexuatyaling

experimentation, and other forms of delinquency.

Continuing the discussion, Anderson (1999, 145) notes that social coqtoalrias well:

The manufacturing jobs that used to provide opportunities for young people mméhne i

city neighborhoods and strongly, although indirectly, supported values of decency and

conventionality have largely vanished from the economy, replaced withatiasisf
low-paying service jobs often located in the suburbs, beyond the reach of poor
neighborhoods. Racism, the changing economy, unemployment, and changing social
values all affect the people in the community.

The basis of the subculture theory and theories explaining gang fonngan be found in
the work of Clifford Shaw and Henry H. McKay. These sociologists stegdsat the norms of
delinquent youth conform to the social norms of the prevailing culture thouggh lbems
conflict with those of the larger society. Social disorganization ifotlnedation of delinquency
rather than a casual explanation; economic instability and social pattesshio conflicting
moral values and often resulted in intergenerational transmissiomihality (as cited in
Weisel, 2002). Shaw and McKay propose that “in the areas of low ratenofugats there is
more or less uniformity, consistency, and universality of conventiohavand attitudes with
respect to child care, conformity to law, and related matters; wher#aes high-rate areas
systems of competing and conflicting moral values have developed” (1942, 170alué® of
middle-class exist and are expressed through institutions and voluntaciaieas which are
“designed to perpetuate and protect these values” (Shaw & McKay, 1942, dvdy) ¢dlass
children are exposed to distinctly opposite values, in which the differastiatiation theory is
proposed. This is a central issue because Shaw and McKay beliewpidetiy group behavior is
formed and maintained over time to be frequent to certain locations.

Walter Miller built onto Shaw and McKay’s theory by arguing that loglass culture
has a long established tradition with integrity of its own and this exertadist direct influence
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on gang delinquency. Essentially, Miller states that this lowes clalture is to blame in the
social order rather than the universal and competitive system ofagwhteeans to achieve these
goals. Miller begins his theory with the “female-based households” wheethecidentity

problems and are worked out on the street with the gang (1958, 5). Anderson ((pp@ss
Miller’s theory when he notes the “decent single mother” as part stiny. The “decent single
mother” is a mother with children who must work even harder to neutthézdraw of the street
and she does so primarily by being strict and by instilling decent valines children. The
“decent single mother” must fight against the streets in taking heristw the drug culture and
taking (dating) her daughters and impregnating them.

While some sociologists use the labeling theory as a theory to exphgnnyalvement
and behavior, the theory lacks empirical explanations about the originsg of delinquent
behavior. This means that the delinquent behavior of a gang can be caused by ahumber
factors. However, the labeling theory does provide an explanation for thredseg and
continued deviance that occurs once society has officially labeled atdediardual. The theory
suggests that once a label is given to an individual, the individpaktsed further into the gang
subculture and begins to label him or herself as a deviant gang mendisel(\#002). Research
has shown that labeling an individual has minimal effects on subsequeintbehavior.

Social disorganization theory refers to the inability of a commuaitgalize the
common values of its residents and maintain effective socialotenfccording to the theory
socially disorganized communities are ineffective in combatimgecrA socially organized
community, compared to a disorganized community, has (1) solidarity, or aralrdtensensus
on important norms and values; (2) cohesion, or a strong bond among neighbors; and (3)
integration with social interaction occurring on a regular basis (KuBtucky & Krohn, 2009,
87).

Contemporary research argues that a disorganized community has ¢heofidarity,
cohesion and integration as an organized community. Using the communigyRisliert Taylor
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Homes projects in Sudhir Venkatesh'’s study, this community sdffexeause of the poor
economy, drug addiction and public violence. The government neglected the commdritg a
projects formed an “underclass” of urban families struggling to suwitrethe poor living
difficult and virtually separate lives from the mainstream cal{ienkatesh, 2008). While the
community struggled, Venkatesh interviewed a few gang members whedl#iat they would
control the buildings and collect taxes from squatters and prostindddgck out addicts and
settle fights for tenants. They did this because they believed sathe values and norms as the
community; they did not want prostitutes and drug addicts hanging around the building
Essentially, the gang was the police, government and housing authorily .tiélgang members
claimed they did this for their community’s safety and comfort, Veskateticed that the gang
was ordered to patrol the projects so violence is kept at a minimal intorolatain more
customers. On the other hand, gang members talked about block partieskatidabia
tournaments that were held on a regular occasion, involving both gang memienembers of
the community. Even though the parties were hosted by the gang members thesnoé hige
community still showed up to support the game and attend the party. All of thiese faunt
towards aspects of a socially organized and disorganized community.

A new theory, organizational theory, is commonly used by sociologists and
criminologists to explain gangs. This theory provides an explanation forizaijans and the
organizations stages of evolution; creation, growth or maturation andel@aleisel, 2002). The
life cycle model can aid in conceptualizing how gangs develop and changeraertie theory
is relatively new in regards to researchers incorporating theytirgortheir studies; however, it
properly describes how gangs are created, how they recruit new members ahd pangt
dissolves over time.

There are numerous claims that sociological literature on gangs affeirsber of
theories, but a close look at each of these indicates that theylpréhesaries about delinquency
not gangs. Historical theories all rely on the assumption that gargggesfnrom poverty and
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persist because poverty persists. Contemporary theories believertyapgasist simply because
socially disorganized poor communities have developed a culture sgfsedeviant
behavioral patterns and made it difficult for formal social instins to institute control.
Although these theories can account for the gang as an instrumdtdthagidelinquency, they
are inadequate for understanding: (1) the behavior of individuals is;g@)dhe behavior of the
gang as a collective, and (3) why some gangs persist and thrive white (@hihe same gang at

another time) decline and die.
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Chapter Three — The Formation and Separation of Gangs

To best understand the gang, one must analyze the forces behind individua teas
become a member of a gang. Joining a gang is not an easy process andifdces e
community, family, socioeconomic status and legitimate institutions peutstken into account.

Thrasher believed that gangs are isolated from mainstream sogietgh geography and
lack of access to legitimate institutional roles such as employmigistisblation contributes to
cohesion of group members and helps explain the lack of integration intetierec,
educational and social structure of cities and serves to prevent mansngenbers from giving
up their gang affiliations for activities that are more law-abidiftgasher, 1927). In essence,
Thrasher believed that members of gangs were forced to join and dtaythé gang in order to
survive in their poor economic environment and forming a gang was one responsggrant
youth to a disorganized community. Because the gang is isolated fronmreeamsulture, they
are forced to create their own set of rules different from otlséitutions. Order is maintained
through informal mechanisms as well, particularly “collective regmé&ations” such as symbols,
signs and a private language. “Mutual excitation” is then created ant{@s behavior among
gang members that alone, the members would not normally engage in. Tht88[eBR?2) also
made a startling discovery by noting the importance of subgroups within the gang

The two-and three-boy relationship is often much more important to the indibioyal

than his relationship to the gang. In such cases a boy would doubtlesstf@egng

before he would give up his special pal or pair of pals.

For Thrasher, gangs start out as “play-groups”, defined as a “gang in er(d®ga@; 23).
Thrasher believed gangs were unique and represented a variakfgeoénce of groups of
immigrant youth adjusting to disorganized life in a new country. While thenasfghe gang is
spontaneous in nature, some of the groups become integrated through conflict arldderm
structures and hierarchies. Time was the biggest element tshEnsatheory of gang formation
and disbanding; as time passes, the gangs fade away and are replacedtbyiogaregs. A
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large part of this theory is that gangs can be explained by examining#hedonmunity rather
than society.

Cohen found that the subculture theory is a good explanation of gang membershi
Following Thrasher’s idea of the group’s private language and cultarenbelieved that
everyone in society wants to be a member in good standing of groups that skaredlage,
race, sex, belief or value system. Individuals want to be recognizedtasf a group and expect
the respect of other members of the group that are contingent upon theeagreftine beliefs
and norms they share. Sharing the same beliefs and value system, Cohenaugasdaith and
trust in these “reference groups”. The “reference group” causels lef “overt action and of the
supporting frame of reference, there are powerful incentives not tdel&am the ways
established in our groups” (Cohen, 1955, 58). Signs of membership such amsirifigignia
and membership cards play a role in the function of group membership asangjl. G
membership, according to Cohen, is a process of “mutual exploration” andelgixaration” of
a new solution (Cohen, 1955, 60). Individuals become increasingly committed yift byl
some visible sign, the other members are similarly committed.

Continuing the discussion of gang membership, Cohen states that culumérigaly
being created, re-created and modified over time based on individuals whinsems@nother
similar needs, generated by like circumstances not shared by mainstr@aty. Once the
subculture is established, it may persist as long as it contimsesvie the needs of those who
join the group. Cohen'’s theory claims that the group forms as a basig fadieiduals within
the community who are struggling within the larger society and sharartieetslief and value
system. The gang will only survive as long as these beliefs stand strengme and the group
serves the individual.

Short and Strodtbeck fueled their study of gaining knowledge of the “distinet dass
value system” discussed primarily in Miller and Cohen’s studies (¥5Since theories
developed by Cohen and Miller believe that lower class value systemietowitfi middle class
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value systems which causes gang formation and membership, Short and &trpdtbeed this
concept in their study. They found that “there are many instances in whiclerstdtis and
lower-status persons agree on positive goals, yet middle-status pexgemauth greater
resistance to accepting compromise solution” (Short & Strodtbeck, 1965, 43)

Contemporary studies of gangs began to separate from the idea that seliceticy
plays a role in the process of gang membership, focusing more on racglagem. During the
study of Milwaukee gangs, Hagedorn found a variety of motivations forrigreach gang.
Dancing gangs were the most popular among black and Hispanic youth, soon fotmggups
who rivaled with one another by having dancing competitions. Other groups formedi&ods f
who liked to “hang-out” and skip school (Hagedorn, 1988, 59). The latter ioma gangs was
considered “street-corner gangs” as defined by Thrasher. As Hagedes, tstate gangs were
“groups of teenage friends [who] gathered on corners on their blocks and hung out...having
nothing to do and not in school, they got high, got into trouble, and fought with other corner
groups” (Hagedorn, 1988, 60).

The most interesting result from Hagedorn’s study on gang formation viamahyg of
the gangs in his study had direct roots to Chicago gangs. This is not a coribicag of gangs
forming and developing in other cities across the United States, batdnstalmost identical in
most aspects to the dancing and corner groups described above. During an intéhvaegang
member who migrated to Milwaukee to escape Chicago describes hisamove

...me and my brother we came from Chicago and my cousin did. Let's put this to plan

before anything ump off anyway ‘cause we know how it was in Chicago. So wejust g

ourselves together and just named us one group. Then we had just three, and | had

another cousin, that make four, because the only reason I'm up here now isgusebe

Chicago too damn rough, too many niggas down. | probably see you one day and you

dead the next (Hagedorn, 1988, 61).
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The gangs in Milwaukee grew during from 1983 to 1984. Hagedorn’s theory behind this
expansion is the rival battles that formed between each group whetherafeegtiancing groups,
groups of friends or Chicago migrants. The original gang members nviighi school and
fighting was the “drama” that attracted these young individuals. Tlaerfatis considered
staying out of school, getting high, girls, money and fighting (Hagedorn, 1988,d@#%)a&ting
other studies, Hagedorn makes a point to differentiate between the blacnglidspanic gang
formation and growth. While blacks were attracted to the “drama” ofathg, dlispanic gangs
formed from Mexican-Puerto Rican tensions as well as family tensiemsgPan interview with
Dante, a Latin King, he claims:

It goes way back, way back. If there was a death in the family by a group, then it

becomes a family feud, which means just not the guys or the girls, it's thensiadhe

aunts, and the uncles, see. It goes and keeps going and that's one of thelnbtrEss

(Hagedorn, 1988, 66).

Changes in immigration, urbanization, ethnicity and poverty all correspaagit
changes in the composition of city populations and economics. These four, fabtens
produced together, create conditions that make the formation and growth ofrgaediely.
However, economic and population variables alone cannot explain the growth obgaagsg
activities (Decker & Van Winkle, 1996). Decker and Van Winkitbésory of gang formation is
similar to that of Thrasher with respect to ethnicity, imntigraand location. They also formed a
theory based on gang formation in cities across the United States. Twetétion” model
emphasizes the role of gang members in other cities coming into mesvarit forming
“branches” of their gang. The second model, “transmission”, views the roleohaiffactors
such as pop-culture and media as the reason for other gangs (DeckeM&inkie, 1996, 85-
86). This theory fits more appropriately in Hagedorn’s theory of gamggfton in new cities.

There are many levels that impact an individual to join a gang. Paatchss
summarized to form three reasons an individual joins a gang; (1) resscaiations; (2)
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subculture of blocked opportunities; and (3) problems in identity conisimu@thrasher, 1927;
Hagedorn, 1988). Natural association happens when people join gangs as a tiesulanfral
act of associating with each other. They decide to formalize thafioreship in an attempt to
reduce the fear and anxiety associated with their socially disorganigibtbodoods. Natural
association can be seen in Anderson’s study in Philadelphia. A subacdibloeked
opportunities produces a gang because young males experience persistemtsproghining
employment or legitimate status. As a result, members of poor communitiespéreace the
strain of these blocked opportunities attempt to compensate for so@o@cateprivation by
joining a gang and establishing a subculture. The male population in the hougactsdonnd in
Venkatesh'’s study demonstrated that blocked opportunities pushed the gamey tlmyedrofit
and power. The final gang formation is problems in identity constructiontfigusy believes
that individuals join gangs as part of the developmental process ohiguadiidentity or as the
result of a breakdown in that process. Low-income families have beerdifsokn achieving
social status through conventional means and join gangs to gain statu-amdteeto rebuild a
wounded identity (Cloward & Ohlin, 1960; Hagedorn, 1988; Short & Strodtbeck, 1965).
Contemporary sociologists believed it necessary for gang resedretcomparative on
many levels. According to this theory, race and location have sigmifimpacts on members and
gang formation. Sanchez-Jankowski was one of the first successful ponéeyrsociologist to
complete this task. First, it was essential to investigate garyerent cities in order to control
for the different socioeconomic and political environments that theyatspier. Second, to
determine if there was any difference associated with ethnicity, itmgesative to compare
gangs composed of different ethnic groups (Sanchez-Jankowski, 1991). Bedhese steps
Sanchez-Jankowski took during his study, the results explain why individiratgjogs on a
variety of levels. Sanchez-Jankowski found that individuals join gamggsiized around an
intense competition for and conflict over the scarce resourcesxisain the area seeking to
improve the competitive advantage of its members in obtaining an inanaaaterial resources.
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According to Sanchez-Jankowski, individuals in the community belretetrough the
business dealings of the gang or the connections establishednithiéegang, they will be able
to improve the quality of their lives. The improvement that Sanchenuahktalks about is
primarily associated to respect, money, status and power. There t@&s cgterion required for
the optimal number of members needed to maintain a gang; (1) thegpgshe gang; (2) the
efficiency of its operations; (3) the level of services to its bensiconsidered adequate
(Sanchez-Jankowski, 1991, 30). The act of becoming a member is a two-wagtiwegbetween
the individual and the organization. The interaction between thesevaluations will determine
the number of members in the gang and the extent to which individuals in the commillinity
become involved in the gang. From the organizations perspective, they raix be keep the
members dependent upon them. In order to do this, the gang must provide membersiegth se
which include entertainment, protection, financial assets and matessdgsions. Much of the
gangs success is directly linked to the organizations ability timéecially stable, proficient in
planning activities, mobilizing its resources, creating new ressuezecuting plans successful
without interference from rival gangs or law enforcement, and contyat territory and market
(Sanchez- Jankowski, 1991, 34). The gang must be flexible in its relationgtighe individual
members, making sure to meet each of the members needs. On the other lugamd; thest also
impose some degree of control but this is a fine line. The gang cannal @snmhembers to any
harsh extent, but allow freedom to pursue personal and economic goals. WhemgtFeslg to
allow freedom, members will quit the organization and the gang will beaweffectual or
dissolve over time. The gang can make the members feel obligated ttheegamg through (1)
interest incentives, where the individual member feels he reca@mestype of return for his
cooperation; (2) moral incentives, where the individual believes thaiahniicipation in the
organization is an agreement between he and the other members, andtigiadie continues

to be a member, he must uphold his side of the agreement; and (3) organinatsnahere
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obedience occurs as a result of the members understanding and acceptoigudeseas being
necessary for internal order, or through fear of punishment (Sanchez-Jenk®o4, 34).

The decision to join the gang rests on the individual in most casefie2arankowski
found that the individual decision to become a member is determined bgisssees. First, the
individual seeks gang membership in order to identify with othersedeause they lack male
figures in their life. Next, securing money for the individual’s futues\& major issue. Most
young men believed the gang could provide financial security by providing theeirdiathilies
with money in times of emergency. Some believe that joining a gang waluiceréhe risk of
personal injury associated with their business ventures and that tisesesbwentures could
eventually help them with a legitimate job in the future. Anothesaras that gangs provide
drugs and alcohol for recreation and fun. Finally, the individual reasons that pgsimdor
membership include protective group identity, commitment to their communithanddistance
to live with parents after a certain age (Sanchez-Jankowski, 1991, .38afithez-Jankowski
also found reasons why an individual would not join a gang. These included indvichal
found no personal advantages in participating in gang activities, individbhalsaw serious
disadvantages to participating in gang activity and the gang’s resioinsividuals. The gang
will not allow individuals into their group if they are poor fighters, carmtrusted or controlled
or if the gang does not wish to take on new members at the time.

Along the same lines of Sanchez-Jankowski, Maxed@t conducted a study to measure
the differences between young gang males and young non-gang males and tatimcithtne
individuals’ choice. The results proved that “individual attitudes ariditbes” were the main
cause as to gang membership. Gang males perceived stressors as bloclkenltgsptor
success, therefore joining a gang as an alternative form of subm®sgang males were more
likely to work around stressors and handle issues differently than gang (Mabeson, Whitlock
& Klein, 1998, 76). Non-gang males also responded with higher self-conadigiious
affiliation and a positive outlook towards a future. Gang males tier exact opposite, struggling
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within the community with no ties to religion or ideas about future sac@ég study
summarizes these results as “individual attitudes” for reasonsga gang.

Similar to Miller’s theory of lower class culture, Elijah Anderstefines the crowded
cities of poor minorities as the “ghetto poor” (1999, 27-32). The “ghetto poorhcmities lack
jobs that pay a living wage, limited basic public services (poispanse in emergencies,
building maintenance, trash pickup, lighting, and other services that naiddewhites take for
granted) stigma of race, the fallout from rampant drug use and drugkiradfiand the resulting
alienation and absence of hope for the future. All of this mixed into one issydy 8iving in an
environment such as this places young people at special risk of falltimg toogang membership
(Anderson, 1999, 32). While this explains why individuals join gangs, Andersoncttatenot
all families in this “ghetto poor” community were the same. There Wweo orientations, the
“decent” and” street-oriented” family, who organize the community dgcithe way these two
families coexist and interact has important consequences for demesimainly the young boys
and girls growing up in the community. Families who are “street-orientediot properly watch
their children or intercede when they know their child is misbehaving'sltest-oriented”
family lets the child hang out with who he, drop out of school, use and sell drugsjeaad li
home without any consequences. On the other hand, the “decent” family careallehese
issues. The family is aware of what happens on the street antb fpiesuade their child away
from the bad influences. Even children, whose homes are considered “desftatt such values
must be able to handle themselves in a street-oriented environmenttigHdiecent” family
that is committed to middle-class values and bonds with outside imstgwguch as church and
school are not always successful in keeping their children out of haay'’s

The study of Chicago’s Black Gangster Disciples revealed that dhudilg in this area
joined the gang for different reasons. Venkatesh interviewed $gegrg members and noticed
one interesting trend; most of them had opportunities for success bditafladeeturned to the
community. One of the leaders, J.T., attended college on an athletic dubdad graduated.
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He found a job in a textile corporation in Chicago making a decent salhpn ¥\ began to see
white men advance above him, he assumed it was because he was black amd ydi@s quit
the corporation to return to the projects and live with his mother. Sigtileies were told to
Venkatesh and when he mentioned that everyone must start at the bottom atieeivaray to
the top, J.T. replied “so you want me to take pride in a job and you're only payimgmaum
wage?” (2008, 28). While the chances for success are there, whathrselgoung men come
back to the community and join the gang? There was no economic advantage beagause ga
members made less than minimum wage between selling drugs and taxing thersriarthe
community for their services. The importance of wealth, status, power anchwitr@erized by
other sociologists, caused other young men to join the gang, why were tpeseunnfactors
lacking in this situation? Many members claimed they were helpifrgcthramunity and that was
their sole incentive for gang membership. However, Venkatesh natiaethé gang did more
harm than good for their community. This is a very similar finding in Sanadmemwski’'s study
relating to the community and the gang. Members believe that they are heggirgpthmunity
and that joining a gang is similar to a rite of passage within the conymunit

Following the same lines of the gang and the community, Decker and Van Wikéde as
gang members why they joined a gang and found that most of them responded tipavwhay
in the same neighborhood. These individuals said their gang evolved fraynopips into a more
serious and formal association, similar to what Thrasher described a®gaagon in Chicago
(as cited in Decker & Van Winkle, 1996, 65). The process of joining agasglescribed by two
associations. First, there are a series of “pulls” that attract éhdilg to join the gang. This pull
was the opportunity to make money, to increase one’s status in the neighbortmmt, or
Second, there are a series of “pushes” described by gang members. The™mahde a
perceived need for protection because of the threat they were under fabgarigs (Decker &
Van Winkle, 1996, 65). The study summarized four specific reasorsitfiorg a gang; (1)
protection, (2) the prompting of friends and/or relatives, (3) the desirake money through
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drug sales and other illegal activities, and (4) the status atsweiith being a gang member
(Decker & Van Winkle, 1996, 65). The final reason to join a gang, although mopagant as
the others described above, is the opportunity to impress girls throughsiedretatus.
Research on gang membership relies heavily on several factors nBixidiuial gang
member has his own reason for joining the gang. When combined, there aatisswves that
stand out among the rest. These issues include low self-concept, admittednrarhin
violence, defiance of parents, deficits in adult contacts, social ltisghipoor school
performance, limited skills and interests, poor impulse controly earlduct disorder, early onset
of delinquency and perceptions of barriers to jobs and other opportuniigas, (K095, 80).
Issues such as location, ethnicity and poverty cannot be ignored as wedl issues all join
together and “push” or “pull” an individual into gang membership as the anhtavsurvive in

their environment as Decker and Van Winkle described perfectly.
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Chapter Four — Racial, Ethnic and Gender Composition

The central factors to include when attempting to understand the typaivadluals who
are gang members are location, ethnicity, gender and age. Sociologiapdhiesdghe 1940s to
the 1960s was based primarily in New York, Philadelphia, Chicago, Sandemaad Los
Angeles. Gangs in the 1920s for sociologists like Thrasher consisted lofuydturopean
immigrants jammed into crowded cities. By his own definition, Thrasherdsthat “the gang is
an interstitial group, originally formed spontaneously, then integtatedgh conflict” (1927,
46). The term “interstitial” meant gangs who were located in thed@dwlums surrounding
central business districts. Today, the ethnicity of gangs might have changdee lmeation did
not. As immigrant groups moved out of the slums, new immigrants moved inh@imeof gang
formation and disbanding never stopped, but their ethnicities changechasdagroup of
immigrants moved out and new groups moved in.

Perceived opportunities of success, called “frames of refergnaesthe theory that
Cohen followed in his study of delinquent boys. Every person has a “point of viewitiragos.
While the situation might stay the same, Cohen argues, the person’s respbesatuation will
always differ. This is what causes gang membership according to Cadtean (1955, 53) states
that:

The facts never simply stare us in the face. We see them always thrglagk,and the

glass consists of the interests, preconceptions, stereotyp&alaas we bring to the

situation. This glass is our “frame of reference”. What is a “béaraied what an

“opportunity”, what is a “reward” and what a “punishment”, what is a “loss” and wha

“gain” depends upon our goals and aspirations...

Essentially, Cohen believed that individuals will act upon these “frameferences” and
this must be accounted for when regarding who gang members are and whyrthgsrigs.
Gangs are formed because individuals with similar “frame of refesémdkk form together in the
emergence of new cultural forms.
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The research conducted by William Chambliss was one of the most iimigrest
comparisons of white gangs with a different socioeconomic statusudtinparticipant
observation, Chambliss was able to recognize and tag along with two sgaagde The first
gang, “the saints” as Chambliss called them, composed of eight boys from whitenigie
class families. These boys were active in after school activérgolled in pre-college programs
and received good grades (Chambliss, 1978). The second group of boys, calledditmecks”,
composed of six lower-class white boys with poor grades and lack of attemadngie school.
Both of the gangs were involved in delinquent behavior and attended the saméhbiah sc
Interestingly, Chambliss found that “the saints” and “the roughnecks” weok/ed in about the
same delinquent activities but the community and local police departre@red/ithe gangs
differently. Why was this happening? As Chambliss sought to find the answasg quite clear.
Lower-class boys were treated differently than the upper-middig lotgs. Because of their
socioeconomic status, the boys in each gang perceived opportunities &sssacrl encounters
with police officers and community members differently. As ana@ugs most if not all of the
members in “the saints” went on to college and eventually held sugigedsf with positions of
power. On the other hand, “the roughnecks” found it harder to succeed aftectgh A few
members were sent to jail at one point and most did not attend college.

The most concrete definition of gang members is told in Klein’s most rboehton
American street gangs. Klein believes that gangs are “young, usually beheesges of 12 and
30 and averaging probably around 20 years of age...they are primarily mades\westimates of
female proportions range from zero to 30 percent....most gangs — not atlergresed of
homogeneous racial and ethnic minorities...principally they are Hispahlaak with an
increase recently in Asian and other groups” (Klein, 1995, 29). Klein contirigsiesmposition
of gang members as territorial and criminal activities vdesdtheir duration can range from a

few months to decades of self-regeneration. The definition does not encaogiassonomic
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status as prior research included this to be a major issue of who gangrsnareb&lore
contemporary research focuses on individual characteristics.

Discussing gang members, there must be a distinction between theftypaslwers.
This was found to be a parallel result in most contemporary work. Kleirethtied two types of
gang members as “core” members and “fringe” members (1995, 59). dieé fikembers
consisted of half of the gang and are considerably more involved in gang crime, had a
considerable amount of respect and loyalty for the gang and were corisistiéemnding meetings
or gang events. On the other hand, “fringe” members were loosely assodtatdtevgang, did
not attend or were not allowed to attend certain events or meetings andié@htddemographic
or sociological factors than “core” members. These sociologicairiaconsisted of age, family,
status, economic level, parents’ education and immigrant status.” t@engbers also had more
character deficits such as “lower measured 1Q, greater impuésgefewer social skills and
more need for group affiliations (dependent upon their peers in the gangji,(K995, 60).
Anderson found that “core” members were from the “street-orientedliéamwhile “fringe”
members were from the “decent” families. Youths who were frométstrgented” families were
much more inclined to be violent, delinquent and predatory. The youths who wertl&oent”
families were taught by their parents to be like the “street-orientaathg but only to survive on
the streets (Anderson, 1999). Venkatesh found that there were differesds” of members.
The first were called the “jailhouse niggers”. These members des@ed to building solidarity
within the gang and staying together in times of arrest, death, or gangiivese members
learned in prison that you cannot survive unless you form alliances anddeyalie second
group of members are the “operators” and viewed the gang as a comeipfise. One of
the older gang members stated in an interview that you could tell teeedife between the
“jailhouse niggers” and the “operators” because the “ones fronr¢aiiexe for life...” while the

others are just using the gang to make a profit or survive on the streetat@&mi2008).
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Throughout Sanchez-Jankowski's study of gang members, he found one persaitality
to be predominant in the organization. Sanchez-Jankowski calls thigliralithe “defiant
individualist” (1991, 28). The defiant individualist is a group of traitsctired in a way to

constitute a psychological system and contains seven attributes.

1. Competitiveness: competitive attitude and physical aggression ¥aniok from the
lack of resources in the low-income community.

2. Mistrust or Wariness: competitiveness is the initiator oftiais. Lecturing members
about trusting no one will cause mistrust but it is nurtured by the competition
individuals engage in as they interact with others in the community.

3. Self-reliance: with few resources in the family or the communigividuals learn
that they must rely on themselves. Regardless if the familypsndient upon public
assistance, the individual must rely on themselves because puldtammssiis not
sufficient in most cases to meet the needs of its recipients.

4. Social isolation: the fourth trait is influenced by the third tistf-reliance. Since
self-reliance is valued and trust is something that cannot be takgrahted,
individuals become less emotionally attached to others.

5. Survival Instinct: life in low-income neighborhoods is quite competitivdirfiated
resources that exist within them.

6. Social Darwinist Worldview: formal view of the world is developedtze young
person in the low-income neighborhood compares his or her environment with that of
the outside world. They see that competitiveness, illegality and predeghavior
are all operative in the larger society. When they compare to thd@utsild, they
see similarities and believe this is ok to act like this.

7. Defiant Air: the one the public sees the most. The desire to be suceeskhdve

the good life gives rise to this trait. Individuals clear idea of wieyt want and what
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they do not want, and their defiance of those who try to prohibit or inhibit thei

attempts to realize it (Sanchez-Jankowski, 1991, 23-27).

In essence, Sanchez-Jankowski believes the goal is to fight, toeswami/to overcome
life within the community. While these seven traits are not exclusiese type of person,
Sanchez-Jankowski makes clear that these traits can form irety\adrivays and not as
structured as told in his study. Also, variations in the defiant iddaliare linked to ethnicity and
location, proving that the foundation of this study is correct.

Similar to Klein's definition of gang members, Decker and Van Wifdied that their
study consisted of primarily young African American males, with aregeeage of 17 years old
(1996, 57). The research consisted of four white subjects and sevardeThe research
focused on race as an important element of the composition of gangsoWe gfr the
underclass, especially in predominantly minority neighborhoods, is clekigd¢o the high
numbers of minority gang members. The racial composition of gangs conferssdhg
community. Because members are drawn from the community in which theiy isvessential to
notice that these neighborhoods that experience racial segregationepaadagority of gangs of
similar race and ethnicity. Decker and Van Winkle believe thaidhigy most gangs are
comprised of mainly Hispanic or black males. Finally, Decker and Vaklé/expand on the
roles of female gang membership, stating that this could be a sign dfoganagjzation. The
study looked at women who were members of gangs dominated by males and women who
formed their own gang, outside of male domination. In sum, the study found few dié®renc
between the roles and activities of women regardless of the type ofhggngdre associated
with (Decker & Van Winkle, 1996, 82). Whether the women joined a gangdjoavftheir
boyfriends, serve the needs of male gangs, or to have their own associdgiida ofuthe male

gangs, the presence of female gangs was not atypical in this study.
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More recent research reveals a different side of the femalengatdy Research found
that girls had clearly defined membership and were capable of extreme eidkagardless of
the structure of delinquency, the girls shared the same fate as the tiwygamg world;
criminally involved, susceptible to victimization, and damagingy theult careers. Girls were
just as self-destructive and antisocial as boys (Klein, 1995, 66).Wéreytypically younger than
their male counterpart but shared similar demographic profiles suamag $tructure,
socioeconomic status and reasons for joining the gang. Girl ganggecimethe same kinds of
social structural reasons that male gangs do; institutional disiaegion of the inner city, family,
school, heath and employment issues. While their delinquency patteetypieally lower than
the male gangs, they still participated in minor offenses such as drinking| sex, theft,
property crimes, violence and joy riding. The most common stereotype ofid gathat they
are initiated into male gangs by ways of sexual intercourse and are xudy gartners to male
gang members as well as a strategy during gang warfare to lurgahgamembers into their
territory. This stereotype tends to be blown way out of proportion anddeyaags are not
created to solely serve the needs of male gang members. Klpéatically arguing against the
results of Decker and Van Winkle who found that females join the gdiojaw boyfriends or
to help capture rival gang members.

Not dissimilar to the boys, female gangs join to gain respect, anddgmized as
capable of setting or maintaining a certain standard. From participantatis® Anderson sees
that girls are similar to young men by using certain posturing to exgrdeminance, abusive
language and the ready use of violence to settle disputes (1999, 64). dfelefsthe conflicts
over turf and status exist, similar to the boys, the majority of tipeidis seem to be rooted in
assessments of beauty, competition over boyfriends and attempts toerethda people’s
knowledge and opinions of a girl's behavior or that of someone close to her, nigcitieinds,
siblings, and parents (trash talking). Similar to boy gangs, jealousyexeal partners also
becomes an issue within girl gangs.
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Early gang research did not study the involvement of women in street gangss. Whi
women participated in formal meetings, they were not present at amyreh&ngs or activities.
The women were excluded for two reasons, chivalry and the concern thatrties would tell
others what was going on in the group meetings (Luce, 1971). Property crimdheveasst
likely to involve women. Because they were not trusted to retain sebestayere commonly
excluded from the planning and performance of any type of crime (Bowkass @rKlein,
1980). The amounts of gangs in which female members participated inesavid crime
equally with males was rare in the early studies of gang research.

Theories, past and present, remained the same regardless of etirsig@igng member;
the gang experience was the transitory product of the social tensionsigfamnyouth newly
arrived in a hostile city (Hagedorn, 1988). While the early work included Eamagengs,
contemporary research now includes Hispanic, black and Asian gangs even thdogdtitre
failed to change. For example, Anderson completed his work in Philadelphia ahe®Sanc
Jankowski included almost all the cities noted above. While Sancheawialtried to include
multiple cities because his theory was based on the foundation thegrtiéies would yield
different gangs, the cities he included failed to differ from pasareleFinally, Hagedorn
researched Milwaukee’s gang issue, primarily untouched by gangaiesiesa but failed to
include any other city.

The code of the street was the basic foundation to Anderson’s theonygsfigehis
study. Anderson is clear to label gang members as minority youth from theo“gbett
communities of the city. More specifically, he discusses how the cotle efreet revolves
around presentation of self, respect, status and power. By teenagengsingouth have
internalized the code of the street or have learned to comport themsitlvés rules. Physical
appearances such as clothes, jewelry and living conditions such ashilgsrand apartments
also plays an important part in how a person is viewed; to be respededtdt o have the right
look (Anderson, 1999). Reviewing the differences between the “stieetated” children and
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the “decent” children, “decent” children are told to participateneswer follow in order to survive
on the streets. This is why “decent” children will sometimes follanséime pattern so they are
not targets of violence and ultimately gain respect too. This miakesyidifficult for police and
community members to determine who is in fact “street-oriented” andswvidedent”.

Describing a gang member has proved to be difficult for some and ratiiéoeather
researchers. Past research compares ethnicity and socioeconomic staerepGrary research
has also focused on the community, believing that the poor communities in whichesnaill
eventually pull a person into the gang. The community is also believed to bgatedrand
mainly of minority population, being the fundamental reason for gang members tonbelpri
black or Hispanic. Age is another central topic of gang members. Past aedtpesearch agrees
that gangs are mainly adolescent. The gangs are also centered on maleshipntim@vever, the

rise of female gangs is becoming a new and important issue to be studied.
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Chapter Five — Modes of Material and Financial Accumulation

Membership and gang formation begins with the lack of legitimate resithen
individuals lack an outlet to legitimate resources, they provide their often turning to
illegitimate means. This section will discuss the economic resswbtained through gang
membership.

Thrasher’s study on street gangs in Chicago was well informed andsuaddumdation
for most gang research today. While Thrasher attempted to study differemtsions of street
gang activity such as formation and disbanding of gangs and the definitigganfiaThrasher
ignored other aspects of gangs such as race, gender, political ties anchpwotantly, modes of
material accumulation. Contemporary research is beginning to look at the écawctwity of
gangs, issues that lacked most historical research before the 1960s ifC&u¢grhkatesh,
2003). As contemporary sociologists examine the extent urban strestayarentrepreneurially
motivated and the commerce activity they are involved in, it shakdeuhdation of Thrasher
and other historical sociologists who found that gangs are terriéombinterested in local
politics, not monetary gain. Economic activity of the gang is vital becaoaa ithange the
gang’s demographic profile, its tendency to be violent, and the motivétitiisd gang
membership and formation, thus changing the entire definition of a gangtfednistorical
context to a more contemporary model.

In Hagedorn'’s first study, People and Folks, he discusses drug sales faldatsn
the gang. Drug sales are just another low-paying job, a job that may or nguanantee
survival with more risks than rewards. The study found that most membeé dugsi to the gang,
similar to a membership fee. Most dues were less than five dollarkabue¢his proved that the
gang was organized and collected money for economic gain (Hagedorn, 1988e9%oney
was said to be used for events, parties, drugs and alcohol, and to baitrdaérsief the gang
from prison, however, most of the money was given to the leaders of the gang antkmobsrs
were unaware of where the money went after that.
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Testimony from Lieutenant Larry Carter of the Inglewood Police Departimd®89
describes the economic resources of gangs in the eyes of law enforcemgendnt Carter
states that:

Once disorganized and lacking both the leadership and resources, thefgadgy are

organized, are goal minded, and well equipped with weapons, vehicles, electronic

gadgetry, and fat budgets. The gangs of today, whether they realize it oenot, ar
becoming business majors. They are involved in merchandising, franchisin@meta
wholesale sales, and market expansion. Their product is illicit dnugshe rock cocaine

is the flagship of their line (Klein, 1995, 86).

Is this the factual picture of a gang? Is it possible Lieutenanstsikimg drug gangs and
street gangs? Other researchers agree with Lieutenant Laxter @nd his depiction of street
gangs. A social worker, Useni Eugene Perkins, stated:

Today’s Black street gangs are more volatile, more destructive anccritaneally

oriented than their predecessors. They are also better organizedttthesamegative

traits. Due to the saturation of drugs in the Black community, Black sfaegs have
organized a network of drug trafficking that generates high profits wihéghare not
willing to relinquish. And because of the hopelessness and despair thainféiséeBlack
community, they have more than a sufficient number of consumers to support this

lucrative enterprise (Skalitzky, 1990).

While it is true that gangs sell drugs in their communities, reSees and law
enforcement personnel are creating “super-gangs” that simply do noff&ése “super-gangs”
are fiends addicted to drugs and prone to violence. Because of this mythidegisieated
tougher laws and stricter penalties, prosecutors added to existing ldwasdihe Continuing
Criminal Enterprise (CCE) and the Racketeer Influenced and Corrgphi@ations Act (RICO)
in order to help control the “super-gang” drug trade (Skalitzky, 1990, 349-B5€3e additions
to the CCE and RICO laws helped incarcerate numerous leaders of infamgsgtgaughout
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the nation because of aiding and abetting a criminal enterprise. Hoveevenforcement must
realize that removing a leader does not stop an organization.

Not to be mistaken, there are instances in history of notorious gangsle@duesold
drugs for profit. Ricky Donnell Ross, known as “Freeway Rick”, ended up in an Ohion jaifier
a short lived glamorous career selling crack cocaine. His estinmai@te was between one
million and two million a day controlling crack sales in Los AngelesarBBennett, known as
“Waterhead Bo”, became a legend and rivaled that of Keith “Stone” ahasthe two infamous
black gang leaders of Los Angeles selling crack cocaine (Klein, 1995,18#re are these men
today? As mentioned, Ricky is in jail. Keith and Brian are deceasadiafling their bodies in
gruesome crime scenes. These men are mainly the exception, not the rangstard drug
sales. They feed the fantasies of the adolescent youths who hope tt bigkaé day like they
have.

Anderson formed a timetable in order to understand the reasons bejncheimber’s
involvement in illegal activities for economic gain. He began by ilmgrthe most basic
conclusion, many young blacks find it difficult to obtain a job and feel victanmeprejudice
and discrimination. The feelings of victimization lead to a greaterrstaafaing, if not tolerance,
of those who resort to dealing drugs in order to “survive”. In these ciranoest, members who
enter the drug trade become normal happenstance. The drug dealer then Betfstiimmoney
and distinguishes himself as a drug dealer with clothing, jewelry, artdogles or cars,
bestowing on him a certain amount of self-esteem. Because self-estaepsiential part of
Anderson’s theory of the code of the streets, it is important to rietstéige in the economic gain
timetable. The owner of such items, through his exhibitions and displaje i®aain deference
from and status among his peers. Media images such as television, movies iarall fiues
these desires as well. The people in these communities are despenagh to turn to
illegitimate means in order to have the respect and status on the. $Eremttually, this despair
turns to alienation from the normal, mainstream culture (Anderson, 1999,1P). This does not
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mean that someone who cannot get a stable, legitimate job is going to become aldrugjiiea
facts of race relations, unemployment, dislocation, and the destitutete eteenation, and
alienation allows for certain receptivity to overtures made by peogkngeguthful new
recruits for the drug trade.

Contradicting Anderson’s drug dealer theory, Venkatesh noticed that oatrgoldiers,
or members at the bottom of the hierarchy, sold drugs at minimum wage mestcadtsd could
make flipping burgers at a fast food chain. Hagedorn found the sameni$ssestudy, noting
that “drug sales for most gang members are just another low-paying jobthabmeght
guarantee survival, but not much else” (Hagedorn, 1988, 103). The theory shtesigs a
means of survival was short lived in this study. Venkatesh noticedesyafiways the gang
made money within their community that starkly contrasts all otherrasdsrst, the gang
“taxed” members of the community. They taxed squatters who lease ended Ingdin the
building, prostitutes who worked within each building, tenants for settlingtéispienants for
retrieving their stolen property when drug addicts or criminals ransackéedittimg and drug
addicts who would go on drug binges and stay within the building. Next, they req@retés
fees” from community members who were trying to make ends meet byrlatgitmeans
(Venkatesh, 2008). Venkatesh noticed this when C-Note, an older man who wasdimg/’suil
repair man, tried to set up an mechanic garage in the parking lot to earcasktrd.T., the leader
of the gang, did not want C-Note fixing cars in the parking lot for money and stditd w&ith
C-Note, who was forced to disband his services and try to make money bynetnes, without
the gang’'s knowledge. Similar stories are told throughout the community as thosded to
sell soda and candy in their apartment were quickly stopped and chargday difegang.

The gang’s involvement in illicit economic activities has chanpediefinition and
intent of gangs and their members. Sanchez-Jankowski found that gang memipeits|izgal
activities for financial gain depending upon their organizationaltstreicrules, and codes of
conduct. Other studies have found the same results; drug traffiskingeicondary activity to
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gang membership and identity, protecting territory, and “hanging oaticf&z-Jankowski,
1991; Klein, 1971; Klein, 1995; Decker & Van Winkle, 1996). Contemporary researetsbas
found that gangs involved in drug trafficking only represent a small portion of.gdisgsrical
research of gangs who found drug-involved or gangs that do not commit illdggilescsolely
for economic gain falls short in more contemporary research. Conveeselgnforcement’s
approach to “super-gangs” that are taking over the underground economy alswfalis sore
contemporary research. There is a controversy in how gang’'s produce money tadtwitias

they are involved in, leaving an unclear answer.
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Chapter Six — Deviant Behavior of Gang Members

In the early years of gang research, many people overestimated thef igaeg
delinquency, as they do today, because they relied on media too often. Sitaijambedia
portrays violence in such drastic accounts that the more typical, bopiectaef gang life are
often overlooked. Sociologists are not innocent either. They tended toabeeyaig violence in
their reports, soon affecting law enforcement’s view of inner-cigesgangs. Gang members
tend to talk about violence and crime a lot more than they actually comnii@e of violent or
delinquent activity. Contemporary research is continuing to strengtheartpements of
diminishing gang delinquency. While delinquency is an activity of a gang, it iseatain
discourse and this needs to be addressed.

Thrasher described activities within gangs as diverse and neatilsgittypical youthful
concerns, such as thrills and excitement. Several criminal actsolveerved during the study,
with stealing being the primary deviant act. Because Thrasherdxtlieat gangs flourished due
to conflict with rival gangs, fighting was the second most primary desizn¥iolence for these
gang members served to both unite them and to adapt the gang to its enviroaosng
violence to be an important function in the integration of members intadhe ¢Thrasher,
1927).

Based on the differential association theory, Shaw and McKay develdpedrs of
gang delinquency. Through three case studies, the sociologists illdisteditequent associations.
According to Shaw and McKay, juvenile delinquents are concentrated én ioeome, industry
areas with high crime rates. The location was described as havinggbligeterioration, a
decreasing population, heterogeneity and adult crime patterns. Shaw and Néckfayiad
reasons for high crime rates such as social disorganization. Ths méssihaw and McKay's
study prove that delinquency is a group behavior transmitted through asssaciatfoother
delinquentsOther easons for delinquency was found in the ineffectiveness of the fansityofa

unity and value systems, poverty, heterogeneity, instability, unfamilies eibd lack of
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employment opportunities (Shaw & McKay, 1942). Shaw and McKay also note that these
problems are intensified for blacks because of segregation.

Miller described features of lower class culture that explainsrthalence of gangs as
well as the gang’s involvement in delinquent acts. Individual concern aoeebfe”,

“toughness”, “smartness”, “excitement”, “fate”, and “autonomy” (the soaf concerns of
Miller’s theory) are similar among lower class people and anflith individual concern with
“status” and “belonging” of the male adolescent corner group. The “siataffen achieved
through the first six focal concerns (Miller, 1958, 5). This conflictoeissed in Thrasher, Shaw
and McKay and Miller’s studies questions the impact of delinquency on the-gasgmply
belonging to the lower class or being disadvantaged relative to othiees mgociety?

Different from previous studies, Cloward and Ohlin believe that seekingtopijiis for
advancement by illegitimate means is the cause of gang delinquencythEoeyr states that in
integrated areas rational, disciplined, crime-oriented behavierges as the individual learns by
example of his elders and by seeking approval from the elders. On the egmsibf this,
unintegrated areas have gang members who express behavior in the formaifstdydulture.
Cloward and Ohlin believe that crime is a result of integrated avbie violence is the result of
unintegrated areas. For example, drug use and other kicks is an esaapst mn the part of
youngsters who are failures in the mainstream society (Cloward & QB8&®). Cloward and
Ohlin, as well as Merton and several other sociologists of theibeliave that legitimate means
to success goals are limited and cause intense pressures thadrted toward deviant behavior.

Short and Strodtbeck gathered gang data through the YMCA program in Chicago for i
ability to establish contact with delinquent gangs and because of ate@xperiment with
delinquency prevention techniques they were teaching gang members. Sharodtiek& were
interested in broadly representative groups of criminal activagdapon the typology of
conflict, criminal and retreatist gangs in order to satisfy the nafgpisor theories. However,
Cloward and Ohlin’s theory of criminally oriented gangs could not be fourait Snd
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Strodtbeck had a relatively hard time finding types of gangs whosedipriactivities and norms
were oriented around drug use or rational, systematic, economically tadtoraninal activity”
(1965, 11). Short and Strodtbeck’s difficulty to find a full-blown crimirralugp or more than one
drug-using group is a finding of importance because it casts doubt on the geonéthbtgangs
existence.

Instances of violence are also studied by Short and Strodtbeck. The study found that
characteristics of lower class life involve public drinking, millmhavior, and a high incidence
of guns may precondition the occurrence of acts of violence in which memlgznsgsf are
involved in. There is no explanation of why one member of a gang may be more aolest
than another; this is simply a matter of exposure to risk. Both fightihgasual sexual activity
are considered group norms for gang members, creating higher risks for gabhgrmthan non-
members. More formally, Short and Strodtbeck (1965, 168-169) categorizaedtdeehavior
into:

(). Corner-Boy Delinquent: with highest loadings of gambling, signifying, hgngi

drinking, riding in cars, fighting, and making money illegally; also invotveancy,

lower class party behavior, and a good deal of heterosexual play.

(2). Lower Class Social and Sexual: playing cards (not for money), dancing, sexua

intercourse, and parties, this factor is less delinquent than ®ogddelinquent and

more formally organized, in the sense that it is more likely to have clulinggand less
likely to involve hanging, although it is not incompatible with fighting aedlatg.

(3). Non-retreatist Conventional: high on school attendance and team atbidtie

more traditional middle class pattern of school activities. It is incabipatith drinking,

use of marijuana, and delinquency in general.

The different types of delinquent youth were categorized into these kabitle types of
delinquent activities. Short and Strodtbeck played a lot of importance on thetgesfuile men
involved in these groups, noting that sexual intercourse was a primaaytiaet in most, if not
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all, of the labels noted above. Interestingly, the deviant actgltatk@ut in Chambliss’s work are
closely associated to Short and Strodtbeck. As Chambliss calls thersaftits” are a group of
white middle class boys. They are more closely associated with the ‘ineatist conventional”
type discussed in Short and Strodtbeck’s work because they were involvest sthbol
activities, sports and pre-college programs. On the other hand, “the rokghwere a group of
white lower class boys who could be more associated with the “corner-boyugelisy The

first group, “the saints”, was mostly occupied with theft, truancy, gamhligvandalism.
Chambliss found that “the saints” committed crimes on the other sidevof away from their
own community because they had access to automobiles. Because of thisntffievese
viewed as a group of friends rather than a delinquent gang. They also béievinir group
was not committing any illegal crimes because it was not hurting anpdriewaas only for fun.
Conversely, “the roughnecks” did not have access to automobiles and frequenthyrdwmdyin
their own community which caused them to be labeled a delinquent gang. Thaittednacts of
stealing, fighting and drinking. While “the saints” stole for fun, “the roughsiestiole for profit
(Chambliss, 1978). These unique characteristics make the label aiguéeli gang apply to “the
roughnecks” but fail to apply to “the saints” even though most of the delinquaiities each
gang committed were similar. Defining a gang is a crucial partefantion and prevention of
gangs in a community, as noted in Chambliss’ work.

The definition of a gang, as described earlier in the paper, sometimes snitlade
activities of gang members. As for Miller, who has struggled thighdefinition of a gang for
years did not know if delinquency should be a part of the foundation of timéidefi Miller
(1958) states;

One major area of disagreement concerns the role of criminal belraging life. Although
specifically illegal activities generally constitute a riedalty small proportion of a gang’s
activities, they are often represented as its dominant preoccupatevenoas the basis of its
existence. Thus, when youth groups in a particular community clearly apg@asént a
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problem, they are perceived as gangs; when they do not, that community has “graups”, no

gangs.

The struggle is not faced by Miller alone. Many sociologists, as wkdinaenforcement
professionals, clearly disagree over the issue of gang delinquendyBThaw Enforcement
Bulletin is quoted saying that “a gang is a group of youths...banded together for ahéindcia
criminal activities” (as cited in Klein, 1995, 27). Law enforcement,igganost prior research
on gangs, shows a clear issue of defining gangs by criminal activitidst, Nhe first sociologist
of his time to address the issue of gang delinquency, proves that this aefiait have a
problem when the community tries to intervene and prevent gangs.

Contemporary sociologists also believe that defining gangs by crincitnatias alone is
a mistake. Klein believes that “street gangs through the years have doing nobre often than
they have done something exciting. Their most customary activitiessayrgl, eating, and
hanging around... criminal acts are a minority of the activities theygerigaand violent acts are
a minority of those” (Klein, 1995, 29).

Hagedorn’s study sharply mimics the words of Klein when his study produsdtsre
that most Milwaukee gang activity was partying and hanging out. The onlyedif is the issue
of gang expansion and fighting. As corner groups expand into more formalized gdngs wi
distinct territories, constant fighting occurs with rival gangs tvisimon shape the gang structure
(Hagedorn, 1988, 95). Hagedorn also noted that the conflict between autlamatigang
members creates hostility between the two entities. This playsialaole in how gang
members view themselves and obtain a delinquent or deviant identity.

More than any other delinquent act, drugs have been the basic foundation of gang
delinquency. Drug sales and distribution, especially involving the caaeine epidemic since
the mid-1980s has had law enforcement and sociologists on their toes. dt@adhe stigma of
drug sales and distribution is extreme violence over territory, cuss@ndrsalesmen. There is a
clear line drawn down the middle of sociological perspectives of gamdrags. Some
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sociologists believe that drugs and gangs are an issue, while more poragnsociologists
believe that the connection has been blown way out of proportion by police offickenrs| fe
enforcement leaders, relentless politicians and the media.

Klein details an example of a zealous police official and his committoeassociate the
drug epidemic with gangs in once city. The interview with the policeialffreent as followed:

“Look, this narcotics stuff is all a matter of gangs and conspiracy. To na@gagiany two

or more guys working n crime together. In a drug sale, you got at least thesdltae
distributor involved. Now that means it's a conspiracy. And there are two dgiys,So all
these crack sales are gang criméso.or more guys conspiring to make crack sales mean
it's a gang affair...that's how we define gangs around here” (Klein, 1995, 40

In 1990, former Chief Daryl Gates was quoted in a Los Angeles Times awervi
commenting on gang delinquency:

Well, I think that the drugs are there and probably the gang violence wouldcnotfoc

they weren't all on drugs. They are already, as the Sheriff saysn dwyva sociopathic

mentality that kind of permeates the group, and they have a few beers andrseort s

coke and they are on their way. “Why don’t we have some fun? Let’'s go shoot

somebody” (Klein, 1995, 120).

The distinction between drug sales and operations compared to gangs involvey in dr
sales is clearly perverse according to this law enforcement piariet Klein gives a perfect
example of how the distinction between drug gangs and street gangs has warp@eaeovdeitn
asserts that drug-sales conspiracy carried out by any group needs thenpflmviiis success; (1)
a clear, hierarchical leadership; (2) strong group cohesive3¢ssc0de of loyalty and secrecy;
and (4) a narrow focusing on efforts on the mechanics of drug sales and tanegaf
independent or non-sales-related criminal involvement (Klein, 1995, 42nhblers of a gang sell

drugs for individual profit, not for the group. The reason for joining a gangtisolely to sell
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drugs, so most gangs do not focus all efforts on drug sales. Clearly, aatgéaks most if not
all four of these characteristics.

Contemporary and historical sociologists all agree on one issue reggeatig
delinquent behavior; extensive drug use is not a generally supported geityg dé¢te main
delinquent behavior addressed in most contemporary studies is fightingatgetween rival
gangs. A great example of this issue is found in Anderson’s study.

What happens when a person is confronted on the streets? Anderson confiieatgethe
of respect and how it is closely tied to whether a person will be vidtehe individual were to
run away, he would leave one’s self esteem in tatters and inviterfalisrespect. Therefore a
person must be willing to fight back — not only fight back but also “paybacki/that the other
person did to them (Anderson, 1999, 136). A gang member’s identity, self-resgpkabror are
often intricately tied up with the way they perform on the streets during ardsatth
encounters.

Gang cohesiveness must be taken into account in order to understand group ptbcess a
gang leadership. Cohesiveness gives clues to gang crime patternarfpleexohesiveness
accelerates violence, interferes with drug distribution and it ac¢eatseme crime targets over
others. Cohesiveness of gangs is pivotal to understand in order for laceemdot to properly
intervene and control (Klein, 1995).

Anderson was the first to study “staging areas” as he termed them. W/ hstiaging
areas”? These are hangouts where wide mixes of people gather fos vaasans. Within these
“staging areas”, campaigns for respect are most often waged. And&288n 76-79) notes three

types of staging areas:

1. Quite local, revolving around neighborhood establishments such as caritygoots,
stores, and bars. May be inside, on a street corner outside, or at a housetiparty wi

little/no adult supervision.
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2. Business strip whose stores cater to street-oriented workirgyaridspoor people.
Buzzing with activity, it draws people from a larger area.

3. Multiplex theaters, sporting events, and concerts bring together langdscfrom
throughout the city. Such areas are the most volatile, especiallycas glach as
roller-skating rinks or dances where there is music, alcohol, drugs, and rougts cr

of young people inclined to “act out” what they have seen or heard other people do.

The “staging areas” Anderson observed plays a critical role in the delinygoggangs.
People from other neighborhoods who come out to staging areas typically refiresedlves
and are said to represent their neighborhood. This makes “stagingtaeeasist violent place
because people have to represent themselves and have their reputatidmenThe worst kind
of staging area is the school. Within the school grounds, children starefu #ue street code
and associate doing well in school as “acting white”, which will cause thdose respect and
dignity from their peers. In this social setting, many decent childrenenil to “code-switch”.
“Code-switch” means to act “street-oriented” when in the streetagingtareas (such as the
school), but will ultimately live a “decent” life such as the latkirugs and alcohol use,
excelling in school and obtaining and maintain a legit job (Anderson, 1999, 77YsAndmtes
that a school is an important staging area for many youths and eshaftd to excel. They are
conflicted with “acting street” in order to gain respect and to belefte, or to act “decent” in
order to excel in life. In these “staging areas” presented by Anderson, fittestconflict to
become delinquent or maintain a healthy lifestyle is called into question.

Through the years of hanging out with the Black Gangster Disciples in Ghicag
Venkatesh noticed that gangs are far from the violent personifiecineaje. The gang
members that Venkatesh witnessed mainly hung out on streets, sold drugsdgplapési
sports and talked about women on a regular basis (2008). There was a cleiodidietween

selling drugs and using drugs, noting that doing drugs was frowned upon in this gangeklowev
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for the members of the community, the use of crack cocaine was likéndraldkohol for upper-
middle class families. Venkatesh describes this similarittaks who occasionally used crack
cocaine for fun was like middle class whites drinking alcohol for funh@mther hand, there
were black drug addicts, clearly addicted to crack cocaine justrasatteewhite middle class
individuals who are clearly alcoholics. In both communities the addiitmoked down upon.
Venkatesh was also the first to talk about prostitution rings. Whielgang avidly claimed they
did not take part in the prostitution ring and that none of the members wergecedspimps”
for these girls, the members were required to tax the women who workesbtisf@s in the
building. The members were considered “johns” who used the girls for éneicess whenever
they wanted without having to pay them. Venkatesh did not understand the differénce an
believed this gang to be part of the prostitution ring in Chicago’s housifers.o

Delinquency as a gang activity is an ongoing debate between lawemnémt;
sociologists and the media. Most studies in the past have discussedetsf idslence, drug use
and abuse, drug sales and property crimes as main activities of gang metobezver,
contemporary research found that while these activities take plécseitlom and most
members hang around drinking and talking. This leaves a bad taste in the ofcuithninal
justice professionals who have fought against the destructive natunegsftbaoughout the

United States.
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Chapter Seven - Organizational Structure and the Community’s Bsponse

The most concrete and stable sociological perspective of gatsywithin the
organizational structure of a gang. Whether it was Thrasher's stuldg 1L920s or the most
recent study conducted in the mid-1990s the theory of gang structure has continapdht® s
same, with minor differences to be noted.

Thrasher noted that gangs played a variety of functions. He believedayagigated
from the spontaneous group activity of adolescents and were strengtheneélibly consisting
of a three stage process. In the beginning stages, the gang is diffusétlevieadership and
may even be short lived. Some gangs progress to the next stage, wheredhey dmwesive.
Conflict with other gangs plays a notable role in this stage, helpingitedgbup boundaries
and strengthen the ties between members, causing cohesion. The final stagetatitrs
becomes conventionalized and members assume legitimate roles in sduiaghér, 1927). The
groups that fail to make this transition, delinquent or criminal actsnbethe main purpose of
the group. Thrasher explained how gangs form, solidify and disintegrate battemty other
sociologists of his era.

Postulating different types of gangs, Cloward and Ohlin labeled gangd dlasypes of
communities the gangs formed in and the delinquent activities they enga@bdsa.gangs were
called “fighting gangs”, “criminal gangs” and “drug-using gangs” (Clain&iOhlin, 1960). Each
type of gang committed different delinquent activities and had aeliffetructure or hierarchy.

The class system is what Cohen used to describe the community in which the gang
functions. Cohen believed the delinquent subculture is more likely to be foundanrkiag
class. The family is used as a “network of social relationshipghattas consequences for the
personalities of their members (Cohen, 1955, 75). This means that thenpofsihe family in
the social structure, especially when compared to other families, detsrthe experiences and
problems the family will encounter in their dealings with the outsidédw@ohen’s study
focused on the family and how the family caused or prevented gang memb8istilgr to
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Anderson’s theory of the “decent” family and the “street-orienteufillfa Cohen believed that
there are different types of families as well that will influetize interests and preferences of a
child which will help determine the kinds of people and situations the chilémdbbunter outside
the family. The child will observe how their parents “interact withjéimior, the plumber, the
doctor... the teacher, the landlord” (Cohen, 1955, 77-82). From there, the chilchkadlthre
distinctions between the types of adults and their status and power tieegrhtine community
and family. Thus, the child learns the signs of membership in a socialfeessthis, the child
learns the “middle-class measuring rod” as Cohen terms this sewétaultural values and
beliefs. The child from the working class must come to terms with ttiéleaclass standard,
causing conflict. The discussion of the middle-class standard fits hosedycwith why
individuals join gangs and who the gang members are, however, the start ofsGbbery
specifically blames the family, community and class system for howatig fgnctions in the
neighborhood.

Short and Strodtbeck found that the “exploitative attitude toward femmadgs be
important to the maintenance of high rank in the group” (1965, 32). Grougsgrsapports
illegitimate conception as well as related sexual actiwtias discovered over the course of the
study. If causing a girl to conceive a child had no effect on rank in the gronmrthe process
is not likely to influence such behavior. However, if it has a negaffeet then the individual
may be expected to leave the group entirely. It was found that rank had aimkrézskxual
conquests as well as conceptions because sex is a valued commodity for beystiedticorner
society because it is an indication of masculinity, ranking with skilghiting and athletics.
Sexual conquests also provided girls with a way of coping with the physicat pbthe male-
dominated peer society.

Miller’s theory of “female-based households” goes along with Short andtBeck’s
theory focusing on the girls’ perspective of pregnancy. For lower didss‘m a situation where
girls controlled few really persuasive devices to bring about aeawgnt of marriage, it was
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always possible to hope that the knowledge by ones mating partner that heuvhaby’s father
would serve as the critical factor which would tip the scale iarfaf’such an agreement”
(Miller, 1958, 28-29). The community also plays a role in this situationafgirl who believes
her reputation in the community is worsening, pregnhancy can reverse thespaindethe
community would regard her as an unmarried mother rather than the previogisenlé her.
The girl may also receive the desired attention at home for her pregnancy touy eawsnd in
teenage pregnancy and single mother households.

Apart from the theory of “female-based households”, Miller observed thaglership
styles and the stereotypes associated to them. The first wastarin@gbmmand” model; the
second is a “key-personality” model; and the third is the “collectagdrship” model (Miller,
1981, 297). While these models are simply stereotypes, there areietaarhies involved in
each. In reality, leadership is more flexible and mirrors a demotgatiership. More often, the
gang has a leadership style similar to the “key-personality” modehich the individual with
the strongest personality is deemed the leader and the other merlefsefasind the leader.

Contrasting Thrasher, Miller and Klein insist on defining gangs by clesistics
operationally significant for law enforcement. Thrasher believedytnag members were neither
more nor less criminal than other youth in their disorganized communitieshFasher, three
aspects of gangs and their structure stand out above the rest; varititiormwommunity,
process of formation and age divisions. Thrasher also believed that ganggjassbecause they
“...may vary as to membership, type of leaders, mode of organization, istenesactivities, and
finally as to its status in the community” (as cited in Hagedorn, 1988TBrgsher found
different types of gangs within Chicago during his study, labeling them diffpss, solidified
types, conventionalized and criminal types. Because gangs are so unicguarehes general
types of gangs with specific hierarchies, instead gangs have a celleistiory reflecting the

communities where they formed. Thrasher also noted that gang formaticinuehars was
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specifically centered on the age of the members. In order to analyze théhgamegearcher must
look at the gang as an age-graded phenomenon.

Hagedorn agrees with Thrasher and his findings on the structure of gaadobagye.
While police departments tend to picture gangs as a bureaucratigighyvah “chiefs” on the
top, “lieutenants” commanding troops and “privates” who are on the bottom pytieid,
Hagedorn focused on the group as an “age-graded model” coined by Thrasleelofidafy988,
86). Hagedorn found that each age group had its own “main group”, its leaders, and its
“wannabe’s”. Each gang had a transition from “juniors” to “seniors” whittier happened as the
gang aged or in a more formalized process. Once the members were conskelei@d™they
were in the “main group” of the gang (Hagedorn, 1988, 92-93). Finally, Hagedtced that
the titles for the leader are nonexistent. This meant that tllesepteviously discussed by law
enforcement or prior research of “chiefs” or “leaders” did not exigtmost titles were borrowed
from gang literature. The names and ranks were formed from reading abgstay passed down
from Chicago gangs.

More contemporary research continues to follow the same path asgseatch but
includes interesting issues. When discussing the structure of the igting rélationships such
as brothers or cousins are often involved. This represents acolusection with a so called
“family” that many do not have at home. The gang members will have eactsdihek and help
each other out, especially in incidents of violence or gang warfare. figesgacture is
composed more of individual responses to the community, as well as the comsmasiionses
to the individual, rather than the gang as a unit or whole. Regardlessuthierstand
community’s response still uses the foundation of prior research.

Anderson points out issues of self-esteem, status and power as theoggaugizational
structure. How “good” a person is corresponds with how “bad” of a neighborhooddimey
from. The tougher the neighborhood, the more prestige the person will gain. Bhigepie
closely related to leadership and status. Any indication of improvemdrd petson’s “decent”
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status can be taken as a threat and cause for alarm. Effortseeeagpward social mobility tend
to be viewed as “disrespecting” their own community or gang (Anderson, 1999, 6BgdRen
the street may be viewed as a form of social capital that is varghlal especially when various
other forms of capital have been denied or are unavailable. Not onlyfggrih @f protection, but
often forms the core of the person’s self esteem.

The community’s response consists of two issues in Anderson’s stsijemts who
become demoralized yet often try to coexist with drug dealings becausedhetheiboys who
are drug dealers as trying to make ends meet instead of “bad” ardlaetit”; and the lack of
police and effective public policy to make their community safer and moriler This makes
the gang members more reliable to the community in response to protectioresi af these
two issues, the community tends to tolerate the gang.

Almost identical is Venkatesh’s community in which he studied the Blacig&er
Disciples. Law enforcement refused to patrol the Robert Taylor Hbloesing projects because
it was “too dangerous”. Thus, the gang was responsible for protection of theingynm
members. This protection consisted of the gang conducting “rounds” througadeivthousing
projects in their territory. During these “rounds” the members woulddditkirug addicts,
prostitutes and individuals who provoked fights. They collected taxes fromeyguatistomers
and prostitutes. The gang also settled fights between tenants for the frubkoriy who did not
help the community. From these situations, one can see how the gang can haipnbeity.
What most individuals do not notice is that the gang was usually the magatost in the first
place. The gang would sell drugs that would attract prostitutes and dretsadtieir rival gangs
caused violence within their territory, sometimes injuring or killing iembenembers of the
community. The gang members Venkatesh interviewed would boast about how ewhbklIged
their community but this was a warped sense of reality. J.T., the leditiergdng in the Robert
Taylor Housing projects claimed that the fights were from foot soldistglly “over dumb high
school shit”. J.T. prided himself in his efforts to make gang menmbers productive members

53



of the community making foot soldiers attend political rallies, donai@emto social
organizations specifically in their community, mandate that all highaddang members receive
their high school diploma and lent gang members for protection (Venkatesh, Ré@8ardless of
how the gang perceived themselves as productive members of society, thenityntolerated
the gangs control and used the gang as much as the gang used the community.

Klein attempts to describe gang structures through severaligwsrwith gang members
in Los Angeles. More than any type of gang structure, the “spontaneous” ghegriest
common. These gangs would typically appear for a matter of weeks or months and then
disappear. They were small in size and mainly young boys from a community whsinvghe
“trying out” gang life but found it detrimental to their well-being (Klel995, 58). These groups
were unorganized, very territorial and primarily male members.

On the other spectrum of the “spontaneous” gang was the more traditionaltimatver
gang. “Vertical” gangs had duration of many years and in some cases atgeitself over
decades within a community. The gang is very stable causing traditiomga tgabe highly
researched and regarded as the only type of gang structure whigenibtigrue. Surprisingly,
during Klein's research interviewing one gang member in a “vertgaty, asked if his family
knew about his gang involvement. The member replied, “Ask for yourself”. \Kleem asked
the grandfather, he proudly displayed the gang tattoo on his arm and repli¢d ‘tysloal enough
for me is good enough for my grandson” (1995, 58). The gang is symbolized atfrakern
member’s father or grandfather was once a part of; the gang was eespedtiooked upon as a
rite of passage for the young boy. The “vertical” gang also has seubgabsps based on age.
The oldest are considered seniors or “old heads”. The next age grougon&dered juniors,
constituting a middle-age group, and finally the midgets or “babies” who we@timgest.

This age group structure was found in Venkatesh’s study of the Blackt&abDgiples
in Chicago. The hierarchy was simple, the board of the directors (simtla told heads”),
officers or junior gang members and finally the foot soldiers or “babiestribed by Klein. The
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structure reflected age with the board of directors ranging in agethirty to forty years old, the
officers ranging in the early to mid-twenties, and finally the fotutiscs who were early to late
teens (Venkatesh, 2008). Each officer would be in charge of a subgroup td¢chésBngster
Disciples within the Chicago area. J.T. was the officer who Venkateshisrfast day in the
housing projects. J.T. was in charge of a treasurer who looked over thdigangss, security
coordinators (also known as J.T.’s body guards), and several directors wha walegiege of six
person teams. The six person teams were the foot soldiers who sold dhigshgitommunity.

Both Klein and Venkatesh had similar results in their studies. Both fbahdang
leadership was highly varied but in the traditional gangs leadersinigided with age and years
of involvement in the gang. Each subgroup or “clique” had its own leadershipr Xsrikatesh,
J.T. was the leader for his subgroup of Black Gangster Disciples Rottert Taylor Housing
projects. While the Black Gangster Disciples had subgroups throughoitytb&Chicago, J.T.
was only responsible for his “clique” within the housing projects.rkieiind this in his study as
well, noting that the youngest subgroups had its own leadership, as did tig, jiln@seniors
and the girls’ groups. Older groups usually had a stronger reputation and groegsgs far
more complex than most police or media stereotypes indicate (Klein, 1995, 59).

The organizational structure of a gang has been the foundation for much soalolog
research throughout history. The organizational structure is #draftir most gangs; however,
the communities in which they terrorize are not. Sociologists such as Cohenpa@dd’nd
Ohlin who find that gangs have become entrenched in their communities and neigdbprhoo
primarily as a byproduct of the “working-class” as coined by Cohen. Beohtise effects of

segregation and desegregation, gangs have become a major issue ineith&tartets.
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Section Two — Ex-Gang Member Perspectives of the Gang
Chapter One — Crips is My Last Name

Defining a gang is an obvious struggle between historical and contesnpocaslogists.
Law enforcement has added to this struggle by defining the gang phenomerbarbasminal
acts. The constant contradictions have created one vast, misandgystception. There are
other sources, such as a gang member’s perspective, that can be ufied togéng. From
firsthand experience, gang members can accurately detail their gvaotoéties and routines
and provide a basic understanding of a gang.

The most notorious street gang, the Crips, was founded by Stanley TookiengVitia
1969. Tookie tells all in his memoir, including the foundation of the gang and whatniipe ga
meant to him during this time period. The Crips were formed when Tookie and amethber,
Raymond Lee Washington, decided to unite the west and east sides of South Central Los
Angeles. The original name for the alliance was “Cribs”, a hameetsel from many options.
“Cribs” was carelessly mispronounced “Crips” and morphed into thenoiia gang that has
terrorized California for many years. Uniting the east and west aitgsgvas a choice that
Tookie believed would help strengthen bonds and protect themselves andnfiemibers.
Tookie specifically states that he did not form the Crips as a waydtet the community” or
as a “revolutionary agenda” (Williams, 2004). Tookie specificalliestthat the numerous
rumors of how street gangs such as the Crips were formed as a spin-off cick®&hther Party
are fiction and there was never a set motive to the formation of the Bcipsrding to Tookie,
his gang “began establishing the missing link of camaraderie through comte@sis: partying,
girls, fighting, kinship, and hustling” (Williams, 2004, 58). Lacking a ne#trongly contradicts
sociologist’'s who believed that gangs were formed solely with a miatikielp protect the
community. Apparent in Venkatesh’s study of street gangs in Chicago, thevgaraghuge part
of the community and everything the gang did was for the community’s benefitatéshk
believed the gang’s definition of a gang contradicted what he observed. ThéRlaiples
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Venkatesh studied mostly drank alcohol, used drugs, hung around the apartmergdaitdi
talked about girls and gambled. This closely emulates Tookie’s micabhow the gang was
established and he strongly urges that the formation of the Crips weanfidndlping their
community.

More specific to Tookie’s definition of a gang, Anderson defined gangs bydle ‘0f
the street” which included defending oneself from the injustices of poliwer&on continues by
describing the “code of the street” as a set of informal ruleshaivb@r organized around a
desperate search for respect that governs public social relatiorgagp@lence, among
young men and women. Tookie would agree with Anderson’s definition descteistréets of
Los Angeles as “criminal activity [that] was an economic negeasld violence” was something
you “had to take”. According to Tookie, you must “adapt and survive...that wagele rstle”
(Williams, 2004, 5). Thrasher’s definition of a gang also coincides vatki€’s tale of how the
gang formed spontaneously. Thrasher stated that gangs were iatgrstitps originally formed
spontaneously and then integrated through conflict. Tookie’s accountiofjuhi gangs and
forming the Crips was spontaneous and began to develop into a more dangerous andl organize
gang as society forced them into isolation, creating conflict. Hist@i@hlcontemporary
definitions of gangs emulate Tookie’s perception and definition of his ong. ga

Kody Scott, known to his friends and family as Monster, was also part of the
Crips in South Central Los Angeles approximately ten years afterijpge fGrmation by Tookie
Williams. Monster described the gang he was involved in similar to thtedJ8tates military. He
understood gangs as “squads” who would “make raids into neighboring territonedanptive
strikes or retaliatory hits on enemies and targets useful to tlesiopp”. More specifically,
these armies had “a distinct territory — the boundaries of some vgeydegas are broken by
enemy cluster camps...each army has a flag, to which total allegiancdgegleeach army has
its own language, customs, and philosophy” (Shakur, 1993, xii). Monsteir#idefis almost
parallel to Malcolm Klein (1971) who states that gangs are:
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Any denotable adolescent group of youngsters who (a) are generally perseéved a
distinct aggregation by others in their neighborhood, (b) recognize themsslae
denotable group (almost always with a group name), and (c) have been involved in a
sufficient number of delinquent incidents to call forth a consistentinegasponse from
neighborhood residents and/or law enforcement agencies.

While both definitions include a denotable group with a group name and delinquent
activities or “retaliatory strikes against the enemy”, MonKtaty viewed the gang as a military
group. Completely different from other views, Monster Kody uses the militaalogy of the
gang throughout his entire memaoir.

Colton Simpson was also a Crip member in Los Angeles during the late 197@slgnd e
1980s. Colton saw his gang as “a full-time job” (Simpson, 2005, 24). Hisy@arad allegiance
to the gang was strong as he told tales of fighting to the death fdorbthérs” and “cousins”.
According to Colton, his family was the Crips and considered Crips as thimtas, sparing no
time or emotion for his own blood relatives. Contemporary and historicalsgisits tended to
ignore any deep emotional attachment to the gang. Sociologists fornredefirdtions around
criminal activities and theoretical explanations of gangs but none corbttierstrong familial
attachment that gang members form and how gang members tend to defirsvibeas a
family. Theories point towards the lack of family support at home inwihdividuals will then
seek alternatives, such as a gang, in order to replace the lackilgfdapport at home. These
theories include Miller's (1958, 5), “female-based households” whiedie identity problems
and are worked out on the street with the gang, and Anderson’s (1999ht‘damle mother”
who must work even harder to neutralize the draw of the street and doesadyphyninstilling
decent values in her children. Colton’s definition of a gang not only coctisesticiological
definitions, it also differs from the other ex-gang member’s dejins.

Luis Rodriquez grew up in Watts and the Las Lomas barrio, east of Los #ngele
California. During his adolescence, Luis joined several smallpg he called “clubs alicas'.
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Luis believed that joining a gang meant that it was “something to bedongamething that was
ours” (Rodriquez, 1993, 41). More specifically, Luis (Rodriquez, 1993, 250)ilbesgangs as:

Gangs are not alien powers. They begin as unstructured groupings, our children, who

desire the same as any young person. Respect. A sense of belonging. Protection. The

same thing that the YMCA, Little League or the Boy Scouts want. It wasy’more

than what | wanted as a child. Gangs flourish when there’s a lack of sooistiemt,

decent education or employment. Today, many young people will never know vghat it i

to work. They can only satisfy their needs through collective strengihirsh the police,

who hold the power of life and death, against poverty, against idlenesstageir
importance in society.

Contemporary sociological definitions of gangs are comparable wighsLdgfinition of
a gang. Anderson’s account of respect and status coincides with thisateftdgnchez-
Jankowski's definition was based on several foundations such as arzatiganaround an
intense competition for and conflict over the scarce resources thairean area, an alternative
social order and an organizational response to increase matefifl. \Beth definitions agree
that gangs form as a collective strength or organizational responsediety lacking resources,
education and employment.

The Latin Kings and Latin Disciples created a safe haven for Reymamithe&.
Reymundo, similar to other gang members, defines the gang as a structuighiorveh
“belonged”. For Reymundo, he saw the gang as a family, even mentioning howalkawvrel
Maddog, two associate gang members, made “gangbanging a family; &ftaiording to
Reymundo (Sanchez, 2000, 165), gang’s included their family members:

Their father was a King and the sons and daughters were all Kings and Queenge

of family existed in every neighborhood | ever hung around in. The members of these

families are usually violent, promiscuous, drug users, and eager to gddaziye

involved in their actions. Sadly, this type of family still exists in marighteorhoods.
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Different from other perspectives, Reymundo talks about how these ty@asilié$ are
the most dangerous to associate with because they pulled individudisckeéd a structured
family into the gang, in turn creating a family the individual never had.

Finally, Bill Lee grew up in San Francisco’s Chinatown during the 1960s and 1%i9s. T
is where Bill learned about the most notorious Chinese gangs and the worfkingsChinese
Underworld. Bill described the small gang he joined during his adolesasrfbeotherhood,
courage and loyalty” that “prevailed over oppression, greed and betrayhlsevenge thrown in
for action” (Lee, 1999, 67). Bill's definition does include some violebct once again focuses
on the gang as a family unit.

The most obvious commonalities found within the definitions of a gang prowdedch
ex-gang member includes the foundation of the gang as a family, aratiesdai which one
belongs and a spontaneously formed group in a response to a society lackingtkegésources.
Poverty and discrimination play a large role in each and every exagamdpers’ life.
Sociologists have also made a point to mention these issues. Contraghetjagg members, the
sociologists lacked a basic understanding of the support and familystrtied gang provides,
as well as the organization as a whole which is unmotivated and notdmasgnchinality.
Thrasher, Sanchez-Jankowski and Anderson’s definition of a gang emulatiedsevex-gang
members’s define their association to the gang while Klein anémdite more concerned with
supporting law enforcement’s definition of a gang as a violent consgraap. The biggest
commonality between ex-gang member definitions and sociologistsidethef “short-run
hedonism with little interest in long-run goals” described by both Klein arei € Tookie made
a point in saying that the uniting of the small gangs into the Crips nvastivated and
unorganized with no revolutionary goals. The other five ex-gang merdizknot note any
motivation or interest in long term goals besides gaining money, status aadvpitinin their

community.
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Chapter Two — No Other Choice but the Gang

Researchers have theorized the reasons individuals join gangegringi small peer
groups that formed as “dance groups” to more organized and dysfunctionakehtiti form out
of a response to immigration, discrimination and poverty. Contemporary aoddaisresearch
has shed light on to the reasons for gang membership; however, the mdst Igzeswns to
joining a gang comes from the personal reasons and experiences fgamgemembers.

Racial discrimination and poverty was best explained by Tookie Wal@nd his
struggle with his identity, ultimately leading to him joining a smatg@in his neighborhood.
Tookie states that “more than five hundred years of slavery, | wamlgfscattered remnants of
a broken culture...exposed to a multitude of ambiguous, mostly negative influbwecesd pass
through my young life with cultural neglect and profound identity crisis...deé¢o shape my
identity” (Williams, 2004, 15). The issues of personal identity and racatidiination were the
largest influences in Tookie’s decision to join a gang. Tookie alsalst&mr me there were no
Rotary Clubs, yacht clubs, Explorers Clubs, boys’ academies, or any othiegprivound
associations... | was afforded equal opportunities among street thugs, epiogss gamblers,
con men, thieves, prostitutes, and other hustler types” (Williams, 2004, 1knd &rmal clubs
and a sense of belonging was Cohen’s theory behind gang membership. Coked tiedie
everyone in society wants to be a member in good standing of groups that shanectiages,
race, sex, belief or value system. With a lack of legitimatag, the only associations Tookie
had the opportunity to join were the street gangs.

Similar to Cohen'’s theory of gang membership stated above, Thsadieosty of gang
formation and membership derived from groups isolated from mainstreagtysogiboth
geography and lack of access to legitimate institutions. Thidimoleontributes to individuals
joining gangs and forcing them to stay within the gang in order to surviveiiptoe economic
environment. Monster Kody addresses this issue in the most lieeise svhen he states that
joining a gang is the “equivalent of growing up in Grosse Pointe, Michigan, amgl tgocollege:
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everyone does it” (Shakur, 1993, 138). Monster Kody's attitude about joining algang
coincides with Miller and Short and Strodtbeck’s theory of gang membpeftr these
sociologists, the “distinct lower class value system” was theecaligang membership. The
lower class value system competes with the middle class vata@rsgreating a contradiction.
With that said, it is clear that growing up in the suburbs of Michigaihgaing to college, as
Monster Kody states, is the equivalent of poverty stricken minojidtieisig a gang. The middle
class value system looks upon education and legitimate employment as a sooifal, while
the lower class value system, unable to access proper educatiog teddgitimate
employment, use the gang as a means of survival.

Issues concerning socioeconomic status and ethnicity are also appaw@merous
memoirs. This coincides directly with both historical and contemporagares on gangs and
deviance. Anderson discusses the “ghetto poor”, defined as communitieskhabs that pay a
living wage, limited basic public services (police response ingeneies, building maintenance,
trash pickup, lighting, and other services that middle-class white$aiageanted) stigma of race,
the fallout from rampant drug use and drug trafficking, and the resultimgadéia and absence of
hope for the future (1999, 27-32). Simply stated, living in an environmengsuitiis places
young people at special risk of falling victim to gang membership. 4.thgory on gang
membership and deviance directly corresponds with Anderson’s theoryalitynis an issue of
class. Luis states that many minorities are warehoused in overcrpvistaes and considered
“criminals of want”, or individuals who have been deprived of the basiesséies of life and
therefore forced into criminal acts in order to survive. Thesmiicals of want” are members of
a social stratum which include “welfare mothers, housing projecter@sidmmigrant families,
the homeless and unemployed” (Rodriquez, 1993, 10). Even more to the point, LuigU&and
1993, 248) is quoted in one chapter describing this issue as the firstagganse to an

economic revolution because of:
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The shift from mechanical productive energy to one based on electronics. In Los
Angeles, this translated into tens of thousands of jobs lost as ésctach as Goodyear,
Firestone, General Motors, Bethlehem Steen and American Bridge closedatewer —
many of which | worked for during the 1970s. Along with this came the cyclisid of
glutted markets and a shrinking consumer base, where more was being produced by
fewer people (as the technology could only integrate a few). The malitrdfution
began to break down. From cars to electronic items — goods lay idle whilereasing
number of people had to do without. The resultant economic decay — L.A. hasahé se
largest homeless population in the country — was the foundation for the kegpohse
that followed the Rodney King verdicts. Add to this one of the most brutal fofioes

in America, and you have a riot in the making; it was only a matter ef tim

Decker and Van Winkle based their theory of gang membership around tisepesued

out by Luis. These include changes in immigration, urbanization, ethmadtpaverty. All four

factors contribute to the formation and growth of gangs. Colton also addtiessssue of

socioeconomic status and ethnicity, claiming that society has a “taea#naction to the ghetto”.

From Colton’s (Simpson, 2005, xvii) perspective of gang membership:

Getting rid of the ghetto and economic inequality is never going to happes in thi
particular society. This is capitalism and we need our status quo. Weijlsahave

people who haven't gotten their foot up. Back in the day, it was Irish people antd Jewis
people. Now the Black and Mexicans fill the ghettos.

Conversely, Colton boldly states that while issues of poverty and laaca pole in gang

formation and membership, it is not the only reason for crime. Growingdysfanctional or

violent family also play a role in gang membership. Colton statepdagie “think being

financially middle class, getting degrees, or owning a business makelyadaod...they don’t

know shit about my family...love is what makes a good family” (Simpson, 2005, 220}adh

63



of love and kindness is the reason Colton joined the gang in his neighborhood, althoutihgadmi
that poverty and poor socioeconomic status also contributed to his membership.

Colton’s admittance of a poor family structure is another commgraatibng ex-gang
member memoirs. Colton’s (Simpson,2005, 152-153) anguish from a broken home ta@acism
poor education is seen in one passage within his memoir:

The hood itself pants the seed of joining a gang in your mind. Over-worked, broken

families don’t have the ability to fight streets that hold out the lureloinging, thrills,

fame, money, the American Dream. We have our own heroes. And because of the

segregation imposed by the combination of White racism and the housing indingry — t

real estate agents who made money by blockbusting and the banks that made money by

redlining and charging Blacks higher interest rates and thus craadighettos — we

have developed our own culture. Some of it you know about — the charged energy in

African rhythm and complex rhymes of rap. Our unique twists in clothing, wadktadk.

Whites come into our lives via TV, mostly in commercials, or as copsaohers.

Unemployment for Black men in South Central L.A. is 30 percent; the nationabavisr

5 percent. And as hopes for jobs diminish, other alternatives — the undergconochg

— become a way of life. The gangs organized the underground economy. The gangs

provide heroes. The gangs teach skills. The gangs provide love and prof€Ebd gangs

fill in where America has failed.

Monster Kody’s (Shakur, 1993, 103) childhood directly contributed to his uneasiness
life and more importantly, his gang membership:

I had no idea of peace and tranquility. From my earliest recollectionshhetgeen

struggle, strife, and the ubiquity of violence. This ranged from econontitutiea of

my family to the domestic violence between my parents, from the raging gaiagonthe

omnipresent occupational police force in hot pursuit... Everything in my lifbéas

subject to drastic change or subtle movement, without so much as a hintarfong.
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I've been, all my life, and, truly, I've never been comfortable. Motion has bge

closest companion, from room to room, house to house, street to street, neighborhood to

neighborhood, school to school, jail to jail, cell to cell — from one man mad hell

another.

According to Kody the “set (gang) was my clearest vision of stgb{shakur, 1993,
103). The stability a gang can provide would certainly pull an indiviegt@lconsidering
membership, especially when everything else around them seems to be unstable.

The sense of self-worth, power, status, and material wealth was a commen them
addressed in most memoirs of ex-gang members. Luis was constantly inyllieidr high
school, soon forming his own gang in order to establish fear. Luis wanted thegraistatus
that came with the fear. In addition to Luis, Monster Kody believed that temétssness” was
alluring and more intoxicating than any drug (Shakur, 1993, 70). Monster Kody’s méipbers
can be attributed to many issues but the most compelling was the ideadbaltchebtain power
within his community. Contemporary research covers the importance of poweatusdast
reasons behind gang membership. According to Sanchez-Jankowski, indiinchine
community believe that through the business dealings of the gang or the comestablished
while in the gang, they will be able to improve the quality of their lassociated to respect,
money, status and power. Sanchez-Jankowski covers three issuesgegandi membership;
the prestige of the gang, the efficiency of its operations and thkedkservices to its members
considered adequate (Sanchez-Jankowski, 1991, 30). Becoming a membes itheolve
interaction between the group and the individual. These two evaluatitbagtermine the
number of members in the gang and the extent to which individuals in the comuatlinity
become involved in the gang.

Power and status also emerged in Bill's testimony of gang memberstigp. Bil
perspective of gang membership included poor self-esteem and an urge teedomgtatus. Bill
claimed that “our self-esteem were lacking to begin with...we also dekiediner things that
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represented status and success, but we were ashamed of our parents wookigigdébs... we
wanted cars, clothes and cash to come fast and easy and we wanted to liveonsand make
up our own rules” (Lee, 1999, 126). Bill also notes that children repeabséheir parents who
traveled to America for a more prosperous life calledzbem Sharor Gold Mountain, only to be
faced with limited opportunities and discrimination. The youth felt negflezhd abandoned by
their parents who worked long and tedious hours just to keep food on the table lihgeofee
neglect manifested into anger and soon these youth formed groups as aleydte their
anger and frustration.

The most interesting historical theory behind gang formation is Thitasphky-groups”,
defined as a “gang in embryo” (1927, 23). Thrasher believed gangs were antjuepresented
a variable of experiences of groups of immigrant youth adjusting dogdisized life in a new
country. These groups began as innocent groups of youth, looking for thrills. Elenlesie
“play-groups” formed into dangerous and highly organized street gangsal$bicoincides with
Hagedorn’s contemporary research of Milwaukee gangs. Hagedorn foundtg gamotivations
for forming each gang such as “dancing gangs”. Dancing gangs were theaplstr among
black and Hispanic youth in which they formed together to dance and hang-out. &mon th
“dancing gangs” formed into groups who rivaled with one another by having dancing
competitions. Decker and Van Winkle also found that gang members j@ngd because they
grew up in the same neighborhood and evolved from “play-groups” defined by Thrdsss. T
types of “play-groups” cannot be found in Tookie, Colton, Monster Kody, or Reymundo’s
account of gang membership, however, this type of group formation was vetgmpiod_uis and
Bill's account of gang formation. Bill's gang formed on the playground in 19@4gasup who
congregated on the basketball court and played soccer and volleyleall 998, 31-32). Luis
details the innocent beginning of most gangs as a club that began as a guyspvafig played
football together or set up trips to the beach or mountains. Other gangs becanoeganized as
they “obtained jackets, with their own colors, and identification cardsnesf the clubs
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metamorphosed into something more unpredictable, more encompassing...something more
deadly” (Rodriquez, 1993, 43).

Several researchers have discussed the sexual promiscuity withigangs. These
issues consisted of sexual conquests with females who associatétevgéing, a main focus of
gang membership. The only gang member who discussed sexual activigagerafor joining
the gang was Reymundo. Reymundo brags about how easy it is to have any giridteween
he was associated with the gang. The trend followed a pattern of theiolerg and criminally
active a gang member was, the easier it was to be sexually puounns(Sanchez, 2000, 132).
The effortless sexual conquests were not the only reason Reymundo joinedjtH@iméar to
other ex-gang members, liberation was a factor that pushed thelurads into gang
membership. Money, power, wealth and freedom drove Reymundo to join the gang and continue
to be a member in order to achieve “ghetto celebrity” status. “Gheédloritg’ status is defined
as a gang member who wears “designer clothes, big gold watch, gold chairegrgolgs”
(Sanchez, 2000, 53). Reymundo’s focus on sexual conquests was different thahtheex-
gang member’s accounts of gang membership.

Because the gang is isolated from mainstream culture, theyreee fo create their own
set of rules different from legitimate institutions. These roérgered around power, status and
material wealth as a way to survive on the streets. The underlyimg thas racial discrimination
and poverty with blocked access to legitimate resources such as empl@md education.
Blocked access to legitimate resources caused Tookie, Colton, MdosgierReymundo, Luis
and Bill to find other ways to survive in their neighborhoods. A few diffeaehetween each ex-
gang members’ reason for joining the gang consisted of sexual conquéstgamup forming
from childhood “play-groups” defined by Thrasher. Order is maintained through aiform
mechanisms as well, particularly “collective representationdi ascsymbols, signs and a private

language.
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Chapter Three — The Underbelly of Society

Understanding the ethnic and gender composition of a gang is associatednyith ma
factors. The ethnicity, gender and age of gang members were a majtwgoal foundation in
all gang research. Historical research studied gangs in New Y olkd&bhia, Chicago, San
Francisco and Los Angeles. Contemporary research attempted to study the gangpbenom
similar cities but did not deviate from historical research, edpect@ncerning ethnicity and
gender. The only studies concerning non-minority gangs was Thrasher wiea &udbpean
immigrants in crowded cities and Chambliss who studied two groupsuci€ian gangs defined
as “the saints” and “the roughnecks”. Most research focused on miyouity in large cities
across the United States. In order to encompass all ethnicities anohiecex-gang member
memoirs were chosen from different locations and ethnicities tomhiistorical and
contemporary research such as African American, Asian and Hispanic geaigsllin Los
Angeles, San Francisco and Chicago.

A gang member’s perceived opportunity of success is a constant theveerméhe ex-
gang members. Initially from Cohen’s theory of perceived opportunigespined the term
“frames of references” which is defined as a person’s perspectivsitofation and how the
person will respond in the situation will differ depending on inter@sezonceptions, stereotypes
and values (1955, 53). The common “frame of reference” seen within every eragartger
memoir was survival. In order to survive on the streets, becoming involved iy avga
necessary. Tookie grew up believing that “all black people were inhumanfanar...had no
contribution to the forward thrust of civilization” (Williams, 2004, 3Bpokie’s “frame of
reference” was African American’s could not assimilate with@rigural group other than their
own and therefore needed to rely on themselves to protect their communitiy, anstecome
and educate themselves. This has lead to Tookie’s gang membershipe@odlsy the

formation of the Crips. Recognizing that gangs are needed to protect theicitynand
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criminality was the only way to provide a decent income, young black malesiih Sentral Los
Angeles formed groups in order to survive on the streets.

Similar stories are told from Monster Kody and Colton’s perspectiygang
composition. Monster Kody believed that the situations he faced in lijeaalitated around a
survival instinct: kill or be killed. These conditions dictated that 84enKody either join a gang
or perish alone (Shakur, 1993, 131). Colton held a similar view of “do or niie“kdll or be
killed”. Colton (Simpson, 2005, 118) believed he had limited choices when he states

There’s no second-guessing. If | didn’t’ get them, they’d get me. No you had ¢haites

just one choice. If you truly wanted to survive, why did you join the gang whaok Bl

men die in dog years? Maybe | didn’t want to survive. Maybe there wasn’'t miieh t

for. No, you lust for that celebrity that fame, power, admiration. The garmgyiisclearest

vision of stability. No. It was me. My loyalty and deed.

The survival theme was found in other ethnic gangs in different locatsowell,
incorporating Luis, Reymundo and Bill. Luis found an aspect of suicide within yowpiepe
who have limited options and believe that it is eithartércida or death; a warrior’'s path”
(Rodriquez, 1993, 9). Regardless of ethnic, gender or age composition of a garex-gang
member and their peers perceived limited choices in order to survihe streéets, causing them
to join the gang. Cohen’s theory resounds throughout all memoirs when consigaring
composition that focuses on young minorities in urban locations.

The study of two Caucasian gangs of different socioeconomic status was edriguct
Chambliss. This research is unigue because it encompasses two gangsoietlethnicity but
different socioeconomic status. Chambliss found that lower class boysestesltdifferently
from the middle class boys, soon causing the boys in each gang to perceive oppdidunities
success, and encounters with police officers and community membersndiffefée memoir
written by Reymundo was the only story that encompassed white gangs and how their
socioeconomic status allowed them to “get away with murder”. Reymundartm@&hicago
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when he was young and soon found how the gangs in the city were unique. His friend Jorge
showed him scars and claimed it was from white boy gangs beating him up. \&flkilegio
school one day, a group of white boys started to yell racist slangs to Reymundo. &yrrameo
told his friends they all said these white boys terrorized younger PueansRReymundo
became scared because he had never experienced racial hatred. lp\Reyoalindo noticed
that the white gangs were able to commit undetected crimes becausie oblttr and
socioeconomic status. However, Reymundo and his friends were not. Reymundo “itelyiedia
recognized that when a Puerto Rican complained about abuse from a white lpgyseare
classified as weak, cowardly and unable to conform to American ways, howbegr a Puerto
Rican became an aggressor, he was classified as an animal, notdiinoAmerican society”
(Sanchez, 2000, 9-10). Infuriated by this constant contradiction of race@oecemomic status,
Reymundo became more truant and violent alongside his friends in the gang. i€iambl
findings in his study of “the saints” and “the roughnecks” was portrayB&ymundo’s memaoir
and should not be taken lightly when considering ethnicity and socioeconomicostgdunsg)
members. Race and socioeconomic status have major impacts on gangshgnanel the
advancement of its members in society.

Contemporary research strayed away from studying ethnic and gender cam @it
focused strictly on personalities of gang members. Klein labeled twodfgesg members as
“core” and “fringe” members. “Core” members consisted of gang members whaweee
involved in gang crime and had a considerable amount of respect and loy#tty fang. On the
other hand, “fringe” members were the opposite and loosely associatetiengtang (Klein,
1995, 60). Anderson (1999) found the same distinction but labeled these membetrs “stree
oriented” and “decent”. Venkatesh (2008) found that there were diffenesad¥’ of gang
members. There were “jailhouse niggers” who were devoted to buildimigsgliwithin the
gang and staying together during times of arrest, death or gang wars. €hedse the
“operators” who viewed the gang as a purely commercial enterprise.
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The contemporary research parallels with African American ex-gemgber memoir
when discussing types of gang members rather than their ethnic and gangesition. Tookie
believed that there were two types of African American gangs duringrgseta. The “black
gangs were a commonalty that existed long before... the old gangs... had becom#yethnica
conscious and were absorbed into the Black Panther Party or other acticalgpbups”
(Williams, 2004, 80-81). Aside from the politically and ethnically-consciaungg, the other
gang that Tookie associated with committed crimes, used drugs and weilly sexain.

Colton described the difference between “riders” and “CEOQOs”. Tiler§” are the soldiers who
are out on the streets everyday fighting, stabbing and shooting. From Colt@psqgbiee, “all
gangbangers are gangsters, but not all gang members are riders” (Simpso81 200% riders
are defending the gang and proving their worth to the gang during every incidaieot® and
criminality. Aside from the “riders”, “CEOs” are the leaders anelrarely seen on the streets and
scarcely represent the gang. This coincides with Venkatesl'ytbegang members who view
the gang as their loyalty and life and those who view the gang as an enterprise

The defiant individualist was a common personality trait found in Sanché&awski's
contemporary study of gangs. The defiant individualist is a personaiitgdrdaaining seven
attributes such as competiveness, mistrust or wariness, saffeelisocial isolation, survival
instinct, social Darwinist worldview and defiant air (Sanchez-Jankipw891, 23-27). Each ex-
gang member encompassed at least one of these attributes duriagdlescent involvement
with the gang. All ex-gang members were competitive and have a phygicassion that forms
from the lack of resources in low-income communities, creating a suingtaict. Tookie
formed this view and considered it as being either “prey or predator”idbeH to “learn to
fight dirty, to cheat, and to look for angles, openings, mistakes” (Williaf&4, 59). Noted
earlier in the paper, each ex-gang member held their view of “Kiké ddilled”, the survival

instinct Sanchez-Jankowski discusses in his study. Each attribute of Sdankewski's defiant
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individualist is intertwined with the competitive “kill or be killedspect of life. This is attributed
to the poor economic conditions of their environment and lack of legitimstanees.

Female gang association is commonly misrepresented in histaricabatemporary
research. The fact that females form gangs and participate in ¢fanities needs to be addressed
in research. Ex-gang members found that females fully parecipattheir gang, making sure the
reader understood that female gangs are not a myth. Tookie defined fangl@@mbers as
“Criplettes” who were considered the “female versions of the C(\p#lliams, 2004, 101). The
Criplettes began as a group of girls who hung around the gang, dating sommalegang
members but eventually gained notoriety for their indiscriminate at@mchkoth female and male
rival gang members. The Criplettes were considered violent, t#igg®y and dangerous and
could be trusted during times of police pressure, making them the perfect comsgtarthe
Crips. The females Monster Kody encountered during his membership weratimsere just
as violent and participated in deviant acts with the male members.viémgty discusses one
incident where the males used female drivers in their getawap@easse the police were less
likely to pull over an African American female, the males hiding indidek seat (Shakur, 1993,
86). Luis, noted earlier as joining the gang for access to femalesededla these females were
not just there as sex objects for the male gang members. These fatatethemselvesholas
and had a reputation for fighting other females and even male membeia ghrigs
(Rodriquez, 1993, 44). Reymundo gave a more detailed account of the female gang®imy.his
Reymundo affiliated with the Latin Kings and their female counterpart,dtie Queens.
Essentially, the Latin Queens hung around with the Kings but were not allowetidipate in
gang meetings. They had to honor and follow the same set of rules as thehkiimgger, there
were a few differences. One rule included the requisite to have selatains with the men in
the Latin Kings. This was not part of their initiation but instead q@fatte job duties as a Latin
Queens. The Latin Queens also smoked, drank and used drugs with the Kimgeskeere used
as drug mules to smuggle drugs into the prison for incarcerated Kings atitewaain job
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requirement in order for a Queen to climb ranks within the gang. Reymundssiisca robbery
scheme between himself and a few friends who used the Queens as déa®ysrisuspecting
victims into alleyways promising sex, only to find three or four Latingsistanding there with
weapons (Sanchez, 2000, 40-43). Unique from other ex-gang members, Bdl’ svsis
responsible for creating a female faction of the male gang Bilkasaciated with. Mary, Bill's
sister, initially created this female gang to hang around with hebthdriend James. Additional
females who associated with Bill's gang were “girls who tagged akomdj carried the guns”
(Lee, 1999, 228). These females were welcomed and exploited for seéfenfdies were also
violent and “didn’t hesitate to use knives, sharpen combs or fingernaikfiguce their
enemies” (Lee, 1999, 129). Each account of female gang membership ictsioadoincides
with historical and contemporary research. Klein found that females visiaally involved
with male gangs and self-destructive while Decker and Van Winkle fouhtethales only
associated with male gangs because they were following thefidrag.

The gang experience was the transitory product of the social tensionsigfamt youth
newly arrived in a hostile city regardless of ethnicity. The ex-ga@gbers in the current
research are African American, Hispanic and Asian. The Crip’s memb&stifetly African
American according to Tookie, Monster Kody and Colton. Conversely, there wiereides in
the ethnic composition of Luis, Reymundo and Bill's gang. The gangs from Bill'elmaigood
were all Asian; however, there were two factors of Asian gangsithétd one another. These
were American-born Chinese Gangs and Foreign-born Chinese Gangs (Lee, 1088} Bi
technically an American-born member but he associated with the Fbm@igrmangs because he
spoke Chinese fluently. Reymundo found that there were many blacks and whitesresho we
representing Latino gangs because there was strength in numbers and ltheakaeip of the
neighborhoods was changing.

Contemporary and historical research has included ethnicity, gendereaimticeiipe
composition of a gang. This has proved to be easy for some researcheffcatfali others.
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Regardless, the focus on communities segregated from society includeiiesisach as
African American, Asian and Hispanic individuals. Historical rese@ncluded European
immigrants, however, the change in time and immigrant demographicsdased for new
minorities to become the main focus of the gang. Female gang membersiili@n area of
research untouched by many sociologists. Ex-gang member’s vividly detevidmen
participated in the gang or the gang’s activities in which sociologastsise as a foundation for
future research. The concluding census of racial, gender and age d¢mn@sstold by ex-gang

members includes minority youths, but all gangs had female gang counterparts.
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Chapter Four — A Concrete Jungle of Poverty

Gang membership has focused on material wealth and financial seflastygang
members view gang membership as a form of employment, a steady incartienitéd effort.
This has stemmed from the lack of legitimate resources, often tundividuals of lower
socioeconomic status with few outlets to turn to illegitimate meahs.miost compelling stories
of economic resources come from ex-gang members and their vast ideasngf gainey fast.

Historical research has found that most gangs form and function asitdrétirer than
for monetary gain. Contemporary research found that selling drugs wasjtinesongice of
money and the gang provided protection for drug sellers. The issues stafate ss law
enforcement and several researchers create pictures of Gammgs™ functioning as fiends
addicted to drugs and prone to violence. Fortunately, new research has provdd ihat t
significant misunderstanding of many local street gangs and dealirgjidrsignilar to a job as a
cashier at a fast food chain (Venkatesh, 2008). Unfortunately, ex-gamigamenemoirs told
stories of drug addicted gang members selling drugs and committing ¢drkeep their habit
afloat.

Tookie not only witnessed the effects of drugs on gang members but fdfetite as
well. Tookie was selling drugs, as well as using them, with fellow gaarmghmars in Los Angeles.
He and others soon became addicted to crack cocaine, PCP and “sherm” tiesidaoged in
acid. This caused a rapid flow of violent and destructive men into thediyef Los Angeles.
Tookie states that these “men believed they could do anything they wantegowtethey
hungered for was finally theirs but the drugs produced a fake realityligktvd, 2004, 204).
Before long, gang members were being tossed into jail cellstfareirug use or crime induced
by drugs.

Colton shares his story as a drug addicted gang member. Within Colton’shgadgug
trade is popular, but they were also robbing jewelry stores and sellijeybley for economic
gain. After Colton was released from prison, he soon realized tlak bas become the largest
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neighborhood business” (Simpson, 2005, 156). He states that “proceeds of rabimbsakes of
marijuana funded the set... that's been replaced by crack and carjackingfill.iveld elders,
neighbors, women, children with respect but nowadays elders are seay gsiek cash”
(Simpson, 2005, 302). Colton (Simpson, 2005, 155) recognized the dangers of crack cocaine, no
only their sales within the neighborhood but the use among its gang membells as we
In 1989, the U.S. Attorney General describes the Bloods and Crips as the natisin’s m
powerful crack-trafficking ring, urban terrorists who have achieved donmenarat least
forty-seven cities, “due in part to their steady recourse to murdeiaesce.
Luckily for Colton, he stopped using drugs after his incarceration and heblgas see
its dangers of drug use within the gang and the community. Reymundo alsaréwlizne wars
between gangs were not about colors or respect, but about drug turf. ThKihgt were not
just a street gang but a drug empire “run by adults who were rarely seen... t@sensze
getting rich wile kids were being shot on street corners thinking they figiting for some
honorable cause” (Sanchez, 2000, 232). Luis (Rodriquez, 1993, 8) also rdadideshgers of
selling and using drugs:
With little productive to do, drug selling becomes a lucrative means of aurn&ivi0
year-old in Humboldt Park can make $80-$100 a day as a lookout for local dealers. The
drug trade is business. It's capitalism: Cutthroat, profit-motivateideapedient. Also,
the values which drive gangs are linked to the control of markets, ig aimvdar to
what has created borders between nations. In communities with linstagces like
Humboldt Park and East L.A., sophisticated survival structures evolvedtlimglgangs,
out of the bone and sinew tossed up by this environment.
Selling drugs and drug use was not the only illegitimate monetary witthé the gang.
Bill was known to gamble in order to have a steady income. Gambling consisted pfleads
and games. The most interesting economic resource for Bill was gamblmgeritoutside the
gang in pool halls for quick and easy cash. The only thing important to Billamalsliag as the
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lure of drugs and alcohol were never attracting. In order to numb his feelihggoBd wager
instead of dabbling in drugs and alcohol (Lee, 1999, 83). Gambling was also a waglafisgc

in the Chinese culture. According to Bill, “our parents and relativeeders role models,
exposing us tdah Jong, Pai Gow, Fan Taand other games as an appropriate form of
recreation”(Lee, 1999, 84). Bill was raised to believe that gamhlasggmacho and risk-taking,
compared to other ex-gang members who believed drugs and alcohol were normahoesu
and violence was considered macho and risk-taking. Gambling encompassed mantssaa in A
culture and represented a rite of passage.

Different from other ex-gang members, Reymundo was required to gévddilars a
week to the gang. Each member in the gang was required to “donate five daolleek (called
weekly dues), which was used to purchase guns, large amounts of drugs, and bond money for
members who got arrested” (Sanchez, 2000, 140). Some of the money was also usethéos mem
who were incarcerated for crimes they committed on behalf of the gang.

Gang members commit illegal activities for financial gain depgndpon their culture,
organizational structure, rules and codes of conduct. Historical shailresound that drug
trafficking is a secondary activity to gang membership and identityevgbittemporary studies
have found that drug trafficking was only common in a small percentage afgstress.

Conversely, the memoirs of ex-gang members share tales of ext@eregiand criminality as a
result of drug use. There are other activities such as gamblinglainelry, but the main source of
money comes from drug sales, contradicting historical and contempor@ayafesind causing

the “super-gangs” defined by law enforcement to seem more real thggeextzd.
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Chapter Five — Kill or be Killed

Historical research tended to overestimate the level of delngguency, while
contemporary research has diluted the amount of gang delinquency. This lealsacaeisous
misinterpretation of street gangs in large cities across the UnatebSAre gangs as dangerous
and violent as the media and historical research has declared? Or, i@ mé\gangs more
prone to drug use, hanging out on street corners and playing sports? Thenditasttaused
confusion and frustration between sociologists, law enforcement and.medounts told by ex-
gang members only heighten this confusion and frustration as thedésstoritinue to feed to the
media and law enforcement hype of “super-gangs” and their violent ways.

Thrasher believed that thrills and excitement were the maioneésr delinquent
activities while Shaw and McKay believed that ineffectivenéskeofamily, lack of unity and
value systems, poverty, instability, and lack of employment opportunitieg cieaiquent youth.
Most ex-gang members would agree with Thrasher and Shaw and McKay. Wwaskiaised by
his grandparents when his unstable mother signed over custody. Coltomés ma$ dating
many men, doing drugs and beating her children, causing an instable family. Wastcoon
adopted by his grandparents and raised in Los Angeles. Monster Kody's pareitec
married during his childhood but he was the youngest of several chiltblemss neglected.
Reymundo was raped by an older cousin in Puerto Rico. His mother re-marriedwetitheo
family to the United States. After a few years, his mother divorcestép-father and the family
moved back to Puerto Rico, leaving Reymundo behind because he was “too much to deal with”
(Sanchez, 2000, 12). Reymundo lived on the streets and with gang members. dnyisiast
similar to Reymundo in which he ran away from home and lived on the streetsfinisst o
adolescence. Bill's father was involved in the Chinese Underworld in Saci$ga and was also
doing drugs and became very violent towards his mother and two sisters.dfpdtasta similar
background of family dysfunction in a poverty stricken neighborhood with insyadoild lack of
unity and value systems.
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Cloward and Ohlin sought to explain deviance by youth who found opportunities for
advancement by illegitimate means. This was common in many ex-gang nreemeirs.
Colton noticed that many gang members were selling drugs as a sursticaintarder to “get
paper” or money. Another portion of Colton’s neighborhood consisted of “jaakessimeone
who made money by grand theft auto, burglary or robbery (Simpson, 2005, 38). Similar t
Tookie's “prey and predator” theory, Colton noticed that “when a gangeteuwid’re tough so
we're going to move, it becomes predatory... the true predators clique up”rantdtayimes
together (Simpson, 2005, xviii). As a means for income, Colton sold marijunachadol and
began “grabbing purses from people leaving the bank”. The gang was a crimenpfisatjust
like everything else in America, you start small, work hard, and bustxgséds... you invest
your capital so your business grows... if you stay focused and are smart, you moveadgetie |
(Simpson, 2005, 31). Colton believed the gang was similar to a business icafamet the
only way to inquire an income was to become delinquent. Monster Kody admite thvais
engaged in criminality, but his “activity gravitated around a sunmstinct: kill or be killed”
(Shakur, 1993, 131).

Short and Strodtbeck recognized that it is an exposure to risk thainsxphy one
member of a gang may be more or less violent than another member. Cersaanaisieated
when an individual decides to join a gang because the norms of the groupeseatihan
society’s norms. Short and Strodtbeck categorized deviant behavior iney-boy delinquents,
lower class social and sexual delinquents, and non-retreatist domatielinquents. Corner-
boy delinquents consisted of gambling, signifying, hanging, drinking, fighting akicgnaoney
illegally. The corner-boy delinquents also involve truancy and hetarasmtercourse and are
organized with regular club meetings. Lower class social and sexuajwkatits are groups that
play cards (not for money), dance, drink, party and heterosexual intercourse llegsdormally

organized than corner-boy delinquents. Non-retreatist conventional uisitsgattend school and
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team athletics and are more traditionally involved in middle classtagitaut do drink, use
drugs and commit delinquent activities.

Each deviant category defined by Short and Strodtbeck are compatible witlgamngex
member. Tookie is considered a corner-boy delinquent. Tookie was activellyeidn
signifying when he created the Crips and adopted blue bandanas as a symbgaogilas well
as certain hand signals and chants to represent different sets étigripps gang. Drinking,
using drugs and fighting were common within Tookie’s gang as well. Tookegteiad school,
however, “during school days we’'d meet and plan the day, foolishly saxgifin education for
forbidden fruits of drugs, unprotected sex, fighting, strong-arming, and gamphifilljams,
2004, 69). Luis was thirteen years old and was “already tattooed, alssamy involved,
already into drugs” (Rodriquez, 1993, 48). Luis would be associated with thedassisocial
and sexual delinquents because his gang was not as organized as Toogie/glgke Tookie's
gang committed deviant acts of violence and robbery for economic purposestaltessthat
“nothing would have come of any of this, we were bored” (Rodriquez, 1993, 95). FindlfjtsBi
the last group of non-retreatist conventional delinquents. During his youth,dsildliaang out,
get into fights, listen to music, and tease girls and snuck peeks boyPlenterfolds (Lee, 1999,
71). However, Bill would be a non-retreatist conventional delinquent bebaugmduated high
school with honors, went to San Francisco State University and gradudiesdbwithelor’'s
degree in psychology.

Hagedorn’s study of delinquent activity as mainly partying and hanging out@chiy
reason for criminal activity was fighting for territory. Hagedormaisted that conflict between
authorities and gang members creates hostility between the twoseidtiteestories of ex-gang
members made Hagedorn’s theory of conflict between authority and gang reepparent.
After being apprehended by the police, the officers asked what gang lsuassaciated with.
Luis told the police he was part of a set within the Latin Kings and theegolbk him to a rival
gang neighborhood. Luis claims “they forced me and my friends to spray paitihegaffiti
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with our own insignias — as rival gang members watched — and thes kbiere to find out way
home” (Rodriquez, 1993, 9). The brutal police practice seems to be unrelatistever, it is a
common police practice that has been fueling the fires of rival gangrealMost ex-gang
members also viewed the police department as another rival gang.

Drug use and abuse is the most common delinquent act found in both historical and
contemporary research and in ex-gang member memoirs. The crack cpidénei@reached its
peak in the mid-1980s and has had law enforcement and sociologists trying dedrelase the
amount of sales and use. This is because drug sales and distribution alswieteaite and
feeds the rivalry between gangs. The distinction between drug gangs ahdatgs has warped
over time causing law enforcement and the general public fearing foséfety. Klein notes that
drug gangs and street gangs are clearly different. Drug gangs haved distarchical
leadership, strong group cohesiveness, a code of loyalty and secrecy, amuidduecavof
independent drug sales. On the contrary, street gangs lack almost adeofatygirements and
even promote individual and independent drug sales between its members.géing enembers
were part of street gangs and not drug gangs. Colton detailed the effectg aiggabers using
PCP, altering their perception of reality and causing members to “rob gtataylight and not
trying to avoid the police or bystanders”. There were also tales of Cofteats confessing to
crimes they did not commit because they were under the influence sfairdghooting at
bystanders for no reason (Simpson, 2005, 71). When Colton became drug and alcamel free
realized that drugs allowed him to misconstrue reality and distorgldgioking. Luis also
admitted to trying “all kinds of pills, with mescaline and meth” (Rodriqu®93, 125). Tookie
told stories of how he was constantly strung out on “sherm”, a deadly migaséttes dipped in
PCP, while Luis explains how “sniffing” became his favorite activityolving the inhalation of
carbon, paint or gasoline out of a paper bag or on a rag (Williams, 2004, 103; RodiR&
102). Historical and contemporary research specifically notes tngude is not tolerated by the
gang. This contradicts every account of ex-gang members. Reymundo ekfgiainere was a
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notebook all Latin King and Queens must follow in order to participate in thie Bangs laws
were enforced in the notebook and Reymundo found it “funny reading laws regardingser
while sitting there with a joint in my mouth”. Reymundo confronted other lmeesnabout the
drug laws and was told that the drug laws were made to “avoid junkies being e
gang...control your high and not become addicted, especially to narcotics” (Se2b@z124).
Tookie also denounced the use of drugs within the Crips and lived by the motto “dry asdts
as | do”.

A common delinquency theme among the ex-gang members was retaliatiaiatn
feeds violence within gangs and coincides with contemporary resegating issues of
respect. Monster Kody felt a sense of duty to his gang after gérelatice of a funeral for a
member. Revenge was the only way to settle a death of a comrade but it “talesmgs
constitute shooting someone, thought this was the ultimate...anything fromvgahigpgwriting
your set name on a wall, advertising) to spitting on someone to fightingkgg§h.993, 52).
Colton also discussed retaliation as a defensive move in gang wartheereaction to settle
disputes between rival gangs. Retaliation is a vicious cycle irhvilgicting and murder are
constantly committed. The death of a friend encourages a normal individuadit the same
fate and drop out of a gang, however, for gang members it increasepatoticiColton
believed that “the more enemies | eliminate, the more stores | rob, ter big reputation, the
greater the proof of my invincibility and, thus, the odds of my continued pgestéSimpson,
2005, 151). The harassment Reymundo and his gang dealt with on a daily basis by members of
the community and the police caused him to retaliate. Reymundo and his gang demtdexhtb
burglarize homes and cars in the neighborhood as well as tagging (gtafigdng’s symbol
over buildings. Reymundo admits now that “it didn’'t dawn on me at the time that thgalama
did was to our own community” (Sanchez, 2000, 98). Retaliation also wentaasfi@bombing
houses of rival gang members. This meant that family members werangais for gang
retaliation (Rodriquez, 1993, 118). Contemporary research believasdpatt is closely tied to

82



whether a person will be violent. A gang member must be willing to fight batkpayback” for
what the rival gang did to them.

Anderson found that “staging areas”, or hangouts where wide mixes of ped@efgat
various reasons, was a foundation of gang violence and where respectaétemostaiged (1999,
76-79). The “staging areas” Anderson defined was found in all ex-gang merabwirs. The
“staging areas” consisted of parks, juvenile camps, prisons and schotds f6ahd that
juvenile “camp is just a different battlefield, a new place to fumimereputation of danger and
bring a sense of security” (Simpson, 2005, 32). When Colton returned fronilgusamp he
discovered that the time spent away in camp only solidified his reputation bggphs/was
committed to the gang and a true gangster. The Rosecrans Skating Rihk \&ading area”
for Monster Kody and his gang. The skating rink was where “everybody who wakabnie
the gang world went to further promote their name and set” (Shakur, 1993, 18)rdpped out
of high school during the first year, leaving a lot of time on his hands to roam around the
neighborhood. Luis and his friends began to hitchhiking throughout East Los Angetas &aoh
Gabriel Valley pretending to be incoming students at local high scfaydlse day. School
officials believed the teenagers and allowed them to attend school im khigcand his friends
represented their gang, sold drugs and met girls (Rodriquez, 1993, 126). Clembreligl
was “nothing more than a hunting ground” and the students were prey fouRdyrtSanchez,
2000, 103). Gang related violence escalated at Clemente because of garegamarizatin Kings
like Reymundo were only concerned about gang affiliations, searching for angaigomeone
was part of a rival gang for an excuse to fight other students. Theseaigosnstitute anything
from the color of a student’s clothing to marks on their notebooks. Reymundoeatithit his
“sole purpose” for attending school was to gangbang (Sanchez, 2000, 166-167).

Aside from historical and contemporary research, ex-gang members cednamtarray
of delinquent activities. Assault, attempted murder and murder were comtaaf @iolence
committed by gang members. Colton stated that “every member ggitastiab, shoot, and
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whatever it takes to destroy the enemy...we're at war with the Bloods theém or us and
whatever you do, you can'’t be a buster (coward)” (Simpson, 2005, 19). Colton (Simpson, 2005,
27) did not feel regret or guilt for any of his actions:

The feeling of guilt passes. It's like being a virgin. The first tinoey'se swept with

emotions, but the next time you know how to prevent guilt and shame from

overwhelming you. After a while, the conflict is not there and the behbemmes

second nature. My guilt remains something to be brushed away. After all, somebody is

out to get me. Somebody violated the code on the streets. I'm a Crip, You're a Blood. |

see you. I'm going to kill you. You see me; you're going to kill me. I’'m not ready to die
so I'm going to kill you first. It's all business. There it is; war.

Self-preservation was not at stake for many of the ex-gang membersrMasle
frequent and victims were usually the ones who looked like the gangenenuis states that
murder happened often and “they’re killing themselves, over and over” biiatt@angs of the
same ethnicity (Rodriquez, 1993, 9). Monster Kody also recognized the frgepienarder
during a conversation with a fellow gang member, Killer. During the coni@rséiller told
Monster Kody about killing a rival gang member. Monster Kody noticed thdefKvas
speaking as if he were simply telling me my shoe was untied... murders werertimbnplace”
(Shakur, 1993, 131).

Less serious crimes were also committed by the ex-gang membenguieety for the
younger members of Luis’s gang constituted acts such as shoplifting ftord stores, super
markets, gas stations and fast food restaurants. The items west always food, alcohol or
entertainment items and the items were consumed for the gang’s purposasdondy for profit.
Older gang members committed acts for profit such as stealing bokes&ighborhoods,
burglary and armed robbery (Rodriquez, 1993, 74-75). Bill and his fellow gangeresold

fireworks for profit in Chinatown.
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The only account of sexual assaults given by ex-gang members wasdyomiiRlo’s
neighborhood. Desolately, rapes were considered a common circumstance in Regrbanay’
starting as isolated incidents but soon turning into signified attacksliatorted sense of power
(Sanchez, 2000, 121). Reymundo believed the rapes were not committed by gdreysmentil
he recounted a frustrating night where he could not find a girl that would hasd segrcourse
with him and forced himself on his girlfriend. Sexual assault such as rapeenaacommon
delinquent activity among gang members but historical and contemporeayalefas failed to
recognize this issue. Ex-gang members have also failed to recognizerthig det aside from
Reymundo.

Deviance and gang membership go hand-in-hand. As a gang member, it is near
impossible to not commit an act of deviance during membership. These actsasavidigmless
as drug use, shoplifting or graffiti. There were also heinous acts cadrsitth as murder and
assault. These acts were considered only a part of gang warfare ancbnohon happening.
Most ex-gang members rationalize murder and assault as a way te@ sthei“kill or be killed”

mentality.
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Chapter Six — My Loyalty, My Life, My Pride, My Gang

There is a clear organizational component to all street gangs found iridtotfcal and
contemporary research. Organization ranged from a hierarchy of leadergteporganization of
economic resources and delinquent activities. The organization of thalgarrgvolves around
the community in which the gang is situated. Ex-gang members detailebiénanchy and their
effects on the community in which they controlled.

The ex-gang member memoirs all began their discussion of hierarchgaaedship with
their initiation into the gang. Tookie detailed the brutal three minedting he endured in order
to become part of a local street gang. Colton, Monster Kody and Reymundo alltisutype of
imitation commonplace. Bill only loosely associated with the local gandima@wn and Luis
formed his group from childhood friendships, lacking any type of initiation foe ttves ex-gang
members.

After initiation into the gang, each ex-gang member was given aaddtiearned the
hierarchy of the gang. Tookie quickly climbed the ranks in his small, techjang. In Tookie’s
case, leadership was gained by personality; the most dominate malewaspoken leader.
Tookie’s leadership mirrored Miller's theory who observed three typksadérship styles, one
being the “key-personality” model in which the individual with the strongestomality is
deemed the leader and the other members fall in behind the leader (1981 fi2d Modkie
became leader of his small set, he formed with another leader oeshside of Los Angeles in
order to form the Crips. Bonded by a commonality of low socioeconomic status, fise Cri
became Tookie's family. Tookie “placed the Crips above and beyond all eldetraved to
make “Crip” and “Tookie” a synonymous name (Williams, 2004, 106). Tookie formeQrthe
as a way to consolidate the friends and acquaintances he had made overféve yEests.
Learning from other mistakes made by gang leaders, Tookie realize¢lelidivide-and-

conquer” technique did not work. According to Tookie, “it didn’t take a nma#ttieian to see that
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when a structure is divided into factions, each individual loses ign@pand thus is exposed to
possible annihilation” (Williams, 2004, 83).

The set Monster Kody associated with was small, consisting of approlirsetenty-
five to eighty people. Today, sets can encompass up to a thousand peoptterMody noted
different positions from foot soldiers who sold drugs on the streets totezsrwho encouraged
young members of the community to join the gang to O.G.’s, or original ganglsteweve
leaders of the sets. There were three stages of reputation one niusugb before the title of

O.G. described by Monster Kody (Shakur, 1993, 14-15):

1. You must build the reputation of your name, i.e., you as an individual,

2. You must build your name in association with your particular set, so that when your
name is spoke your set is also spoken of in the same breath, for it is syngrgmabus

3. You must establish yourself as a promoter of Crip or Blood, depending, of course, on

which side of the color bar you live.

Gangbanging was a full time occupation and most members strive for proédssn.
According to Monster Kody, “banging falls short on the level of orgaioizatf an institution that
was formally founded on the premise of being structured, so there is no compalizaigon”
(Shakur, 1993, 78). There were no specific duties assigned to gang memltzeseda0ds
gangbanger could find himself juggling several jobs at once. In the caseneteM Kody, he
found jobs such as “minister of information, which included such responstb#is writing on
walls, declaring who we were and who we wanted to Kill, and verbalizing eumt it gangland
supremacy on street corners, on busses, in school yards, and at partgtsr ofidiefense, which
entailed organizing and overseeing general troop movement and maintain a isighdy v
militarily able to contingency of soldiers who, at a moment’s notice, cauléled upon for
rapid deployment anywhere in the city; teach of war tactics, which | guessl fabuinder the

heading of instructor; and combat soldier and on-the-job trainer” (Shakur, 899). In
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addition to these duties, all gang members were obligated to nefpttesie allegiance to their
sets. These sets “function like the different divisions of the U.S. Adgnster Kody uses this
analogy for a person who is enlisted in the Army and belongs to “the First ynEduision, 196"
Infantry Brigade, Second Battalion, Delta Company”. A member of a gang migiigtel the
West Side Crips, Eight Tray Gangsters, North Side Eighty-third StredtesiSide Harvard Park
Brims, Sixty-second street” (Shakur, 1993, 79). The complexity of both orgjangaan be seen
through Monster Kody’s analogy as each various division and chapter notatidhy or
abbreviations.

Colton described the gang’s hierarchy similarly to Monster Kody, ubmynited States
military as a correspondence. Colton discusses the gang as a laegedived by race and
nationality. According to Colton, each race has a different “clique, andcéqoh has its own
army with foot soldiers, sergeants, lieutenants, captains, enfostadizers, and generals”
(Simpson, 2005, 97).

Colton and Monster Kody feed the gang hierarchy stereotype created by police
departments across the United States. Most police department® lgglieys are structured as
bureaucratic pyramid with “chiefs” on the top, “lieutenants” and “pesatvho are on the
bottom. A sociological perception of gang hierarchy sharply contradict$#lisving that the
group is an “age-graded model” (Hagedorn, 1988; Thrasher, 1927). Within this namthedjamg
has a “main group” with its leaders and “wannabes”. The members trafistiofjunior” to
“senior” through a process of age. Luis found this type of model most common anbisvhere
clubs of young boys developed into Tribes as they aged. Luis defined “peweesyasrtest
of the set. The “pewees” would stand outside Tribe meetings, restooteder until they gained
more experience as a gang member (Rodriquez, 1993, 52). Reymundo (Sanchez, 2000, 145) also

witnessed this type of structure within the Latin Kings:

(1) Pewee Kings — very young members, usually 8-12 years old.
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(2) Juniors — young members, usually 13-15 years old

(3) Kings — adolescents, usually 16 and older with no clear cut off of age to be.a King
Most of the older Kings end up as leaders

(4) Leaders —there was a leader for the Pewee’s, Juniors and tieefédimgich small
subgroup of the Latin Kings. There were also leaders of the entireKiags for the

Chicago set

Again, Colton contradicts sociological perceptions of gang hierarchy. \Wibis¢
sociologists believe in the “age-graded” model where members gaiis sind rank based upon
their age described by both Luis and Reymundo, Colton (Simpson, 205, 137) details how gang
members in his set gained status and rank:

Then, Big T's little brother, Li'l T, is arrested for the murder of @mwom Eight Tray

Hoover. Li'l T had been a rider. With this charge of murder, he’s climbed anuitwr.

Each level of participation brings points, an upgrade in rank and status. Nbhake’'lto

pass a series of other tests in the Crip Module, and then in prison. Whends padls

have climbed further.

Colton also described the gang as a “car”. This was a unique analogy idhgeag was
considered a car because it was a complete machine where the engire @& #nd the
wheels were the soldiers (Simpson, 2005, 131).

The Chinese Underworld encompasses a different type of hierarchy eadnpaine
street gangs the ex-gang members were involved in. Bill associtltetthevTongs, which
translates to a meeting hall or club in Chinese. There were diffaveieties within the Chinese
Underworld oHock Sair Woeguch as the Tirads and smaller organized street gangs. The Tirads
have a reported membership of more than 50,000 in the Chinese Underworld (Le&69).9Bi%¢

gangs in Bill's neighborhood were also separated by Foreign-born gangs aridafwntern
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gangs. The leadership style in Bill's gang coincides with Miller's/*gersonality” model where
elders were respected and considered leaders.

Unexpectedly, the community was not discussed in most of the ex-garfgemem
memoirs. Sociologists believe that the community plays an importarihghet gang’s function.
Cohen and Cloward and Onhlin found that gangs have become entrenched in their ces@sinit
a byproduct of the “working-class”. The community is also responsibladaegregation and
desegregation of gangs. Most communities rely on the gang for protectianamuef
reassurance found in Venkatesh’s study of Chicago’s Black Discifdekie’s community
supported the gang to a certain extent by not giving away information to the police &hd
Monster Kody believed the gang was an important part of the community in \ukicprtovided
protection because most police would not help in times of need. Reymundo believedcthe poli
were just “another gang in the barrio” and the community felt the sapnbeeause of racial
discrimination. Luis’s account of the community’s reaction to the gamsgheonly one that
differed from other ex-gang members. The community where Luis livedmésgdo the issue of
gangs by starting “committees, task forces, community centers, bomsagegfront churches
and behavior guidance counselors proliferated” in South San Gabrielq&ex]r1993, 112).
Interestingly, the community fought to rid of the gangs such as the gangskaigaied with.

Vertical gangs, or gangs who regenerated over decades within a commenity, w
discussed in Klein’s research. Vertical gangs symbolize a type eiffrfitgtthe member’s
grandfather or father participated in and considered a rite of passageypehof gang was
prevalent in Tookie, Colton and Monster Kody's stories. Stories dfiéamvho had parents’
involved in the gang were not uncommon; however, Tookie, Colton and Monster Kaylies
were not involved in the gang, going as far as fighting against their cimlditvement in the
gang. Each new generation of Crip and Blood gang members develop a more compiex syste
reaching institutional proportions. Monster Kody noted that “this type titjgation in the
development and expansion of these groups’, mores, customs, and philosopligsghanging
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will never be stopped” from outside organizations including the community anehircement
because most communities support the gang and involve the family (Shakur79)993,

The underlying issue in each ex-gang members’ memoir was the commuesiytsse
to the gang. Sociological research have either blamed the communitydmgitbe gang, found
in historical research such as Cohen and Cloward and Ohlin, or the resetimuked the
community in more contemporary research such as Anderson and VenkateahgEwegnbers
contradicted each other as well, claiming they were protecting themuoity and the
community would stand up for them, while others noticed the community’s interventdon an
prevention techniques to disband the gang. The hierarchy of each gang akdictentone
another. While Colton and Monster Kody used analogies such as the nditxplain the
gang’s hierarchy, Reymundo, Bill and Luis detailed how older members weidareqisthe
respected leaders. Other ex-gang members found that becoming laademplified by the

“key-personality” model described by Miller.
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Conclusion

Analyzing historical and contemporary research has resulted in ainlenstanding that
there are constant contradictions throughout the history of the study of angsciological
perception is more accurate than the next, regardless if the studyeigjpantitative or
qualitative in nature. The historical research has provided a conmuetstion to the study of
gangs while contemporary research has built upon this foundation in aptatidmild a stable
structure. Unfortunately, the structure is weak and constatehedlby newer research.

The assumption for the constant contradictions in the study of gangsa®aobund the
type of study. Quantitative studies such as Short and Strodtbeck providesiimavare clear-
cut and categorized with few distinctions between each category. The sgecein Short and
Strodtbeck’s study categorized the gang’s deviance and member paoticifaich response was
labeled and categorized, leaving no room for interpretation or differenagiwduality. On the
other hand, qualitative research provided more room for interpretation on diehatlfi the gang
member and the researcher. Venkatesh conducted interviews with gabgnsiefithe Black
Disciples and gained knowledge from both his observations and the gang meedmises.
Participant observation was also conducted by Chambliss, Anderson and Skamitweeski.
This type of research leaves a lot of discretion in the hands of thecteseahen deciding what
to include in the study or how to interpret an individual's actions. Theamnsntradictions in
research stem from the methodology of research rather than the tyfmrmoginon collected
during the study. Relying on ex-gang member memoirs alone is not enough. Proven in
Venkatesh’s study, most gang members will purposely exaggerate wkeragivutsider
information about gang life whether they are representing the gang, tioyimggill fear in others
or glorify gang life in order to recruit members. While this is assumed tteelreason behind
constantly altering sociological perceptions of gangs, it cannot bedabel®nly reason.

Defining a gang has proved to be a difficult task between historical arehgoortary
research. Most definitions provide details about the gang membarasadolescent, minority
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and males. Other definitions include location and illegal activitidbe gang members. A few
research studies have developed definitions that accommodated law eafdrsemw of
antisocial, violent groups that are the cause of all crime in largs.dfiontemporary research has
found that most gangs are in competition over scarce resources and vienwghaes @

competitive advantage over others in the neighborhood. The reason fogaleinitions

depends on the type of gangs studied, location and if the sociologists ang faed
enforcement’s agenda. Ex-gang members definition changed based on howetenrthe

gang. While some gang members relied on the gang for financial secumitss fitund solace in
the family support the gang provided.

The theoretical explanations surrounding gangs is focused on respongesaimmiunity
and are based on either delinquent acts, group process or disorganized comniteities
historical theoretical paradigm of gangs includes strain theory, conéaly and subculture
theory. Contemporary theories used to understand and describe gangs atmblidg theory,
social disorganization and organizational theory. These theories alsdepittmstrations of
gangs and their group process. Each theory has its own strength and weaknedessaifiiging
group process, however, all theories are indicative of theories abagwgicy and not gangs
per se. Although these theories can account for gangs as a whole that sumgore ey, they
cannot account for the behavior of the individuals within the gang, the bebatier gang as a
collective and why some gangs persist while others decline and die.

Becoming a gang member is a unique and difficult process frequertdigd by
historical and contemporary sociologists. Historical studies theoriatdangs are formed from
“play-groups” of immigrant youth who are adjusting to life in a disorganipethaunity. The
immigrant youth create their own subculture in response to a disorganizediody The youth
are forced to join and stay in the gang in order to survive in their commuhéygang will
persist as long as the needs of the individual are being met. Thectiswer class value
system” is also discussed in historical research. The lowenahss system clashes with the
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middle class value system and causes gang formation and membership. Comyerepeaach
began to fade away from the idea of a subculture created in responseotganiized
community and began to focus more on the issue of racial segregation. ganatgnstudies
believed that gangs are formed from “play-groups” as well, eventwaityirig into street gangs.
Contrasting historical studies, contemporary research has found tigantp@lays a large role in
the financial security of its members. The studies have all sHwtthere are a multitude of
factors either pushing or pulling an individual into gang membership. Resesing participant
observation may have a harder time understanding why an individual has joiney] elgjée
research that includes interviews with gang members may have antieasiglking to the gang
member about their individual reasons. This was apparent when readiaggerigmber
memoirs, comparing it to ethnographic research. When the gang membemnig toillietail the
individual reasons behind gang membership, a more clear and complete @intbesformed
regarding this issue. Researchers who have silenced the participaeis @fstbarch have found
unclear reasons.

Gangs have occurred in various locations composing several ethrantiesn include
males or females. Historical research has focused on young Caupasignant males, but more
historical research has included female gangs, older members who ade@mh%original
gangsters” and gangs of different ethnicities. One theory behind this dedhgeas immigrant
groups moved out of the slums, new immigrants moved in composing of different ethnicit
Several studies did not include ethnicity, gender or age and describédcidisbetween
members in general. These were considered “fringe” members who lasselyiate with the
gang and “core” members who are consistent members committing mostahigen the gang.
The biggest debate among historical and contemporary sociologists coh§ishale gangs.
Historical studies claimed that females were not members and oinlg dahg members, which
provides them with a loose association to the gang. Contemporary hefsrard that there are
two sets of a gang, female and male sets. The females are juseasaal criminally prone as
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the males. Finally, there is a constant debate as to whether the feralesdas sex toys for
gang members or a war tactic to intrude on rival gangs. The change irramtdgmographic
has a lot of bearing on the difference between historical and contempaeaycteregarding
racial composition of the gang. The time era weighs heavily on the studyalkfgang
members, noting that most historical studies did not mention females eitbked in a gang or
associating with a male gang. Contemporary research has noticed thenprablen including
the gang’s composition of gender and ethnicity and has taken a different phfinoyy and
labeling individuals involved in the gang based on personality. Gender of gartiersamstill a
widely unpublished area of study and newer research needs to takéotlaisdount.
Membership and gang formation begin with the lack of legitimate respoaesng
many sociologists to wonder what legal and illegal economic rescareesed. Thrasher and
other historical sociologist found that gangs are not motivated by monataryCgntemporary
research has found that street gangs are entrepreneurially subtivet the foundation of their
gang revolves around illicit sales of substances, arms, women and chronimgairiiz illicit
sales of drugs are the most profitable in all contemporary gangs studie@rsavother studies
have found that the sale of drugs is not as profitable as one may belietie aefirtition of law
enforcement’s “super gangs” is far from taking over the underground economy. Econom
activity of the gang is important to study because this can change thdalefifid gang
regarding criminal activity and membership. Unfortunately, ganglmeesrand their economic
resources are constantly understudied in both historical and contemgseaych. Once again,
time era plays a role in the difference between historical and cpatery research. Research
during eras of depression or war will have different findings of matniffinancial
accumulation within gangs. When legitimate resources are bloclagitiiiiate resources are
sought out. The stories of ex-gang members are the perfect exaripteisgue. Ex-gang
members who were members during the 1960s and 1970s all describe how facteridesimy
in large cities, causing unemployment rates to skyrocket. Joining thevgareyway to provide
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an income when jobs were scarce. On the other hand, contemporaryisttittes990s found
that modes of financial accumulation were not sought after when a mennisef floe gang.

The overestimation of gang delinquency is partially due to the media hypehgesegs
received over the past few years. Historical sociologists havethesame, integrating violent
and heinous acts of crime into the group process. Contemporary research has faaotd tfia
violence, while they occur do not occur as frequently as past resedratiertheorized. The
activities occur as part of youthful thrills and excitements suchrafaliaing buildings and drug
use, not underestimating their propensity to violence due to tefritorifrontations and rival
gangs. This causes a debate between law enforcement, sociologists aedighe m

The organizational structure of a gang has been the most stable soalglegipective
of gangs with a clear change in historical and contemporary reseastiriddil research believed
gangs were formed spontaneously with some form of hierarchy while conteyns®arch
proposes respect, survival and leadership as the groups’ establishmemdemihning. The
only clear reason for this change is found in law enforcement’s recemtaaydisengage local

street gangs and the media’s hype concerning violence caused by locabsigset g
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