THE TEDS: A POLITICAL RESURRECTION

by

TONY JEFFERSON
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Inc Lubren gdolascont aba mwowine -stricinsal Inocquzlities '
<) 44
Ecologv L 'ﬁ!
Traditionally working tlass areas hove besn communit~ minded and perhans even more
so in thc slums because mors reczssarv for survival than elsevhere. triloecal residence-
the extended farilw and kinship networks, the practices of neighbouring (both informa] -

and formalieed in the leoarn clubs end holidav clubs, e*e. the sircei
T y 3 ;

cormer-saon;y 211 heln

the pub and the
gencsrate and pa—etuate this senss of lovelty,solidarity, and tradjt—
ion existing in glun commurities
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more sorhisticate? account, see Phii

Cohen's ™Subcultursl Conflic* ard Working Clas: Cormmmite", in Working Pare rs in Gultural
otudieg, no. 2,

Spring 1372). After the war re—Jevelormsnt in an arsa like Scuth London

£ ithese

in the form of new housing estates and hizh-rise develooments began to break up

communities. The effect of this re-dovelormont uasz Wig destrev the function of the street,

the loecal ~ub, the corner shon, 25 articulations of 'communal! space®, (This cormmal
space is that s-acs oartusv betwesn the csse entizlly private, e.g. the fapily and the
essentially publie; e.g. the loeal park, P. Cchen, ibid),

Ll %
L

residence and hence kinship networks (to com:ourd this problem

accompanied this re—develooment. But thiz add~d remification T will d=al with later under
the section on 'Tighting!.)

(N.B. This sectiecn on Ecole~T 12 cullzd larpgely from literstures dealing with the
East End (although the Ted phemmensn oricinatsd in

in South London), since thne re-development
of the East End has

besn infinitely better documented. Tt nerds to be said, however; that
‘here are imoortant differences betueen the fio areas in as mich A8
1. BSouth London was never such = cloze-knit cormmity as the
Bast End;
2. Ther: was morc movement awszv from the East Entfﬂ}ﬁ“ South
London;

3+ Re-housing in South London wes sredominantiy witkhin the

oot the above by no means alters the thrust of the arpument. It merale means that perhans
2 more strong rotion of commumity bresk-up wes given than is -orhans legitimately the

case with an area like South London.)

A zeneral survew of the Apct of 194. justifies the statoment thei it rrobahly

constitutes tne most importart single advance sver made in the histore of English

-

1", (Curtis and goultwood, An Iniroductory Historvy of Bnglish Education sines

1800, p. 205). If the zbove stziement is restricted to the intentions of the act, it is

riaps justifiable, Tf it is restricted to *he soeial effects of

the act, then, far

from re-presenting an advance, it -robably becomes cne of

the more retrogressive acts

[t}

ever passcd. It was intended that thr act should nrovide avory ehild with an education
suitad to 3 child's age, a~titude and ability., Whaot it actually did yas ta seleet off

reughly 20% of the zgo-grous (at elcven) for 2 classicsl, largely intrinsicsll+

I.IH

o destroy matrilocal L

lar=e influx of immigrants
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education and hence high-stztus occupations }, end consign the &veru‘elmlng majority (75%)

to the secondary modern 'scran haanT which wes both intrinsically and insirumentelly

useless z3 an education, Boys in the A/B stireams of these schocls normally went en to
serve apprenticeships in the skilled trzdes or verhans, through assicuous applieation,
began to climb ihe 'academic' ladder. The C/D strcam boys often w

|'|'.-

Tt

on to become Tods.
(I have deliberately ignor:d the very marginal influence of techmiczl schools). But, sine

the lumpen ?ave alweys been excludec from the education Srocess anywav, what was so

significant about the 1944 Act thst worscned itheir situztion? The nev clement was that

now, sceording to the meritocrotic myth, it uzs

your own fault if you failed at 11.
Since the Act specifically stated that sach child wasz to be educated according to his

or her aotitude =nd ability (i.e. merit), then it followed that

feilure of the 11+ haéd
only to do with your insbilitv and your ins-tituce. =25 pcrsonal failure,

and as having ncthing to do with the szls . (It was not until the
nest decsde that selection -rocedurs

attack and the link between

4

attainm-nt
the School). A cursory glance through *
media commounded

ing myth of

school angé socizl class w=s —zstablished, J. Douglas, The Heme and

hou

this prevail-

v e

of the mcried would show the

the nroblem by constantly extolling, and hence amnlifving,

onen ladder

Polities.

The 1950'=s sau the emergence, iEnEeliiic 1 sohers, of the pmotion of consensus.
Bogdanor and Skidelsky in their introduction to The fge of ifTlusnce exolain the need
for this nolitical consmnus in pevchological torms, i.e. "the desire for relaxetion®
following the "sustained effort ™ of Mthe verrs 1940-51"snd the ®psicholezical nesd to
hide the facts of decline™. It expressed itsclf in the scceptance by both partiss of
the miwed economy =nd welfere st=te, " znd from ihis soint of view, it did cntail 2 re=l
humanising and civilising of the Zoliticsl bettleM, Howevn ryas the authors co on to say ,
Pit.zlso imrosed a moratorium on the raiing of new and vitel issues.™(ibid p.10)

But, for our purnoses it meant that thers w2s a blurrine of the distinction betwesn

sbour/Tory - a loss of notent 1L1 alternative to Torvism, asg “her had been traditionnllr.
Additionally,workineg cless ﬂ&renus w-rL ineresginglr bsing rsranad=d to become family/
kome/commodit~ centr=d { the housing re-dzvelorments eided thi: process a= we Zave sean),
and hence losing some tradi<ions]l —oliticel wi-pur. Fiszlly, ths -ositions of nowsr with-
in the Labour narty itself we e incre-sin-ly bocoring fominsted by the middle-classes.
(See B. Hindess, The Nec line of the ¥orkineg Class Folities).

Thus the tracition-1 u-holfers of ineir class Intsrcst, the Lzbour per‘y formalls
and, informally, their femilies were doing sc l=ss and less: their traditionsl instita
tional avenucs of recress wirs becoming indistinguishable Troz those of the en ey, ™them"

Economy.

"The years 1952-5 were, as T.W.Hutchison has rut it, 'ignorantly blissful year n
vhich The Economisi could commant complacently, 'the miracle has happened.....full
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Jﬁamployment without inflation (June 1954). Although, "this miracle was built un pﬂrﬂr?;;

" 2nd fortuitous circumstances® ('Intrnductiun", The Age of Affluence,1951-64,p.8) e ‘
can, from.our ﬁantaga point, see only too clearly, it is against this general mythology,
sasirined in McMilien's offensive "you've never had it so good", and martly in reswcnse I

to it, that the T=ds olayed out their particular scenario which vas of a very diffcrent
ordrr. In a periad of fuil emploimsnt, thosc thaE:arﬁ out of work are mors socially isol- l
ated than usuall Due tc immending Naticnel Service in particular, unemnloyment was s

re2lity for many Teds. Some smplovers we—e just not interested in emnlowing lads wheo
uﬂemmﬁahcﬂhdm.Eﬁﬁmﬂh;mﬂwwemjwshﬂLmhmﬁﬂﬁ}mkm I
Ev their very nature, were much more nrone to small fluctuatioﬁs in the job market. Perieds
of unemnloyment were therefore endsmic in their situation. The vrosnects of altcring

this situation were remote, and becoming more so, becouse of the increasing link between
educational qualifications and occupational nrosmects. "o the sxtent that education
becomes a key determinant of occu~ztionzl achievement the chances of lgetting ahead!

for those who start in a lowlv nosition are inevitably diminished®. (Quoted in S.Hall

"The Conditi-n of England").

‘Leisure., 4

Prevented by the growinz structurzl inequalities from coming meaningfully to terms
with their lives in the areas outlined above, leisure becomes the crucial dirension in the
Teds' lives. And here, as slsewhers, they were let down. The l=g of public provision I
was a general festurs of the decade of the 1950's (not onme hospital or mrison wers built
Zuring thes decade; Fyvel), and the emc gent commercial teenage culture was merely enmbryonic. l
#hat was available,the Locarnes snd Meceas, wers still largely simed at the over 20's. The
Cafes, their only real home ansrt from the streets wers viewed -
ambivalsntly since manv wers Cyvpriot ownad.

Both Cohen, in telking of the Teds as resctinrg ™ot so much %o adults, but the 1ittle
thet was offored in the'50's™ (op. cit.) and Fyvel, referring to the "lack of sacial
ameriities® for the FD&E in working class zr-~s znd the boredom this genzrstad (The

Insecure Offenders), recognised the iz-ortance of thiz area -~ but it was not & not 2

zrca vhere grievance: csicspdersd in other areas were felt most -

l
l
lack of facilitios csusing the Teddiy oy rosconse: rether, it was the - l
wvhere the contradictions endamic in the other zreas of their lives wers worked out and, '
“o scme extent, asd at lsast for some of the tize, '"megically' resolved. Thisz is not tc sav t
the leisure aren did nci engendsr i*s uwn contradictions. Since there uaz also a discrep-
ancy here betusen the sspirntions snd the orovisions, it was both an ares with its own
contradictions znd the area where other contradictions were felt.

This emphasis thel I 2m insisting unon hos been validated by subsequent events. That
the presence of good youth clubs in a district can nrevent some 'anti-social' behaviour
is undeniable — and this we would expect from the above position, since good youth clubs
are helring to remove one of the contradictions engendcred in the leisurc context. That

some 'onti-social' behaviour still continues even with the best vouth clubs available is l

1lso undeniable - and this, similarly, vs would sxpect from the above position, since

leisure amenitiess alone cannot remove contradictions engendared elsevhere, . ;
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Thus,ihere navc been, oredictably, many rost-Ted
youth enlturel manifestations with accompanying 'anti-socizl! behavi

viour, such =zs Mods,
Rockers,Skinheads, et-::., despite the ever-mcruasmr-

so~histisation of the orovision of
leisure facilities for young -eonle in both the privaic and nublic s-here. On this
evidence, it is obvious that some of the 'eanges!

reach further back, into other cantext
besides thce leosure one,

tural Responsus: & defenc
S elTE GLETONSUS: s O
i

g of "Brece" =nd Stotus,

In the light of these growing structural inequalities, how can we read the Teds

cultural responses as symbolic articulations of their social plight? If we look at the
cultural resnonses adovted, in turm,

vhat becomes sporrent in decoding them is an at: smat
to defend, symbolically, = constently thrcztensd Wgpace” and 2 dech_m_ﬁg status.

"Groun-Mindedness®

The "group-mirdedness™ of the Teds can be resd ~2rtly 25 a response to the ugheaval

of the extended kinship network mentioned
under the seciion or “E-nusing“. Thus the group life and intense loy:1ty of the Teds can
be seen as a re~affimetion of traditional slum working-class values and the "strong sense
of territory" (Downes, p.119) as =n s+

and destruction of +the socialiy cohesive foree

wempt to retain, if only imaginatively, a hold on

- the territory which was being exprooriated from them, bv developers, on two levels:
(1) the actua) expronriation of l:nd;

- (2) the 1:ss tangible exnrovnriation of the culture attached to the
lond i,e. the kinship networks end and “artlm*tmns of communal smace®
. mentioned by Phil. Cohen (op. cit.)
. Mexireme touchiness to insults, resl or imasined.™
- If ve look at their extreme touchiness to insults, real °T" imzgined, we find that

most of these incidants reveolved around insults to thomszlves nersonally, to their

apnearance gencrally, and their -’lréﬂsv %r ;:.Erm cular, To illustrate this point, using one
o e i3

r[‘ the morc cramatic cxamples aveilable,” 'Teddy boy! killing, the Clapham Common murder
f 1953, was a result of & fight betwcen threce youths snd a group of Teds which had been
t.arteﬂ when one of the Teds had been call=d 'a flash cunt' bv one of the youths. (For

& full account of this inecident

Boy). My contention is that

y and the subseguent i:iﬂl, see Tony Parker's The Plough

&
1;1:.::'
[ i)

traditionslly lacking in status and being further

d

=
. depried of what little the possessed, 25 I heve argued earlier, ther

msined only the
self, the cultursl extension of the self (dress,

L1

oersonal snmearance) ar

'.1'

nd the social ex-

11

. tension of the self (the group). Orce threats w—re “=reeived in these areas, the cnly

‘reality'or 'space' on which thev had any hold, then the fights, in d-:fence-, of this snace

become explicable and meaningful rhenomena.

. If ve look closely at the objects of Teddy boy fighting mentioned earlier, this -
noticn

of defending their s-ace is, I belicve, further ammlified. Groun fishts,

. fights with other grouns of Teds, are exnlicable in teras of a

a defence of the social
extension of the self - the groun (hence, the importance, noted earlier, of " =B

1.6.
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freorindedrnocat). Fights which ~moied vher indiriin-ls $-—14ad Pri- 2vg puelisabio 4o

e

b

terms of a defence of the self and the cultural extension of the self symbolised in theip
e e —

dressand general amnearance, Especially imoortant in thiz area is the touchiness to insultg
zbout dress. This I shall enlarge uson in the next scetion on "Dressh,

Whilst many of their fizhts resulted from extreoe sepsitivity to insults, even theip

8ttacks® on the Crpriot =rorrietors of Cynriot cafe!s and Bl=cks c=n be read, in torms
of defence: = dcfence of status. Their nositien 2s '"lumpan! youths w=s worsening, as I

*

ave demonstrated, indenendently of the influx of Commonweslth immizrants in the esrly

9%0's. but in the absense of a coherent and articulate graso of their socisl reality, it

|

4
L1]

=3 perhzps inevitable that they should nerceive this influx =s ceual rather than contid-

:ntel. Thus, they rationalised their position as being, in —art anyway, duc to the
immigrants and displaced their frustraticn onto them, An additional irritsnt was the
norcepiion many Teds had of immigrants as actually msking it - the corollary of this,

cf course, was that they were making it Mat the Teds exnense®. The cs=fe-owning Cyrricts
were one examnle of those who had "made it®. Cthers were the coloured lardlordz and racket-
eers, Living, as mny Teds did, in dilanidated inner urban areas schoduled for re- devel-
opment, they came into contazct with the minority of coloureds, who, because ofthe
hopclessness of their position,(being coloured snd working class), were forced inte
nositions of very limitsd ovntions (smsll-time racketeering and pimping were srobably

two of the more availeble and attractive). &nd so the myth of the coloured immigrants
being eithicr pimps, lendlords or in on the rackets, very nrevalent among Teds, {and

meny white working class adulis) started and sorea?. The re-ercussions of all this, the
1958 "race-riots' in Nottingham and Notting Hill, arc known, sadly, only toc well, That
it should have been the Teds who storted them 1lands weight to my thesis. Thet -

large mummbera of working class adults resoonded ia the wey that they did, by joining in,
demonstrates that it was not only the young 'lumnen' who were exsarisncing a worsening

of their socio-cconomic -esition. But, in en agc of offluence,'the re=1 structural cavses!
could not be admiited, and, -redictably, wern not. Instcagd, the nine unskilled werking

class adolescents who st=rted the Notting Hill ricts; wore savagely sentencsd to four

years imprisonment apiece. The obvious scame-gonting involwed, as in all similar cases
of scapc-goat punizhmente, was, and still is, a sure sigm of mystification at work - the
orotective cloek of the ruling classes being drawn closer to provent its real interests
becoming too wisible.

The attacks on ynuth clubs ars nerhans easiest to sx2lain iT one remembers that
many youth clubs "banned®™ all Teddy boys purzly on "reoutation®. Simple revenge must
then have constituted the besis for some attacks. Additionally, though, therc was the
chronic lack of public nprovision of facilitics to match the inerease in adolcscent
leisure. Consequently, zuch was thcn expeciad cf what wos -roviéad - far too much. When
these failed to live un to the expectations, as they invari=bly did, the disappoimtment
was invariably incrsased. Thus, ironically, the vouth clubs thet did exist, far from
alleviating adolescent leisure problems actuzlly exacerbated them. (For a fascinating
account of the trials and tribul~tions experienced in this erca and of a wvaliant, but
chort-lived atfempt to supply the kids with vhet they umnted, see Ray Gosling's excellent

Sum Totel).



'{ the modifications just outlined.

.

_ (straight cut),greasy and with side whiskers and a quiff, Variations on this were the

. €lothes chosen werz originally worn by up er-class dancies) which, being guickly aborte

e o [ e e e e R e

L

Finnlizr, L

on late-night bus routes, this suggests that the opportunity of anomymity and possib ly
alcohol combined to increase the already high level of sensitivity to imagined insults.

Dress gnd Anmesrance.

Despite periodic unemnloymeni, desnite the ungkilled jobs, Teds, in common with
other teenzgers at work during this rericd, wcro relatively affluent. Between 1945-50,
the averafle res]l wage of tecnsgers increased at twicc the adult rate (Abrams quoted in
S.Cohen;—Folk Devils and Morel Fanies ). Teds thus certainly had money to smend, and
because it was practically all ther had, it assumed a crucial importance. Much of the
money w:ant on clothes: the Teddr bev "uniform®™. But before "decoding™ this particular
enltural articulation a sketch of the "style" and its history is necessary.

Origin=1ly the Bdwhdian suit was introduced in 1950 by a group of Sevile Row tailors
who were attempting to initiate a new style. It wes addresssd, primarily, to the young
aristacraﬁa: men about town, Bssentially the dress consisted of a long,narrow - lapelicd
veisted jacket, narrow trousers (but without being ®drainpipes"), crdinary toe-capped

shoes, and = fancy waistcoat. Shiris were white, with cutaway collars and ties were

tied—ith a2 "windsor" knot. Headwear, if worn, was a trilby. The essential changes fror
conventional tire:ss werc the cui of the jacket =nd the dandy waistcoat. Additidmnally,
barbers began offering individual styling, and bhair length was generally longer than

the conventionzl short back and sides. (Thic description is culled from a picture

of the "authentic® Edwzrdian dress which wes nut out by the "Tailor and Cutter” and pim
ed in the Sketch (14ith November 1953.) in order to dissociate the "anthentic® from fkg
working-class adoption of the style).

This dress began to be taken uv by working class youths sometime in 1953 and, in
those early days, was cften taken over wholeszle (The Daily Mirror of 23rd Cctober 1953
shows nicture of Michasl Deviss,who was convicted of what later became known as the fir
"teddy boy" killing, which would bear this out. IB fact the picture shows him in a thre
plece matching suit{i.e. without the the fancy waistcoat).

The l=ter modific=ticns to this siyle by the Teds were the bootlace tie, the thick-
creped suede shoes (Eton clubman chuika tyme), skintight, drainpioe trousers (without
tum-ups), straightcr, less weisted jackeis, moleskin or s=iin collars to the jackets
and the addition of vivid colours. The earlier sombre suit colours occasionally gave
way to suits of vivid green, red or ~ink =nd other "™ rimitive" colours (¢oge the warnd
"rebels"). Blue - suede shoes, post-Elvis, were also worn. The hair-style =z1so underwen

a transformetion: it w:s usually lopg, combed into a "D-A" vith a boston neck-line

elechants's trunk or the more extremeMspachc" (chort on top, long =t sides)
- ¥

I see this choice of uniform as, initiallv, an attemat to buy status (zince the ..

by a harsh socisl reaction (in 1954 secondhand Edwardisn suits wcre on sale in various
markets as they bscaze reridly unwearsble by the uooer—class dondies once the Teds had

teken them over astheir owun),wss followed by an atiempt Lo creete their own stivle via
b ] = -




vile: A .

Lfais, then, waz thke foCs eaz coniricuiigg wO CLiurz: their PuoDTlon 2ng DeTsona]
modification of Savile Roy Edwardien suits. But more importent than being a contribution
to culture, since culture enly has Hm2aning when transposed into social terms, theip
dress rerresented a symbolic wa=y of exnressing and demonstrating their social reality,
of giving cultural Zeaning te their soeial nlight. And becsuse of this, their touchinegg
Lo insults about dress becomes not only comprehensible but retional and meaningfyl,

But what "social reality" vas their uniforg both "exnressive ofn end "a negotiation
withmy Unfcrhmai',cly, there is, as ¥el, no "grammar® fop decoding cul;:ural symbols like
dress and what follows is largzely sweculative, Hovever, if one examins the context
from which the culturel symbel wes 2rebably exiracted, one possible wy of fur'mulating

one aspect of such = gremmer, then the adontinr of, for examnle, the bootlace tie, beging
%0 acquire social Meaning., Probably =-fcked un from the many American Western films
viewed during this -eriod whero it wss Worn, most “revalently, as I remember them, by
the glick city gambler whose social status was, erudgingly, high because of his abilit v
To live bv his wits ang outside the traditional working class moves of society (which
were basically rural ang harcworking =3 onsosed to urban and hedonistic), then T believe
its symbolic coltural meaning for the Teds becomes cxnlicablas as both expression of theirp
social reality (basically cutsiders and forced to live bv their vits) and their social
'asniraticns'(hasicelly an attemnt to gain high, albeit grucging, status for an ability
to live snartly, hebnistically and by their wits in an urkan setting, This brief
example is T hove, illustrative of one aspect of a pogsible aparoach in this ares. And

if it is "correctn it relates back, and amplifies, the first mentioned distinctive
element in Ted. culture: that of seein€ - their interests as "ecoincidental with the
suhné’:rged tenth™, the outsiders.

Finally, to end this section on "dross", there is the importance of the s¥ebolie
Yig %ilitz of the uniform in a reriod when, ag I mentiﬂ?ldez-rlier, "the traditional
institutional avenues o redress® (their familiog and the Labour Farty) were becoming
all but invisible, This is another wey of vicving the Wgoeigim significance of the Teds
uniform.

4 return to theory,

How does what I have been arguing fit in with the work of other sociologistzs, -
Willmott (in Adolescent Boys of East London) and Downes (in The Delinguent Soluticn)
have both looked extensftely at working class adolescents in Bast Londor. Willmotils
loock at adolescent boys concludes that by far the majerity of boys, two-thirds to three-
Giariers, conformed to the norme of their working class parents, and zn even larger

~roportion, nine-tenths, were 'reletively' content with their lot, Only one-tenth eould
oo clasgified ag 'rebels'., Downs offers us a similer ricture. Working with boys from
Stepney and Ponlar, 25 o-mosed to Willmott's Bethnal Grecn semple, he simil-rly concludes
*hat his boys retained "an almost monolithie conformity to the traditional working clags
72lue system". (Qp. cit.p. 230-1), and showed little dissatisfaction over Jobs and soeial
status. What, in the light of tho conformity and relatively 1little dissetisfaction
disnlayed by working class adolescent in these two studies, are we to make of my notion




confirming my thesis,

Willmott's work, despite its overell conclusion does, in onc significant asnect, ads
weight to mv thesis ond that is in his ~rofile el the 'rebels'. Smell in number, adritt-
edly, {ons-tenth of the sam-1:, 1% ough Munder-re-resented™ according to Willmott), buz,
for our nurvoses, the most si-nificent findine in the book. Here is his 'rebel! rofilc
which, becsusc of its importance for s, T heve gquoted in full, T

think i+ sounds

familiar:

i z .
"He went to = szcondary modern school znd, like the'working clnss!

boy, left at 15. But ko did net like school: he disliked the teachors

and the regime, =25 well as thi nking the lessons 'uselcss', His job is

il

manmugl,end is more likely teo be unskilled or sori-skilled than skilled

oany more, He docs not gzt on too well vwith his -
tho pelice. Ye 1= more likely than other bove to s~y that ne does not
intend tc morrv =% 21l or that he docs not know whether he will, He
rejects, oven more firmly then his 'worlcing class' fellows the idea of
deferred gretification. It ig mrobablv from myﬁ__l:_kc this that the
sericusly delinguent are drawn™,

(Adolescent Boys of East London, p. 173)

(

(One +hing not mentioned here, but elsewvhere in the book, is thst the rebels tended to

bethenclubb-ble! ones — Vis-a-vis the wyouth clubs.)

Had we dr=un u~ 2 profile from our own knowledge of the Teds, the similarity with
- the above would have

been remarkable. My strong susnicion is thot meny of thes® 'rebels!,
i had tie study been conducted d during the '50's and not the ezrly '€0's, would have been
Teds., Downes, whilst gimilarly concluaing zs to the confermist naturs of most

16 working
clasz adolescents in Steoney and Po-ior does slso talk, thesoretie=lly, of delinguent
contra—cultures (this tcrm was borrowed from J. Milton Yinger *Gontraculture and
Subculture® in The Sociciogy of Subcultures, ed. D. Arnold). Th= distinction between the

- two terss (subculture/coniraculture) according to Vinger is that whilst "Subeultures

. ¥"the conflit
orobably confict in some mcasurc with lsrger cul ture®; in a contraculture®slement is

ceniral; many of the 1':_1_:r=s, incGeed, sre snecificsllv contredictions of

\._-...-

the dominent
cultu::" (p. 127). £lthough Yinger adds that emrirically both infu

fuences, suboultur=d

¥
= PeonT T nr T e Jwridenlie 3+ 3
and contracultural, mzy be mixed, my own feeling is that, sven znalyiicellv,it is

- impossible io m=ke such definite cdistinetions as ¥Vinger supgests. To claborzte
T 3 T- . - P& i = ¥
nossible to be 'contra' rether then *sub', vhilst still rotaining the focal conceris of

- the parent culture, br =do-tin- these concerns in = radicelly different f=shion. And

it is in ithig way that the Teds can be roccd =5 = 'contrzculture'. Kore nrecisely what I

4

. mean by this, T shall cutline in the fellowing section.

a4

- The Teds and their parents: continuitics nnd discontinuities

Miller tolks of the fsezl concerns of fmeric.n low:r-class culture as being:




uble; toughness; smertness; excitement; fate; cutonomy; (p.57, "Lover- class Culture

a

]

v
411

a

L

enersting Milieu of Gang Delinouency®™, in The Sociology of Subcultures,ed. D.Arnold)

Icnoring smell trens-tlantic diffsrences, this lisi, as a genersl guide, is an 2dequate
one fer the British working class also, both merent and ?uu+_ culture. But, in so far

as these values are adopted, he donisticslly, by the voung,and rot instruccnially, as
, then toey are 'contrzeultur-1' and, hence, opf positional. To claborate,

the Teds used "excitement®, for ex~mrlc, to crezte themselves, that is, the gxcitement
of '"the expleoit' (e.g. senseless vandalism), besides its element of exnressing frustration

as the zdditional elcment of beins sn end in itself. Gonverscly, the rountinised

L2 Ll

foxeitenent® of their naronts! "Saturdsy ndight out" is ultimetely instrumental in that

=iy

it ensbles tham to

I}

~ce Mondzy morning =nd work for ancther weck. It iz thus intimstely

connected with the nroduction process (2 means to this end), and basically re—creative,

Far from being onpositioned it is an integral part of the 'negotiation' constantly being e
enacted between the subordinste and the dominant clasas.
A corollary of parent culture instrumentality vis-a-vis the foeal concern 'excite

ment! is that it takes place in the 'negotiated' institutional setting of the pub,

which legitimates it. The Teds hedonistic pursuit of excitement takes place largely

S

in the streets - = non-negotiated, nop-institutional and only ever partly legitimste

setting (denending on how the social-control agencics percieve of your presence there).
Because they are non-institutionsl,tne streets are, to a large extent, ideologically
neutral. Hence the desire to club the 'unclubbables! and in so doing, to place them
within the ideological confines of society (via the institutional seiting of the youth
club and the ideclogicel mediations of its leadsrs and ethos. )

Whzt T am arguing here is that the cultural responscs of the Teds show continuities
with their parent culture in terms of focal concerns, since both parents and offspring,
a5 members of the same class fraction, have similar negotiations to meke with the
dominant cultur e, but that their adoption of these concerns in a redieslly diffcrent

ashion is indicstive of some basio discontinuities between porents and their young
which are a result of differsrt gensretions experiencing structural changes different-
F eds in relation to school ana the job market
were aress wnerc the young, =nd only the ~young, were z=ffected. Thus ther
in their cultural response wimich have Mstructural® T00%8 ihich did not affect their
narents: resoonses which have to be veiwed as relating to their, the Teds,specifie
socio-historicsl situstion, 2nd indsnendently of that of their marents.

Conclusion: The Teds and the Politics of Youth Culture

'

What I have tried to do in this maner is explore some of the faclors which I believe
=1bse

incrticulate and svmbolic, rather than an articulate and organised way. 5.Hall in the

make it possible to rend the Teds as a "ooliticel™ manifestetion t in an :

M
rnli

"Condition of England® tslks of discontents being experienced as "private grouses" which,
although being an Manolitical way of experiencing social deprivation and nced”
nevertheless is ™ wey of nerceiving oneself in relation to Politics.......® (Beople

-nd Polities, p. 21). In this restricted scnse of "political" the Teds cultural

-t gl ations;

sl feldl LA P




.l

read as-symbolisations of their
structural inequalities-were

But :ultures,
dialectically

28 I heve argued, 4

nter-related with thez th
between dnq;na

contrel over onels life
centingant

So, for the. Teds, m:tk~ctﬂor
by others fa.e. school/work),

crucial site for.theze negaiia

Lo CLs,.

_.J.'E-.'_'.E r

the contrediction in the leisure situsti
cultursl symbols adopted fnresc

tenuous angd corstent]
in the form of the Mzroupn
to negotiate,
theseI believe  were some. of their Upolitic

"political® achieve

in a symbolic wey for

¥y some

ments.,

"private grousegt®

exXpressive of thet

¢ not simply reflect
Ogey are

znd subordinste cul tures;

le situation, for impos ing on
in the final analysis on socicty!

Here eor
on it
crucially)

1y threatened by various social
end its headguerters-

recognition of theirp
1n

- their oereeption

of growing
mselves®™in relation to rolitieg®

gocial siructures

=l

Being

the site of the constant negotiations

the site of 5 struggle for some sart of

one's owm ¢nﬁn_.z-sv¢ ems, alelt
5 structural arrangemenis,

incressingiv foreclosed ang controlled
E=J

its possibilities of {reedom, becf@® ip.

(=]

tradictions were worked through, including

self (buuhGEﬂ &53:?2;10ﬂ5fbr0?iai0ﬂ};

sed. Here a Msnaceh

]
conirol agenci es,was generated

¢ calf. To retsin a hold on th-t

space,

group ‘qentlLy end needs,

Cal™ aEpirations and the sum of their
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