
Social Deviance
Chapter 1- What is Deviance

Intro:
· Deviance isn’t always a bad thing
· Mason Cooley (2006) “ Conformity makes everything easier, if you can still breathe.” Our lives will run smoothly if we conform.
· David Lee (2006) “ You have to be deviant in you’re going o go anything new.” Acting of thinking is a novel way is necessarily deviant, and thinking outside the box is a popular corporate phrase, it suggests that only “deviants” will actually do so.
· Deviance and Conformity.

Who is deviant?:
· Criminals, people who illegally download music, customers in adult novelty stores, people who are voluntary childless, have ll been analyzed in the content of deviance. 
· “Deviance isn’t marginal, it is the central to what we do”
· a pole showed that people think, criminals, racists, are all deviant. Anyone the student dislikes or is annoyed by was added to the llist – classmates who twirl their hair, people in SUV’s, vegetarians, country singers, are some of the unique answers students gave. But just because someone doesn’t like country singers don’t mean that it is deviant in Canadian society.
· Even though we all contribute to Canadian society, social processes constitute more than the sum of their parts, and more than the sum of each of our own personal points of view.
· Studying deviance require you to move beyond your individual beliefs to analyze the broader social processes that occur in our society

How Can We Recognize Deviance When We See It?
 Definition of deviant: “deviating(straying) from an accepted norm” Synonyms “abnormal, typical, aberrant, unrepresentative” Contrasted words: “norml, natural”
· dictionary seems to make concepts of deviance clear.
· Deviance involves violation norms that are accepted in society, and doing so makes you abnormal and unnatural. Breaking the rules have consequences.
· Except, in the academic realm, deviance is studied by speacialsts who analyze criminal or noncriminal forms of deviance, also known as criminologist. 
· Even specialists cannot entirely agree on what deviance is
· Older definitions suggest there is an objective way of determining deviant, more recent definitions point out that deviance is subjective, some specialists label it as the “contemporary approach”.
· Objective: views of deviance claim that the presence of certain characteristics define deviance; behaviors of people with those characteristics are deviant, and those lacking them are normal.
· Subjective: claim that there is no shared, observable characteristic that can clearly tell us who or what is deviant and who or what is normal. 
· The distinction between these two definitions is described as dualism, or dichotomy, where objective nd subjective is represent two oppositional and mutually exclusive categories. These categories are comparable to the two sides of a coin, when tossed will either be heads or tails, but not both. 
· Recent shifts in the definition don’t see it as either subjective or objective but a combination of both.

The Objective/Subjective Dichotomy
Objectivism: Deviance as an Act
· that there is something inherent in a person, behavior, or characteristic that is necessarily deviant.
· Deviants have something in common that enables us to recognize them when we see them. 
· The characteristics that have most frequently postulated are: statistical rarity, harm, a negative societal reaction, and normative violation. Each of these characteristics have been used to define deviant and has also been subject to criticism by other deviance specialist, particularly those working from a subjective approach.
· Statistical Rarity: “ often heard in every say conversation”; as a result of its popular usage, it is an important conception of deviance to analyze. If a behavior or characteristic Is not typical, it is deviant.
· Because only 22.3% of males and 17.5% of females smoke, smoking may be thought of as deviant in contemporary Canada.
· How we define “rare” presents a problem. Does it have to be under 50% or less than 30%? The difficulty in determining the criteria for rarity illustrated one of the limitations of this definition of deviance.
· A second limitation is that some behaviors aren’t statistically rare, but are known for being unacceptable in a large soety and are subjected to control efforts. 
· Ex:61% of youth in Gr 10 have consumed alcohol within the last year. Thus alcohol consumption among young teeagers is statistically common rather than rare, and yet many of us would say its not acceptavle for 15 year olds to drink. Extensive efforts to prevent this behavior are against the law.
· Third, we must consider that there are many rare behaviors that are widely accepted in Canadian society.
· Ex: Left handed people are accepted but considered rare.
· Harm: if an action causes harm, then its deviant. 
· Physical harm, assult, drunk driving, exposing others to second hand smoke
· Physical harm can be done to oneself or to other people. Same with emotional harm and social harm
· Harm can be in the form of a threat to the way we understand the world and our place in it.
· The idea of physical harm is not as clear as you would think.
· Tobacco industries use to say smoking wasn’t as bad as anti-smoking activists said it was.
· Doctors used to say that masturbating caused hairy palms, acne, and out-right insanity.
· Also claims about marijuana. In the years leading up to the criminalization of it, activists, communal leaders, and law enforcers spoke out about the physical harm is caused. Marijuana was used alleged to cause horrific violent crimes. Today these claims are perceived as over exaggerated. But there is still a debate.
· Feminists who fought for the fight of women to vote faced these accusations to. Were these women causing harm to scienty or to beliefs? 
· The word harm implies a negative impact, many would say these women were not harming society- they were simply changing it.
· Societal reaction: if the responses of society’s masses are primarily negative rather than positive, then the person or act being responded to is deviant. 
· Normative Violation: the dictionary suggests that recognizing deviance is quite straightforward- a behavior or characteristic is deviant is it violates norms. 
· Among specialist working on the objective side of dichotomy, the violation of norms has been proposed to be THE defining characteristic of deviance.
· Objectivists used what is called an “absolutist” concept of normative violation, wherein a particular behavior or characteristic was perceived as being inherently and universally deviant.
· Among these more modern objectivists, norms are perceived as being culturally specific rather than universal- that is, based of given socierty’s moral code rather than on any type of absolute moral order. 
· Norm, as standard or expectations of behavior, can refer to informal, everyday behaviors, such as rules of etiquette, choice of clothing, and behavior in the classroom. These kinds of informal norms are called folkways, and if you violate them you will be considered odd.
· Mores are those standards that are taken often  seen as the foundation of morality in a culter, such as prohibitions against incest or homosexuality, if you violate these you may be thought as of immoral or even evil.
· Some are considered to be so central to the smooth running of society that they are enshrined within the legal system. If you violate the criminal code you will be thought of as a criminal. 
· Specialists on the subjective side of the objective/subjective dichotomy find this view of social norms problematic. Some have reservations about the presumption of normative consensus and question the extent to which a given expectation must be shared to be considered a “norm”  and then used as an objective standard against which deviance is judged.
· Some question whether is it possible to determine the level of consensus that does or doesn’t exist for a given expectation. 
· The consensual view of law, wherein the law is perceived as arising out of social consensus is then equally applied to all , is only one of the possible views of crime and law.
· Critiques of the consensual view of law point to conflict and interactionist view.
· Criminologists who use the conflict view perceive the law as a tool used by the ruling class to serve its own interests. They believe that the law is more likely o be applied to members of the powerless classes in society.
· Another view is interactionists view, also presents a nonconsensual view of criminal law. This view suggest that society’s powerful define the law at the behest of interest groups, who appeal to those with power to rectify a perceived social ill. Criminal law is not seen as emerging out of consensus, but rather out of interests of certain groups in society.
· Some deviance specialists step into this debate over the degree of consensus involved in social norms by proposing that there are some norms that do have higher levels of consensus
· Thio(1983) uses the concepts of high-consensus deviance and low-consensus deviance to distinguish between forms of deviance that have differential levels of support in the broader society.
· Dictionary devines deviance on the basis of normative violation, the limitations of that definition make it problematic. Limitations are associated with each of the objectivist definitions of deviance- not only normative violation, but also statistical rarity, harm, and negative societal reaction. Some say this has caused a large scale shift to the subjective side of the dichotomy
Subjectivism: Deviance as a label
· “how can we recognize deviance when we see it?”
· Subjectivists say that we cannot recognize deviance when we see it; we have to be taught, through processes of socialization, that a person or behavior is deviant.
· Early subjectivists thought that deviance lies in people’s perceptions of behavior rather than in any behavior itself.
· Contemporary subjectivism focuses its attention on the process by which particular people, behaviors, or characteristics com eto be perceived in certain ways. This foundation for this type of analysis lies in the dominant moral codes that serve as the foundation for determining who or what is deviant in society.
· The interests and the actions of groups that hold some level of power shape a society’s dominant moral codes.
Subjectivity and the “social construction” of Deviance
· Subjective nature of deviance means focusing on deviance means focusing on a deviance as a social construction. There is nothing inherent in a behavior or characteristic that makes it deviant; a particular behavior or characteristic is deviant only if the dominant moral codes of a specific society at a certain time in history say the behavior is deviant.
· Social Construction refers to the perspective proposing that social characteristics are creations of artifacts of that society at a specific time in history, just as object are artifacts of that society.
· A person or behavior that is considered deviant could be considered normal in another society or at another time in history.
· There are different levels of constructionism
1. Radical or strict: a distinct theoretical perspective claiming that the world is characterized by endless relativism, that “there is no essential reality to the social world at all, that if everything and anything is simply looked at in a certain way, that is the way it is”. Most contemporary deviance specialist aren’t radical, they don’t believe that everything is a matter of definition. 
2. Soft of Contextual: sociologists who are soft or contextual emphasize the process by which certain social phenomena come to be perceived and reacted to in particular ways in a given society at a specific time in history.
· Viewing social constructionism as a process implies that what is of sociological signifance is not the individual behavior or characteristic itself, but rather (1) its place in the social order (2) the roles assigned to people who exhibit that behavior or characteristic and (3) the meanings attached to that behavior or characteristic.
· The first process is the sociocultural level: beliefs, ideologies, values, and systems of meaning have an influence on the path of social construction.
· Second is the institutional level: the structures of our society, such as government, the education system, and religion (among others) that affect social construction.
· Third si the interactional level: our interactions with other people influence the way we think and feel about others, thereby determining the role that each of us plays in social construction.
· Fourth is individual level: our own identities, concepts of self, and the ways of understanding our own existence in the world affected the path of social construction
Transcending the Objective/Subjective Dichotomy
· On the objective side of the dualism, deviance specialist claim that there is a shared characteristic that all deviants have in common, that enables us to recognize deviance when we see it. Although statistical rarity, harm, and a negative societal reaction have each been identified as that shared characteristic, the feature of deviance that is most often identified it that of normative violation.
· On the subjective side, deviance specialists clain that there is no shared feature among deviants; instead, a person, behavior, or characteristic is deviant if enough important people say so.
· Many definitions of deviance combine normative violation, negative reaction, harm, power, and/or social construction.
 
“Absolute Moral Order”
“Radical Constructionism”
Subjective
Objective






Studying Deviance
Studying the Act: Why People Behave the Way They Do
· The deviant nature of these behaviors/characteristics is, to some extent, taken fr granted- they are violating norms, or are causing harm); then the details of the deviance are studied- who the people are, how they became deviant, what their lives are like.
Studying Social Processes: The “Deviance Dance”
· deviance specialist who focus more on the subjective aspects of deviance are less interested in shining their analytical spotlight on the “deviant” and more interesting in shining it on society and social processes- the perceptions of and reactions to the act as well as the role of power in those perceptions and reactions. 
· The focus becomes the “deviance dance” – the interactions, negotiations, and debated among groups with different perceptions of whether a behavior or characteristic is deviant and needs to be socially controlled and, if so how.
Studying Acts and Social Processes
The role of powerful people:
· politicians: people in whom ultimate power has been vested in moderm state systems- they have powers to invoke, revoke, and determine the enforcement of legislation and social policy
· - Scientists: effectively make claims thata influence society’s moral codes. Claims made my scientists are backed by the domain that is granted perhaps the highest level of credibility in our society
· Religious institutes: creation of the dominant moral codes that determine deviance and normality. The power of religious institutions can be seen in many nations in which religious-based governments are the source of social order (ex: the Taliban) 
· Media: serves as the central battleground in the struggles over moral codes.  Public service announcements, press conferences, and issue-driven advertisements all appear in media.
· Commercial enterprise: advertisements, commercials, magazines, television programs, and movies tell us how we are and are not suppose to look. Media also tells us how we are supposed to act; beer commercials show us that drinking is the best way to have fun with friends and a nighttime news program tells us that joining a cult is problematic.  It has a power outside the media aswell
Social Typing Process:
· 3 component process has the end result of changing the way society treats people who are types or categorized deviant.
1. Description: label places on an individual because of an observed or presumed behavior or characteristic
2. Evaluation: occurs when a judgment is attached to the individual by virtue of the label that was previously attached of the category the individual was placed under the description component.
3. Prescription: the process of social control or regulation emerge. Because of the label that has been given and the resulting judgment that occcurd, the individual is treated in a particular was- a way he or she would not be treating if the initial label has not been applied.
Forms of Social Control:
· Formal or Informal in nature
· Informal aspect of the prescription component emerges at the level of patters of informal social interactions- patters of interaction with diverse people such as family, friends, acquaintances, colleagues, or strangers. You may smile, frown, stare, tease, laugh, agree with , disagree with, talk to , avoid, ignore, criticize, applaud. These are all ways of informal regulation or informal social control.
· Formal regulation or formal social control involved processing at some type of an organizational or institutional level. A wide range of types of formal regulations and can serve as controls for deviant behavior- a nations law, a school or work dress code, regulations governing driver’s licenses or hunting permits, a teacher punishing a student for misbehavior, or the psychiatrists’ handbook that lists the symptoms of various forms of mental illness
· Social control may either be retroactive or preventative. 
· Social control may be directed at an individual by someone else, or may occur at the level of self-regulation or self-control, where people regulate their own behaviors.
· Consequences of the social typing process becomes typed as a deviant or is deviantized, are far-reaching. Through this process “description becomes prescription”
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