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They maintained that the relationship between power and the use of the law extends 
to various institutions such as the legislatures, law enforcement, and especially the 
appellate courts.

In reference to the appellate courts, judges make rulings that have a lasting effect on 
future cases. Through their socialization process and privileged social position, these 
judges “are necessarily biased in favor of ensuring that courts are more available to the 
wealthy than to the poor, and tend to produce solutions in the interests of the wealthy.”107 
Chambliss and Seidman also examined how law enforcement agencies are connected to 
the powerful and wealthy political structure. The specific points of this assertion are listed 
in Table 11.3.

Additional Explanations 
of Crime Using a Marxist Framework

Colvin and Pauly’s Integrated Structural-Marxist Theory
In their integrated structural-Marxist theory of delinquency, Mark Colvin and John 
Pauly maintain that structures of control have various “patterns associated with work, 
families, school, and peer groups and that those patterns form the mechanisms for the 
reproduction of the class structure.”108 Parents’ socialization and discipline practices with 
their children are influenced by their workplace experiences. Working-class parents in an 
unstable workplace setting experience more coercive controls. As a result, these parents 
tend to enforce an uneven and erratic family control structure that fluctuates between 
being lax and highly punitive. Working-class parents with steadier, long-term employment 
tend to enforce a more utilitarian compliance structure in the family. Their children can 
usually expect predictable consequences for their behavior. Parents who are character-
ized as “white-collar workers” tend to enforce a more normative family compliance 
structure, which results in more positive bonds with their children. Such socialization 
and discipline practices influence delinquent behavior; specifically, there are significant 

1. The agencies of law enforcement are bureaucratic organizations.

2. An organization and its members tend to substitute for the official goals and norms of the organization’s
ongoing policies and activities, which will maximize rewards and minimize the strains on the
organization.

3. This goal-substitution is made possible by:
a. the absence of motivation on the part of the role-occupants to resist pressures toward

goal-substitution.
b. the pervasiveness of discretionary choice permitted by the substantive criminal law, and the norms

defining the roles of the members of the enforcement agencies.
c. the absence of effective sanctions for the norms defining the roles in those agencies.

4. Law enforcement agencies depend for resource allocation on political organizations.

5. It will maximize rewards and minimize strains for the organization to process those who are politically
weak and powerless and to refrain from processing those who are politically powerful.

6. Therefore it may be expected that law-enforcement agencies will process a disproportionately high
number of the politically weak and powerless, while ignoring the violations of those with power.

Source: Chambliss, W., & Seidman, R. (1971). Law, order, and power. Reading, MA: Addison-Wesley, p. 269.
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