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CAD is an example of a macro-level strain theory. Strain theories posit that discrepancies
between opportunity structures and realistic possibilities of culturally significant goal
attainments create “strain” which then indirectly leads to crime, or to other outcomes.*
Strain can create a variety of mediating psychological or social psychological or
sociological states, including anomie.

The term anomie was originated by that famous French sociologist, Emile Durkheim. 2
Writing at the end of the 19" century he described it as a state social isolation and
normlessness. The term is very rich, and has been operationalized in a number of
different ways. > The normlessness of anomie has been considered one of the five
components in a broader concept of alienation.*
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® The term is very rich, but has been operationalized with anomie scales. Here are some items in scales
analyzed by Fischer, C. S. (1973). On Urban alienation and anomie: Powerlessness and social isolation.
American Sociological Review, 38(3), 311-326.

(1) “Would you say that most of the time
people try to be helpful or that they are
mostly looking out for themselves”?

(2) “Do you think that most people would
try to take advantage of you if they got a
chance or would they try to be fair”?

(3) “Generally speaking, would you say
that most people can be trusted or that you
can’t be too careful in dealing with people”?

(1) “Would you say that most of the time
people are more inclined to help others, or
are more inclined to look out for themselves”?

(2) “If you don’t watch yourself, people
will take advantage of you. Do you agree or
disagree with that”?

(3) “Some people say most people can be
trusted. Others say that you can’t be too care-
ful in your dealing with people. How do you
feel about that”?

(4) “No one is going to care much what
happens to you when you get right down to
it (agree-disagree).”

(5) “Human nature is fundamentally coop-
erative (agree-disagree).”

De Grazia, cited in Dean (1961) looked at the French terms Durkheim linked with the term anomie or
anomia:



Between Durkheim and today additional threads of theorizing around strain, ° alienation
and urbanism, ° powerlessness and disorder, ” impacts on self concept, ® and corporate
deviance and normlessness, ° to name just a few, have emerged. We also have mergers
between strain theories and social learning theories. '° In short, these ideas go off in a lot
of different directions.

CAD is giving us an extremely macro-level version of institutional anomie theories
(IAT). They see their contribution as part of an anomie revival.

You want to pay especially close attention to two things:
1) the structure of their argument. How do they connect “macro-social organization”

and crime? You want to understand their model (p. 85), each of the concepts
therein, and each of the processes depicted.

The specific words and phrases in French
that Durkheim repeatedly used—un per-
pétuel état de mécontentement, tourments,
déceptions répétées, inutilité, désorientée, in-
quiétude douloureuse, malaise, stérilité, in-
tolérable, désenchantement, douloureux—help
us create the composite picture of anomie
as it affects the individual. It becomes appar-
ent that anomie as Durkheim conceived it
in the subjective sense had three character-
istics: a painful uneasiness or anxiety, a
feeling of separation from group standards,
a feeling of pointlessness or that no certain
goals exist.

Note, however, that Durkheim’s analyses were ecological, not individual level.
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2) What evidentiary support do they have? How strong is it? A recent critique has
suggested that IAT is unfalsifiable.”* Do you agree with this critique or not?

You want to think about:

e whether sub-national tests are appropriate for this theory or not. Recent
researchers ** have conducted both state level and county level tests of the model.
Is this extension across levels of aggregation justified or not?

e what does it mean to say the theory is about moderating effects?

e whether you agree that structure and culture can both be included in a single
theoretical model.

e when you look at how anomie is operationalized, do you find this to be something
different than a lack of trust or a lack of social capital?
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