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I. There is a direct relationship between the local communities of American and the differential rates of delinquents and criminals.
a. High social and economic characteristics differentiate the communities with high differential rates from communities with low rates. 
b. The dynamic life of a community forms the roots of group delinquency. 
c. Variations in delinquency rates in different communities correspond to variations in economic status. 
d. Communities that occupy a high economic and social hierarchy are characterized by low delinquency rates. 


II. Differential System of Values
a. The general proposition that areas with low rates of delinquency have less uniformity, consistency, and universality in values related to childcare or conformity to the law can be used in explaining the subtle differences which exist in communities in Chicago. 
b. Areas with high economic status experience low delinquency rates with high similarity in resident attitudes and reference to conventional values. 
c. In middle-class and areas of high economic status, the similarity of attitudes and values relating to social control is expressed through institutions and associations specifically designed to promote and protect those values. 
d. There is diversity in norms and behavior standards in areas where high rates of delinquency are experienced. 

III. Some communities promote the acquisition of wealth and prestige through skill and courage like the criminal world which may bring a major distinction with the neighboring communities. 
a. Children in these communities may be exposed to conflicting systems of economic activity with roughly the same opportunities for employment and promotion. 
b. Children in these communities are exposed to different contradictions both in both standards and forms of behavior. 

IV. There are different types of evidence supporting the existence of system diversities in different areas. 
a. The presence of many adult criminals in an area means that the children in the area are exposed to crime as a career as well as maintaining contact with the crime as a way of life. 
b. Delinquency is also considered a group behavior where crimes are committed under the influence of companions. 
c. High delinquency concentration in certain areas translates to the high exposure of young people to proscribed activities as well as pressure to conform to certain group standards. 
d. The concentration of delinquency in certain areas translates to successive exposure of different generations to criminal activity promoting the concentration over long periods. 

V. Differential Social Organization 
a. Families in areas with high rates of delinquency are characterized by systems with conflicting values and problems which may confront the effectiveness of the family. 
b. Families are also likely to be ineffective due to the doubtless allegiance of young people to different delinquent groups. 
c. The family may also be ineffective due to being confronted by new delinquency problems which may not have a specific traditional solution.  

Outline for Part 4: Collective Efficacy and Crime by Robert J. Sampson, Stephen W. Raudenbush, and Felton Earls.  
I. Variations in rates of crimes across different neighborhoods in cities in the U.S are related to low socioeconomic status and residential instability. 
a. Crime rate variations can be explained using the social and organizational characteristics of neighborhoods. 
b. Differential ability of neighborhoods in maintaining effective social controls and realizing the common values of residents influence crime rate variations. 
c. Social control is related to the ability of a group to regulate its members in accordance with desired principles. 
d. Control of group-level processes and identification signs of social disorder by residents influence the opportunities for interpersonal crime. 

II. Informal social control encompasses a generalization of broader issues of import to the wellbeing of neighborhoods. 
a. Communities have the ability to extract resources and responding to cuts in public services like garbage collection or police patrols. 
b. This ability is easily identifiable when the link between public signs of disorder such as vandalism and serious crimes is identified. 

III. Different neighborhoods activate informal social control differently and influencing the idea of individual efficacy and neighborhood efficacy. 
a. The willingness of the residents at the neighborhood level to intervene for the good of the neighborhood is influenced by solidarity and mutual trust. 
b. Neighborhoods that are socially cohesive provide the most fertile contexts for realizing informal social control. 
c. C. The context of social efficacy in neighborhoods, hence, is influenced by the linkage of mutual trust and the willingness of residents to intervene for a common good. 

IV. What influences Social Efficacy?
a. A wider structural context and a political economy that stratifies the places of residence by key social characteristics influence the aspect of collective efficacy. 
b. Factors like instability due to rapid change in population can foster institutional disruption and weakened social controls of the collective aspect of the society. 
c. Residential tenure and homeownership influence collective efforts to promote social control. 
d. Uneven patterns in the distribution of resources and racial segregation contribute to stratification which can lead to the isolation of some groups from resources that promote collective social control. 

V. Measure of Collective Efficacy: Discussion and Implications
a. Collective efficacy is a significant construct that can be measured through surveys from different neighborhoods. 
b. Dimensions of neighborhood stratification such as immigration concentration, concentrated disadvantage, and residential instability are key in explaining collective efficacy variations in different neighborhoods. 
c. Collective efficacy mediates the relationship between residential stability and disadvantage with multiple measures of violence related to major themes in neighborhood theories of social organization. 

VI. Lower rates of violence in the neighborhoods can be predicted through;
a. Differences in the composition of the neighborhoods
b. Prior cases of violence
c. Confounding social processes 

VII. The limitations in this study include;
a. Lack of direct observation of the indicators of informal control and social cohesion
b. The observations made in the study were limited to a single city
c. The image of the residents working together in efforts to solve problems in their neighborhoods is not a representation of the whole picture. 


